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The Myths of Normativity

How is the Theory of Normativity Based on the Non — Conceptual Content Possible?

HU Rui —na DU Hai - tao
( School of Philosophy and Sociology Shanxi University Taiyuan 030000 China)

Abstract: In the discussion of normativity Immanuel Kant McDowell and Brandon based it on the use of con—
cepts  which presupposes a conceptual premise of normativity. Non — conceptualists try to prove the existence of
non — conceptual content by distinguishing perceptual experience from perceptual judgment. Conceptualists on the
other hand try to prove that every meaningful content is conceptual by denying the gap between perceptual experi—
ence and perceptual judgment and strengthening the distinction between human and animal. The normative theory
based on the conceptual theory cannot solve the problem of emotion — oriented practical activities such as artistic
aesthetics. In fact the conceptual content and the non — conceptual content are two representations of the same
content. The non — conceptual content is at lower order and more basic. Therefore the normativity based on the
non — conceptual content is more helpful to show the universality of norms and the persuasive power of normative
theory.
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