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(Some) Questions:

1. What is the evidence that moral decisionmaking can be explained through neuroimaging? Is
it persuasive?

2. How must we understand morality to work—of what must we understand it to consist—in
order for this evidence to be relevant? Do you accept those understandings?

3. What sorts of assumptions and evidence does the argument that neuroimaging supports one
form or theory of moral reasoning over another make? Do you accept those?



