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Reflective Equilibrium in Ethics
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Abstract

Reflective equilibrium in ethics as a method of justification for moral theories,
principles, and judgement in the form of coherentism initiated by Rawls has been severely
attacked by the analytic ethicists who consider that coherentism cannot be a valid form of
justification. Moreover, an interpretation from discourse ethics reveals that the method
would face some difficulty explaining public/private autonomy. However, [ consider those
arguments unsound, because they misinterpret the ‘non-strong concept of theory’
characteristic of reflective equilibrium, and the theory of person can be revised without

committing any contradiction to the background theories of wide reflective equilibrium.
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