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ABSTRACT

The fundamental idea of discourse ethics is to reconceive the basis
of ethical universalism after the pragmatic turn in philosophy. For it, all
communicative action pragmatically entails adherence to an idealized
structure. This entailment makes for moral obligations and is discovered
by means of a transcendental analysis of the normativity of rule-fol-
lowing behavior as it is found in speech acts.

The moral obligations implied are to the building of practical
consensus on moral matters. This is a break with Kant’s “monological”
form of ethical universalism. The universality of moral obligations holds
back the contemporary threat of moral relativism. The success of dis-
course ethics depends on whether communication is inherently norma-
tive. I portray Apel’s and Habermas’ answers to this problem and look
into further possibilities.
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