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“This paper analyzes Kant’s thesis in the Tugendlehre that there are certain ends (one’s own perfection and

the happiness of others) that we are obligated to adopt. It contends that none of the three arguments

which Kant advances in support of this thesis succeeds and that the attempted reconstruction by Nelson

Potter likewise fails. It then maintains that the argument does work, if one brings in, as an implicit premise,

transcendental freedom. Finally, it is argued that this late doctrine of obligatory ends marks a significant
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advance over the treatment of broad duties in the Grundlegung and can serve as a basis for defending
Kant’s ethics against the familiar emptiness charge.”

“Guyer argues for four major theses. First, in his early, pre-critical discussions of morality, Kant advocated a
version of rational egoism, in which freedom, understood naturalistically as a freedom from domination by
both one’s own inclinations and from other people, rather than happiness, is the fundamental value. From
this point of view, the function of the moral law is to prescribe rules best suited to the preservation and
maximization of such freedom, just as on the traditional eudaemonistic account it is to prescribe rules for
the maximization of happiness. Second, in the Groundwork, Kant abandoned this naturalistic approach and
while retaining the same substantive thesis as his early moral philosophy, “namely that freedom is the value
that is realized by adherence to the moral law” (Guyer 455), attempted to provide a non-naturalistic
(transcendental) grounding for this valuation of freedom. Third, this took the form of a transcendental
deduction, closely modeled on that of the first Critique, which was intended to demonstrate that we are in
fact (noumenally) free and the moral law is the “causal law” of this freedom. Fourth, this deduction is a
disaster, indeed, one of Western philosophy’s “most spectacular train wrecks” (Guyer 445). | shall discuss
each in turn, devoting the bulk of my attention to the last.”

Contents: Acknowledgments. Note on sources and key to abbreviations and translations. Preface. Part One:
Preliminaries. 1. The Nature of and Need for a Metaphysic of Morals: An Analysis of the Preface of GMS. 2.
Universal Practical Philosophy and Popular Moral Philosophy. Part Two: GMS 1. 3. The Good Will. 4. Maxims
and Moral Worth Redux. 5. Kant’s Three Propositions, the Supreme Principle of Morality, and the Need for
Moral Philosophy. Part Three: GMS 2. 6. Rational Agency and Imperatives. 7. The Universal Law (FUL) and
the Law of Nature (FLN). 8. The Formula of Humanity (FH). 9. Autonomy, Heteronomy, and Constructing the
Categorical Imperative. Part Four: GMS 3. 10. The Moral Law, the Categorical Imperative, and the
Reciprocity Thesis. 11. The Presupposition of Freedom, The Circle, and the two Standpoints. 12. The
Deduction of the Categorical Imperative and the Outermost Boundary of Practical Philosophy.



2011 [16] Altman, Matthew C. (2011): Kant and Applied Ethics. The Uses and Limits of Kant’s Practical
Philosophy, Malden, MA.5

2013 Altmann, Silvia (2013): Geometrie und objektive Realitdt der Idee der Sittlichkeit in der Kritik
der praktischen Vernunft, in Das Leben der Vernunft. Beitrdge zur Philosophie Kants,
hrsg. von Dieter Hiining, Stefan Klingner und Carsten Olk, Berlin, S. 354-63.

2010 [17] Alves, Julius (2010): Vollkommene Tugendpflichten: Zur Systematik der Pflichten in Kants
Metaphysik der Sitten, Zeitschrift fiir philosophische Forschung 64, S. 520-45.%

“When examined critically, Kant’s views on sex and marriage give us the tools to defend same-sex marriage

on moral grounds. The sexual objectification of one’s partner can only be overcome when two people take

responsibility for one another’s overall well-being, and this commitment is enforced through legal coercion.

Kant’s views on the unnaturalness of homosexuality do not stand up to scrutiny, and he cannot (as he often

tries to) restrict the purpose of sex to procreation. Kant himself rules out marriage only when the partners

cannot give themselves to one another equally — that is, if there is inequality of exchange. Because same-sex
marriage would be between equals and would allow homosexuals to express their desire in a morally
appropriate way, it ought to be legalized.”

5 Preface vi. Note on Sources and Key to Abbreviations viii. Introduction: Why Kant Now 1. Part |. Applying
Kant’s Ethics 11. 1. Animal Suffering and Moral Character 13. 2. Kant’s Strategic Importance for
Environmental Ethics 45. 3. Moral and Legal Arguments for Universal Health Care 71. 4. The Scope of Patient
Autonomy 90. Part Il. Kantian Arguments against Kant’s Conclusions 115. 5. Subjecting Ourselves to Capital
Punishment 117. 6. Same-Sex Marriage as a Means to Mutual Respect 139. Part Ill. Limitations of Kant’s
Theory 165. 7. Consent, Mail-Order Brides, and the Marriage Contract 167. 8. Individual Maxims and Social
Justice 194. 9. The Decomposition of the Corporate Body 217. 10. Becoming a Person 241. Conclusion:
Emerging from Kant’s Long Shadow 283. Bibliography 289. Index 311.

6, Diese Arbeit widmet sich einem Hauptproblem der kantischen Pflichtensystematik in der Tugendlehre: Der

Unterscheidung von vollkommenen und unvollkommenen Pflichten und der resultierenden Spannung

zwischen Einleitung und Elementarlehre. Wahrend in der Einleitung in die Tugendlehre Tugendpflichten

begrifflich nur als unvollkommene Pflichten eingefiihrt und abgeleitet werden, beginnt die Elementarlehre
mit einem extensiven Abschnitt tGber vollkommene Pflichten, die dennoch Tugendpflichten sein sollen. Nach
einer kurzen Betrachtung einschlagiger Vorschlage der Literatur zu diesem Problem, versucht die
vorliegende Arbeit aus dem Konzept der Weite von Pflichten Kriterien fiir die Zuordnung der verschiedenen

Tugendpflichten zu gewinnen. Im Lichte dieser Kriterien erscheint Kants Beurteilung mancher verhandelter

Pflichten als ,vollkommen’ gerechtfertigt. AbschlieRend wird gezeigt, inwiefern sie dennoch zu den

Tugendpflichten gehéren kdnnen (und deshalb in der Elementarlehre ihren Platz haben), indem Kants eher

beildufige Unterscheidung von Strebens- und Erhaltungspflichten in den Mittelpunkt gerlckt wird.

Unvollkommenheit einer Pflicht folgt nur aus ethischen Strebenspflichten, nicht aus gebotenen Maximen

Giberhaupt. Das Ziel der Exposition aller relevanten Merkmale, die zu einer Tugendpflicht gehdren konnen,

Iasst verstehen, warum die Einleitung nur auf Strebenspflichten zentriert ist.”

“This essay is concerned with one of the main problems in Kant’s system of duties in the Tugendlehre: the

difference between perfect and imperfect duties and the resulting inconsistency between introduction and

Elementarlehre. Even though the introduction establishes and derives duties of virtue as imperfect duties

only, the Elementarlehre begins with a long section concerning perfect duties, which nevertheless are

supposed to be duties of virtue. After a brief consideration of other interpreter’s views on this topic, this

essay tries to develop criteria for the categorisation of the different duties of virtue from the concept of a

duty’s latitude. In light of these criteria, Kant’s categorizing some of the discussed duties as perfect seems
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justifiable. Finally | will show, why they can nevertheless be ‘duties of virtue’, by emphasizing Kant’s
distinction between duties to strive and those to conserve. Imperfection of a duty follows from duties to
strive only, not from obligatory maxims per se. The goal of introducing all relevant characteristics, a duty of
virtue may have, can explain, why the introduction is only concerned with duties to strive.”
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proposes that this interpretation of the section also has significant implications for the understanding of

Kant’s method, his formulas and his basic conception of the ‘moral’.”
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“Kant’s most familiar and widely read works in practical reason are the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of
Morals (1785) and the Critique of Practical Reason (1788). His principal aims in these works are to analyze
the nature and ground of morality and to justify its supreme principle (the categorical imperative).
Nevertheless, in these texts, Kant also paints a picture of what it means to have a good will or good
character, and it is this account of the good will and the associated theory of moral motivation that have
been the target of many of the historical and contemporary objections to Kant’s rationalism. From the
perspective of these foundational works in Kant's moral theory, it appears that all that is required for
Kantian character is a firm commitment to do one’s duty from the motive of duty in the absence of
inclination, or in the teeth of countervailing inclination. Kant’s defenders have rightly insisted that it would
be hasty to draw any final conclusions about his considered views on character and moral psychology on
the basis of the Groundwork and the second Critique. An adequate assessment of these kinds of charges
against Kant, they have argued, must address his theory of virtue, as it is set out in his other important
ethical texts, especially the Doctrine of Virtue (1797) and Religion Within the Boundaries of Mere Reason
(1793). In his theory of virtue, Kant presents a detailed account of virtue as a character trait, provides
lengthy discussions of the various virtues he sees as central for the ethical life, and maintains that there are
moral feelings that are part of a virtuous character and serviceable for morality. For these reasons, those
interested in gleaning a more complete picture of Kant’s ethics await a detailed, systematic account of
Kant’s views about virtue. This entry aims to sketch the outlines of such an account.”

“In this paper | develop a critique of Kantian ethics, and more precisely a critique of a particular conception
of moral reasoning. The fundamental assumption that underlies the conception that | am targeting is that to
justify (morally or otherwise) an action is (perhaps with an ‘all things being equal’ clause) to settle its value,
in such a way that all rational participants would have to acknowledge that value. As an alternative to the
Kantian conception, | propose a conception in which the basic unit of moral reasoning is not an action but
rather what | call an ‘ethical position’ — where an ethical position is where, at any given moment and with
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respect to the matter at hand, you stand, and where moral reasoning consists in the articulation of ethical
positions.”

“This paper presents a critique of a prevailing conception of the relation between moral reasoning and
judgment on the one hand, and moral goodness on the other. | argue that moral reasoning is inescapably
vulnerable to moral, as opposed to merely theoretical, failure. This, | argue, means that there is something
deeply misleading in the way that Kant's moral theory, and some of its main rivals, have invited us to
conceive of their subject matter.”

“It is common for Kant’s rights-based liberalism to be contrasted with the communitarian authoritarianism
of the later Fichte and of Hegel, and it is the concept of autonomy that is generally regarded as the
theoretical fount of Kant’s theory of natural rights, providing the analytical link between Kant’s moral
philosophy and his political and legal theory. The author argues that this view is erroneous: The notion of
autonomy ultimately remains contentless and incapable of providing practical political and legal
prescriptions without Kant’s substantive account of human nature, an account specifying both the proper
moral ends that humans should strive for and the anthropological limits of human perfectibility. Kant’s
theory of rights is informed by both sets of considerations. Contrary to the received view, Kant develops a
socially sensitive account of the self in his later writings, and comes to believe that individual autonomy
depends in large measure on the realisation of certain propitious sociocultural and political arrangements.
For Kant, natural rights, like individual freedom, are not ahistorical, universal standards of political justice
but the historical outcome of the long process of enlightenment. As such, what is right will depend on what
is timely. Here Kant is much closer to Fichte and Hegel than is generally acknowledged.”
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“Can we regard ourselves as having free will? What is the place of values in a world of facts? What grounds
the authority of moral injunctions, and why should we care about them? Unless we provide satisfactory
answers to these questions, ethics has no credible status and is likely to be subsumed by psychology,
history, or rational decision theory. According to Ermanno Bencivenga, this outcome is both common and
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effort aiming at offering us the answers we need. Ethics Vindicated is a clear and thorough account of this
effort that builds on Bencivenga’s previous interpretation of transcendental philosophy (as articulated in his
Kant’s Copernican Revolution) and draws on the entire Kantian corpus.”

,Der intentionalistischen Ethik oder Gesinnungsethik zufolge ist das, was an einer Handlung moralisch be-
urteilt wird, die Handlungsabsicht oder Intention. Der bedeutendste Vertreter des ethischen Intentionalis-
mus, Immanuel Kant, spricht freilich nicht von , Absichten” sondern von ,,Maximen“. Dem hier zugrunde-
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Handlungsabsichten. Jedoch ist nicht jede beliebige Absicht eine Maxime. Eine Maxime zu haben, heif8t fur
Kant, sich bewuRt entschlossen zu haben, so-und-so zu handeln. Handeln nach Maximen ist regelgeleitetes
Verhalten. Der Begriff der Maxime bezieht sich nur auf okkurente (nicht auf dispositionale) Absichten. Und
schlieBlich sind Maximen solche Absichten, die nicht auf eine singulare Verwirklichung abzielen, sondern fir
einen ganzen Lebensbereich das leitende Handlungsprinzip aufstellen.”
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“This paper focuses on a single question that highlights some of the most puzzling aspects of Kant’s
explanation of the duty of moral self-perfection. What kinds of activity count as striving for purity in one’s
disposition to duty, or strength of will? | argue that a dominant strand of Kant’s approach to moral striving
does not fit familiar models of striving. | seek to address this problem in a way that avoids the flaws of
synchronic and atomistic approaches to moral self-discipline by developing an account of Kantian moral
striving as an ongoing contemplative activity complexly engaged with multiple forms of self-knowledge.”

“In “The Sources of Normativity” Christine Korsgaard attempts to defend Kant’s moral ontology as a kind of
moral realism. She does so by way of drawing a distinction between substantial and procedural moral
realism. After dismissing substantial realism as dogmatic and defending procedural moral realism, she goes
on to claim that Kant’s view is best described as procedural moral realism. It has been argued against
Korsgaard that procedural moral realism is a misnomer and that it turns out to be an anti-realist position. |
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don’t think that this criticism is correct and | will defend Korsgaard against the subjectivist objections that
have been leveled against her. However, my main concern is to show why even Korsgaard’s procedural
moral realism is still not completely in line with Kant’s own epistemological and ontological commitments.
In contrast to Korsgaard, | argue that Kant’s conception of reason as a capacity that is “by itself practical”
commits him to a position which is best described by what | will call “moral idealism.” Practical reason is not
merely a faculty for cognizing some testing procedure that would reliably distinguish between good and bad
maxims. In Kant, practical cognition consists in cognition of what | ought to do such that | do it, i. e. bring
the object of my cognition into existence through a kind of self-affection.”

“Kant’s ethics do not include a discussion of justice as a specific virtue, and the “Metaphysical First
Principles of the Doctrine of Right” appear to deal only with private and public law, but not with justice. In
fact, Kant’s ethics in the three Critiques and later relevant writings is dependent on God’s iustitia
distributiva as the highest good and the institution of the state is labelled as “public justice”. This article
attempts to explain this connection and to provide a contribution to the topic of Kantian justice. The
Epilogue to this article discusses a letter dated November 6, 1790, which Kant wrote in one of his official
capacities at the University of Konigsberg and which as of yet has remained unpublished.”
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“Some contemporary Kantians have argued that one could not be virtuous without having internalized
certain patterns of awareness that permit one to identify and respond reliably to moral reasons for action. |
agree, but | argue that this insight requires unrecognized, far-reaching, and thoroughly welcome changes in
the traditional Kantian understanding of maxims and virtues. In particular, it implies that one’s
characteristic emotions and desires will partly determine one’s maxims, and hence the praiseworthiness of
one’s actions. | try to show this by pointing out an instability in the Kantian understanding of maxims. On
the one hand, maxims are thought of as consciously affirmed, subjective principles of action. On the other
hand, Kantians claim that nothing counts as an action, nor as morally assessable, unless it has a maxim. One
cannot take both thoughts seriously without implausibly constricting the range of behavior that counts as
action, hence as morally assessable. This difficulty can be overcome, | suggest, by jettisoning the idea that
maxims must be consciously affirmed, and by stressing the way in which maxims are grounded in the
pruning and shaping of one’s emotions and desires during socialization. This opens the door to a rich
Kantian theory of virtue. It also raises questions about the scope and ground of our moral responsibility,
which | address at the end of the paper.”

“Kant maintained that dutiful action can have the fullest measure of moral worth even if chosen in the face
of powerful inclinations to act immorally, and indeed that opposing inclinations only highlight the worth of
the action. | argue that this conclusion rests on an implausibly mechanistic account of desires, and that
many desires are constituted by tendencies to see certain features of one’s circumstances as reasons to
perform one or another action. | try to show that inclinations to violate moral requirements sometimes
manifest a morally objectionable half-heartedness in one’s commitment to those very requirements, and —
by extension — to the values that undergird these requirements.”
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“Immanuel Kant’s claim that the categorical imperative of morality is based in practical reason has long
been a source of puzzlement and doubt, even for sympathetic interpreters. Kant’s own explanations, which
mainly concern his often-criticized formula of universal law, are laconic and obscure, leading interpreters to
dismiss them in favor of less ambitious claims involving his other famous formulas.

In The Form of Practical Knowledge, Stephen Engstrom provides an illuminating new interpretation of the
categorical imperative, arguing that we have exaggerated and misconceived Kant’s break with tradition:
Kant never departs from the classical conception of practical reason as a capacity for knowledge of the
good. His distinctive contribution is the idea that morality’s imperatives express the form of such
knowledge.

By developing an account of practical knowledge that situates Kant’s ethics within his broader epistemology
and rethinks numerous topics in his moral psychology and in his account of practical reason (including
desire, intention, choice, will, as well as pleasure, happiness, and the good), Engstrom’s work promises to
deepen and to reshape our understanding of Kantian ethics.” (Publisher’s description)
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Judgment to the Idea of a Categorical Imperative. 1. The Formal Presuppositions of Practical Judgment. 2.
Constraints on Willing. Part lll. Interpretation. 1. The Categorical Imperative. 2. Applications. 3. Conclusion.
— Epilogue. Index.
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“In this article | argue that Kant’s conception of the good will in its relation to the gifts of nature and fortune
listed in the opening paragraphs of Groundwork | is usually misunderstood. The misunderstanding has its
roots in the attribution of the alleged predicate ‘good in a conditioned sense’ to those gifts, even when they
are taken in isolation. As a result, the centrality and primacy of Kant’s concept of the good will as the
condition of the goodness of those gifts is completely obscured. However, a different picture emerges if one
takes into account that ‘good in a conditioned sense’ properly means ‘good only on the condition of being
combined with a good will’, so that talking of the goodness of such gifts taken in isolation or apart from the
good will is a logical contradiction. Accordingly, we will see that, in his practical philosophy, Kant assigns to
the good will a role very similar to the role played by Aristotle’s concept of substance in his theoretical
philosophy. For, according to Kant, those gifts can be good and be said to be good only on the condition of
being in a will which is good. Finally, we will see how this interpretation of the primacy of the good will
sheds light on Kant’s view on the moral worth of actions.”

“In the Doctrine of Virtue Kant stipulates that ‘Love is a matter of feeling, not of willing . . . so a duty to love
is an absurdity.” Nonetheless, in the same work Kant claims that we have duties of love to other human
beings. According to Kant, the kind of love which is commanded by duty is practical love. This paper defends
the view that the duty of practical love articulated in the Doctrine of Virtue is distinct from the duty of
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beneficence and best understood as a duty of self-transformation, which agents observe by cultivating a
benevolent disposition and practical beneficent desires.”

“Barbara Herman offers an interpretation of Kant’s Groundwork on which an action has moral worth if the
primary motive for the action is the motive of duty. She offers this approach in place of Richard Henson’s
sufficiency-based interpretation, according to which an action has moral worth when the motive of duty is
sufficient by itself to generate the action. Noa Latham criticizes Herman’s account and argues that we
cannot make sense of the position that an agent can hold multiple motives for action and yet be motivated
by only one of them, concluding that we must accept a face-value interpretation of the Groundwork where
morally worthy actions obtain only when the agent’s sole motive is the motive of duty. This paper has two
goals, one broad and one more constrained. The broader objective is to argue that interpretations of moral
worth, as it is presented in the Groundwork, depend on interpretations of Kant’s theory of freedom. | show
that whether we can make sense of the inclusion of nonmoral motives in morally worthy actions depends
on whether the ‘always causal framework’ is consistent with Kant’s theory of freedom. The narrow goal is to
show that if we adopt an ‘always causal’ framework for moral motivation, then Herman’s position and her
critique of the sufficiency-based approach fail. Furthermore, within this framework | will specify a criterion
for judging whether an action is determined by the motive of duty, even in the presence of nonmoral
motives. Thus, | argue Latham’s conclusion that we must accept a face-value interpretation is incorrect.”
“This paper focuses on Kant’s claim that friendship is governed by a polarity between love and respect
conceived as attractive and repulsive forces. It argues that interpreting this polarity is crucial for
understanding Kant’s moral vision and how it is anything but inimical to an ethics of intimacy. More
specifically, it shows that the notion of attractive and repulsive moral forces is a key element for
understanding both Kant’s theory of friendship and its importance for the ethical vision of the Metaphysics
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of Morals as a whole. The tension between love and respect underlies all moral relations, whether universal
and impersonal, or particular and personal, and, moreover, echoes the attractive and repulsive struggle that
Kant believes governs the material world. The picture of Kantian morality that emerges against this
background is thus one where individuals constantly strive both to retain their agency and open up to
others by acknowledging and embracing ends other than one’s own, hence finding themselves in a constant
struggle for balance. Part | examines Kant’s claim against his theory of matter and force. Part Il argues that
intimate, personal friendships provide only the most concrete and specific example of the tensions inherent
in the kind of universal friendship that Kantian morality requires of all. The final part, offered as a variation
upon the theme, sketches a reply to Rae Langton’s critique of Kant’s morality and theory of friendship.”
,Nicht historisierend, wie es in der Kant-Exegese zumeist geschieht, sondern in systematischer Absicht wird
Kants Moralphilosophie aus dem Kontext seines Gesamtwerkes der kritischen Periode interpretiert. So wer-
den jene Themenbereiche erschlossen, die eine jede Ethik beriicksichtigen muf}, wenn sie als systematisch
vollstandig gelten mochte. Dadurch werden neue Sichtweise auf traditionelle Probleme der Ethik Kants er-
moglicht und Schnittstellen zu neueren Debatten aufgewiesen. Ein Kernstiick der Arbeit bilden die Deu-
tungen des moralischen Sinns der asthetischen Urteile Uber das Schéne und das Erhabene sowie der
teleologischen Urteile der Natur- und Geschichtsbetrachtung. Durch eine Explikation verschiedener Erfah-
rungsbegriffe wird es moglich, den Typus des kantischen Moralisten als Lebensform zu verstehen.”
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“This paper offers an imminent interpretation of Kant’s political teleology in the context of his response to
Moses Mendelssohn in Theory and Practice Il concerning prospects of humankind’s moral progress. The
paper assesses the nature of Kant’s response against his mature political philosophy in the Doctrine of Right.
In ‘Theory and Practice I’ Kant’s response to Mendelssohn remains incomplete: whilst insisting that
individuals have a duty to contribute towards humankind’s moral progress, Kant has no conclusive answer
as to how individuals might act on that duty. ‘Theory and Practice llI’ lacks a clear conception of the
distinctness of political morality from the domain of virtue; Kant’s resort to teleological argumentation is
indicative of his lack of an account of instituting Right. The latter can be found in the Doctrine of Right — yet
Kant’s earlier teleological arguments contribute crucially to the development of his mature morality of
Right.”

“Kant’s account of the freedom gained through virtue builds on the Socratic tradition. On the Socratic view,
when morality is our end, nothing can hinder us from attaining satisfaction: we are self-sufficient and free
since moral goodness is (as Kant says) ‘created by us, hence is in our power’. But when our end is the
fulfilment of sensible desires, our satisfaction requires luck as well as the cooperation of others. For Kant,
this means that happiness requires that we get other people to work for our ends; and this requires, in turn,
that we gain control over the things other people value so as to have influence over them. If this plan for
happiness is not subordinated to morality, then what is most valuable to us will be precisely what others
value. This is the root of the ‘passions’ that make us evil and make us slaves whose satisfaction depends on
others. But, significantly, this dependence is a moral slavery and hence does not signal a loss, or even
diminishment of the kind of freedom required for moral responsibility.”
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it here.”

“In ethics, deductivism strives for self-evident premises as a foundation for normative claims, whereas
coherentism seeks moral justification in relations between abstract normative claims and moral judgments.
While Immanuel Kant is still widely believed to have pursued a deductivist project, the article contends that
he endeavored to justify his moral philosophy in general, and the Categorical Imperative in particular, in the
coherentist manner that has since been advocated by John Rawls. First, the characteristics of Rawls’s
method of reflective equilib-rium are summarized and traced within Kant’s writings. The resulting
coherentist interpretation is then defended against the opposing view that Kant’s appeal to the ‘fact of
reason’ proves his adherence to ethical intuitionism.”
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“Debates about commodification in bioethics frequently appeal to Kant’s famous second formulation of the
categorical imperative, the formula requiring us to treat the rational (human) being as “an end in itself” and
“never as a means only.” In the course of her own treatment of commodification, Margaret Jane Radin
observes that Kant’s application of this formula “does not generate noncontroversial particular
consequences.” This is so, | argue, because Kant offers three different--and largely incompatible--
interpretations of the formula. One focuses on the obligation to preserve rational willing; the second
stresses respect for human (physical) dignity and integrity; the third views respect for others as “ends in
themselves” as primarily involving a willingness to govern one’s conduct by a procedure of impartial co-
legislation. Only the third of these interpretations, | conclude, offers a reasonable and coherent approach to
moral judgment about the limits of commodification.”

“A new book by Stephen Engstrom repeats a criticism of Bruce Aune’s of Kant’s derivation of the
universalizability formula of the categorical imperative. The criticism is that Kant omitted at least one
substantive premise in the derivation of the formula: ‘Act only on that maxim through which you can at the
same time will that it become a universal law.” The grounds for the formula that are given in the
Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals, however, are said to support only a weaker requirement,
namely, that a maxim conform to a universal law. Hence, Kant omits at least one necessary substantive
premise of the derivation. This paper attempts to show that nothing substantive is omitted from the
argument. It only needs two principles of inference that it is assumed add nothing substantive to the
premises.”

“In a recent paper, Eckart Forster challenges interpreters to explain why in the first Critique practical reason
has a canon but no dialectic, whereas in the second Critique, there is not only a dialectic, but an antinomy
of practical reason. In the Groundwork, Kant claims that there is a natural dialectic with respect to morality
(4:405), a different claim from those advanced in the first and second Critiques. Forster's challenge may
therefore be reformulated as the problem of explaining why practical reason has a canon in the first
Critique, a dialectic in the Groundwork, and an antinomy in the second Critique. In this paper, | answer this
challenge. | argue that these differences are due to the different aims and scope of the works, and in
particular, the different place of the inclinations in their arguments.”



Kant, Metaphysische Anfangsgriinde der Tugendlehre. Metaphysik der Sitten, zweiter
Teil, neu herausgegeben und eingeleitet von Bernd Ludwig, Hamburg, S. XXIX—LXV.

1993 [423] Gregor, Mary (1993): Kant on Obligation, Rights, and Virtue, Jahrbuch fiir Recht und Ethik 1, S.
69-102.

2003 [424] Greimann, Dirk (2003): Kants Ableitung der Formel des kategorischen Imperativs aus seinem
bloRen Begriff, in Philosophiegeschichte und logische Analyse, hrsg. von Uwe Meixner
und Albert Newen, Band 6: Geschichte der Ethik, Paderborn, S. 97-111.

2004 [425] Greimann, Dirk (2004): Ist Kants Ethik ontologisch unschuldig?, Kant-Studien 95, S. 107-27.

2001 [426] Grenberg, Jeanine M. (2001): Feeling, Desire and Interest in Kant’s Theory of Action, Kant-
Studien 92, S. 153-79.

2005 [427] Grenberg, Jeanine M. (2005): Kant and the Ethics of Humility. A Story of Dependence, Corrup-
tion and Virtue, Cambridge.®

2009 [428] Grenberg, Jeanine M. (2009): The Phenomenological Failure of Groundwork Iil, Inquiry 52, S.
335-56.%

2010 [429] Grenberg, Jeanine (2010): What is the Enemy of Virtue?, in Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals. A

%9 “In recent years, philosophers have either ignored the virtue of humility or found it to be in need of radical

redefinition. But humility is a central human virtue, and it is the purpose of this book to defend that claim
from a Kantian point of view. Jeanine Grenberg argues that we can indeed speak of Aristotelian-style, but
still deeply Kantian, virtuous character traits. She proposes moving from focus on action to focus on person,
not leaving the former behind, but instead taking it up within a larger, more satisfying Kantian moral theory.
Using examples from literature as well as philosophy, she shows that there is a Kantian virtue theory to be
explored in which humility plays a central role. Her book will have a wide appeal to readers not only in Kant
studies but also in theological ethics and moral psychology.”
Contents: “Introduction; Part |. Kantian Virtue: 1. Dependent and corrupt rational agency; 2. Constraints on
any possible Kantian account of virtue; 3. A Kantian account of virtue; Part Il. A Kantian Response to Recent
Accounts of Humility: 4. A Kantian response to recent accounts of humility; Part lll: 5. The Kantian Virtue of
Humility: 5. The Kantian virtue of humility; 6. Humility and self-respect; 7. The humble person; Part IV. The
Virtues of Kantian Humility: 8. The humble pursuit of self-knowledge; 9. The humble pursuit of respect for
persons; Conclusion.”
60 “Henry Allison and Paul Guyer have recently offered interpretations of Kant’s argument in Groundwork Ill.
These interpretations share this premise: the argument moves from a non-moral, theoretical premise to a
moral conclusion, and the failure of the argument is a failure to make this jump from the non-moral to the
moral. This characterization both of the nature of the argument and its failure is flawed. Consider instead
the possibility that in Groundwork Ill, Kant is struggling toward something rather different from this, not
trying to pull the moral rabbit out of the theoretical hat, but instead seeking a proto-phenomenological
grounding of morality: a grounding that begins from first personal felt experiences that already possess
moral content, and proceeds to its further practica | claims via attentive reflection on these felt experiences.
This paper brings this assumption to our reading of Groundwork lll, showing that in doing so we acquire a
deeper appreciation both of the argument, and the reasons it fails. Kant’s argument is practical throughout.
And the failure of the argument is the failure of Kant’s nascent effo rts to provide a new, phenomenological
method for the grounding of practical philosophy.”
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“In this essay, | look at some claims Anne Margaret Baxley makes, in her recent book Kant’s Theory of
Virtue: The Value of Autocracy, about the relationship between reason and sensibility in Kant’s theory of
virtue. | then reflect on tensions | find in these claims as compared to the overall goal of her book: an
account of Kant’s conception of virtue as autocracy. Ultimately, | argue that interpreters like Baxley (and
myself) who want to welcome a more robust role for feeling in Kantian ethics must, in order to achieve our
purposes, move beyond the general account of the limits for the role of the moral feeling of respect in the
grounding of Kant’s ethics which Henry Allison established in his influential Kant’s Theory of Freedom.”

“In this book, Jeanine Grenberg argues that everything important about Kant’s moral philosophy emerges
from careful reflection upon the common human moral experience of the conflict between happiness and
morality. Through careful readings of both the Groundwork and the Critique of Practical Reason, Grenberg
shows that Kant, typically thought to be an overly technical moral philosopher, in fact is a vigorous defender
of the common person’s first-personal encounter with moral demands. Grenberg uncovers a notion of
phenomenological experience in Kant's account of the Fact of Reason, develops a new a reading of the Fact,
and grants a moral epistemic role for feeling in grounding Kant's a priori morality. The book thus challenges
readings which attribute only a motivational role to feeling; and Fichtean readings which violate Kant’s
commitments to the limits of reason. This study will be valuable to students and scholars engaged in Kant
studies.”

“Maxims play a crucial role in Kant’s ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what
maxims are. In this two-part essay, | survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their
strengths, and their weaknesses. Part |: Established Approaches, begins with Ridiger Bubner’s view that
Kant took maxims to be what ordinary people of today take them to be, namely pithily expressed precepts
of morality or prudence. Next comes the position, most associated with Ridiger Bittner and Otfried Hoffe,
that maxims are Lebensregeln, or ‘life-rules’ — quite general rules for how to conduct oneself based on
equally general outlooks on how the world is. These first two interpretations make sense of Kant’s claim,
made in his anthropological and pedagogical writings, that we have to learn how to act on maxims, but they
become less plausible in light of Kant's probable view that people always act on maxims — after all, how can
people learn how to act on something they always act on anyway? The next two views, each advanced, at
different times, by Onora O’Neill, make better sense of the fact that people always act on maxims, for they
hold that maxims are intentions — either specific intentions, such as ‘to open the door’, or general
intentions, such as ‘to make guests feel welcome’— and it is perfectly sensible to claim that people always
act on intentions. However, they face the same problem as the two previous views, which is that if people
always act on maxims, what sense does it make to say they also have to learn how to act on them? Henry
Allison, the main representative of the fifth view, claims, on the basis of Kant's doctrine of the ‘highest
maxim’, that maxims are principles organized hierarchically, such that an agent endorses one maxim
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because she endorses a more general maxim. Unfortunately for Allison, there is little direct textual support
for his claim that maxims are organized hierarchically.”

“Maxims play a crucial role in Kant’s ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what
maxims are. In this two-part essay, | survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their
strengths and their weaknesses. In Part Il: New Approaches, | look at three more recent views in somewhat
greater detail than | do the five treatments canvassed in ‘Recent Works on Kantian Maxims |: Established
Approaches’. First, there is Richard McCarty’s Interpretation, which holds that Kant’s understanding of
maxims can be illuminated by placing them in the context of the Wollfian tradition, according to which
maxims are the major premises of practical syllogisms. The next subject Maria Schwartz, holds that careful
attention to Kant’s distinction between rules and maxims, as well as Kant’s concept of happiness, allows us
to make sense of almost all of Kant’s remarks on maxims. It may be, however, that on Schwartz’s view
agents turn out to perform actions as opposed to thoughtlessly habitual behaviors much less often than is
plausible. This leads to the final approach, exemplified by Jens Timmermann, which is that Kant understands
maxims equivocally. | claim that something like Timmermann’s approach is the only way to make sense of
all of what Kant has to say on maxims.”
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not already required by the former. This essay argues that Kant does succeed in describing obligations that
we have to prepare for virtuous conduct that are different from simply fulfilling specific duties of virtue, and

that in so doing he describes an important element of the moral life.”
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“Kant’s ethics is used by some as a defence of the exploitation of animals and is criticised by others for not

recognising any moral relevance of the plight of animals. These appeals overlook the broad applicability of

Kant’s principles. In this article, | argue that Kant’s ethics implies a duty to abstain from most meat and

some other animal products derived from farming. | argue that there is a Kantian principle not to choose

goods that have been derived from wrongdoing, with certain qualifications. This principle isolates the wrong

of using others to commit wrongdoing on one’s behalf. As has been argued by others, Kant’s ethics implies

that animal farming as we know it in our society almost universally involves wrongdoing and the slaughter

of animals is especially tied to wrongdoing. | argue for a broad sense in which these ideas together imply

that choosing farmed meat, and probably other animal products, is treating animal industry workers as

mere means. Thus, we have a Kantian duty to abstain from these products.”
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thereby eliminating grounds for many familiar objections to Kant's account of morally good action. The

categorical imperative provides the fundamental principle of valid practical inference; however, for good
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action’s maxim turns out to be impermissible, since moral worth depends on the correct moral motivation
of an act, rather than on the moral rightness of an act. | argue that Kant cannot consistently maintain that
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Moralphilosophie zu stiitzen. In den Dienstvertragen der filhrenden Manager werden Verhaltensnormen
spezifiziert, und es wird auf den kategorischen Imperativ Bezug genommen. Frage ist, ob dies mit der
Kantschen Ethik vereinbar ist, und ob es sich dazu eignet, moralischen Anforderungen an Krankenhauser
besser gerecht zu werden. Eine Analyse der einschlagigen Texte zeigt, dass Kants kategorischer Imperativ
mit der Goldenen Regel gleichgesetzt wird, wogegen Kant sich ausdriicklich gewehrt hat. Die Goldene Regel
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“Why should we be interested in Kant’s ethical theory? One reason is that we find his views about our moral
responsibilities appealing. Anyone who thinks that we should treat other people with respect, that we
should not use them as a mere means in ways to which they could not possibly consent, will be attracted by
a Kantian style of ethical theory.

But according to recent supporters of Kant, the most distinctive and important feature of his ethical theory
is not his claims about the particular ethical duties that we owe to each other, but his views about the
nature of value. They argue that Kant has an account of the relationship between practical reason and
value, known as “Kantian constructivism” that is far superior to the traditional “value realist” theory, and
that it is because of this that we should accept his theory.

It is now standard for both supporters and critics to claim that Kant’s moral theory stands or falls with
Kantian constructivism. But this is a mistake. In this paper, | sketch a rival Kantian theory of value, which |
call Kantian value realism. | argue that there is textual evidence that Kant himself accepted value realism
rather than constructivism. Whilst my aim in this paper is to set out the theory clearly rather than to defend
it, | will try to show that Kantian value realism is preferable to Kantian constructivism and that it is worthy of
further study.”
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“The determination of individual moral status is a central factor in the ethical evaluation of controversial
practices such as elective abortion, human embryo-destructive research, and the care of the severely
disabled and those in persistent vegetative states. A review of recent work on Kant reveals the need for a
careful examination of the content of Kant’s biological and psychological theories and their relation to his
views about moral status. Such an examination, in conjunction with Kant’s practical-metaphysical analysis of
the origins of freedom, reveals Kant’s principled basis for his contention that all human beings possess
moral status.”

Inhalt: Siglenverzeichnis. Einleitung. Erster Teil: Kategorischer Imperativ. Zweiter Teil: Allgemeines Rechts-
gesetz. Dritter Teil: Verhéltnis der beiden Grundbegriffe zueinander. Fazit. Literaturverzeichnis. Sachregister.
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each side of which, | argue, points to issues that need to be jointly accommodated in the account of
practical reason. From the constructivist, | accept the essential efficacy of practical reason; from the realist, |
accept that any genuinely cognitive exercise of practical reason owes allegiance to what is there anyway,
independently of its exercise. | conclude that a Kantian account of recognition respect enables us to
accommodate both claims.”

“In ‘On the Supposed Right to Lie from Philanthropy’, Kant defends a position that cannot be salvaged. The
essay is nonetheless important because it helps us understand his philosophy of law and, more specifically,
his interpretation of the social contract. Kant considers truthfulness a strict legal duty because it is the
necessary condition for the juridical state. As attested by Kant’s rejection of Beccaria’s arguments against
the death penalty, not even the right to life has such strict unconditional status. Within the juridical state,
established by the social contract, the (single) innate right to freedom is transformed into a bundle of
merely positive rights, including the right to life. Understanding the reason for the rejection of ‘the right to
lie from philanthropy’ thus helps us understand the, in a sense, ‘positivist’ character of Kant’s legal
philosophy. In conclusion, some suggestions are made to bring his position closer to our common moral
understanding.”

“| defend a strong version of the Kantian claim that actions done solely from duty have moral worth by (1)
considering pure cases of acting from duty, (2) showing that love and sympathy, unlike a sense of duty, can
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often lead us to do the wrong thing, (3) carefully distinguishing moral from non-moral virtues, and (4) by
distinguishing pathological sympathy from practical sympathy. Not only is acting purely from a sense of duty
superior to acting from love and sympathetic feelings, but the cold-heartedness found in Kant’s examples
should be thought of as a virtue rather than a vice.”

“Some commentators have condemned Kant’s moral project from a feminist perspective based on Kant’s
apparently dim view of women as being innately morally deficient. Here | will argue that although his
remarks concerning women are unsettling at first glance, a more detailed and closer examination shows
that Kant’s view of women is actually far more complex and less unsettling than that attributed to him by
various feminist critics. My argument, then, undercuts the justification for the severe feminist critique of
Kant’s moral project.”

“In this article, | derive a weak version of Kant’s categorical imperative within an informal game-theoretic
framework. More specifically, | argue that Hobbesian agents would choose what | call the weak principle of
universalization, if they had to decide on a rule of conflict resolution in an idealized but empirically
defensible hypothetical decision situation. The discussion clarifies (i) the rationality requirements imposed
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on agents, (ii) the empirical conditions assumed to warrant the conclusion, and (iii) the political institutions
that are necessary to implement the derived principle. The analysis demonstrates the moral significance of
the weak principle of universalization and its epistemic advantage over the categorical imperative.”

“I begin with Kant’s notion of a maxim and consider the role which this notion plays in Kant’s formulations
of the fundamental categorical imperative. This raises the question of what a maxim is, and why there is not
the same requirement for resolutions of other kinds to be universalizable. Drawing on Bernard Williams’
notion of a thick ethical concept, | proffer an answer to this question which is intended neither in a spirit of
simple exegesis nor as a straightforward exercise in moral philosophy but as something that is poised
somewhere between the two. My aim is to provide a kind of rational reconstruction of Kant. In the final
section of the essay, | argue that this reconstruction, while it manages to salvage something distinctively
Kantian, also does justice to the relativism involved in what J. L. Mackie calls ‘people's adherence to and
participation in different ways of life’.”

Content: Acknowledgments. Introduction 1. Kant’s Concept of the Highest Good 2. Moral Action and Moral
Development: The Mechanisms of Progress. 3. Moral Education and Moral Progress. Friendship and Moral
Improvement. Civil Society and the Highest Good. Concluding Remarks. Bibliography. Index.

“Kant scholars since the early nineteenth century have disa-greed about how to interpret his theory of
moral motivation. Kant tells us that the feeling of respect is the incentive to moral action, but he is
notoriously ambiguous on the question of what exactly this means. In Kant and the Role of Pleasure in
Moral Action, lain Morrisson offers a new view on Kant’s theory of moral action.

In a clear, straightforward style, Morrisson responds to the ongoing interpretive stalemate by taking an
original approach to the problem. Whereas previous commentators have attempted to understand Kant’s
feeling of respect by studying the relevant textual evidence in isolation, Morrisson illuminates this evidence
by determining what Kant’s more general theory of action commits him to regarding moral action. After
looking at how Kant’s treatment of desire and feeling can be reconciled with his famous account of free
maxim-based action, Morrisson argues that respect moves us to moral action in a way that is structurally
parallel to the way in which nonmoral pleasure motivates nonmoral action.
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In reconstructing a unified theory of action in Kant, Morrisson integrates a number of distinct elements in
his practical philosophy. Kant and the Role of Pleasure in Moral Action is part of a new wave of interest in
Kant’s anthropological (that is, psychological) works.” (Publisher’s (Ohio University Press) description)

,Die normative Geltungsabhangigkeit des allgemeinen Rechtsprinzips aus der Rechtslehre vom
kategorischen Imperativ aus den zwei ethischen Grundlagenschriften Kants kann zweifach angezweifelt
werden: Zum einen bleibt das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip dem Motiv der Adressaten gegeniber indifferent;
dieses ist aber in der grundlegenden Theorie der Moralitdit der Grundlagenschriften gerade
ausschlaggebend. Zum anderen ist fir Kant das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip analytisch mit einer duBerlichen
Zwangsbefugnis verbunden; dies scheint sogar im Gegensatz zu dem auf Selbstverpflichtung gegriindeten
kategorischen Imperativ zu stehen. Wie ist nun das Verhéltnis zwischen dem kategorischen Imperativ und
dem allgemeinen Rechtsprinzip zu verstehen? Worin genau bestehen die Gemeinsamkeiten und die
Unterschiede beider Prinzipien? Die Untersuchung macht deutlich, dass die Beantwortung dieser Fragen
ohne das Heranziehen einiger Grundmomente des kritischen Idealismus unterbestimmt bleibt. Sie zeigt,
dass das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip in aller Konsequenz aus der Moraltheorie der Grundlagenschriften heraus
entwickelt wird, und legt auf der Grundlage transzendentalkritischer Momente dar, warum und worin sich
dieses Prinzip vom kategorischen Imperativ abhebt.”

Inhalt: Einleitung (1). Teil I: Die Grundzlige der Ethik Kants (13). Teil Il: Das Vernunftrecht und die
Metaphysik der Sitten (68). Teil Ill: Das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip und die Maximen (149). Teil 1V: Das
allgemeine Rechtsprinzip und die Transzendentalphilosophie (207). Bibliografie (252). Autorenregister (265).
Sachregister (269).

,Ziel dieser Untersuchung ist es, den Zusammenhang der kantischen Kritiken unter Wahrung einer transzen-
dental-kritischen Perspektive nachzuweisen. Dazu wird zundchst eine Paraphrasierung der einzelnen
Kritiken entwickelt und aus einem gemeinsamen erkenntnistheoretischen Horizont heraus interpretiert, der
anschlieBend jeweils mit einschldgigen Positionen der Forschungsliteratur diskutiert wird. Der inhaltliche
Schwerpunkt der Arbeit zielt auf eine besondere Einordnung der Leistung Kants: Eine Differenzierung der
Bereiche ,,Metaphysik“, ,Transzendentalphilosophie” und ,transzendentale Kritik” ldsst Kants Standpunkt
einheitlich bestimmen und zeigt unter der Beriicksichtigung der Notwendigkeit fir das menschliche Denken
die grundlegenden allgemeingiiltigen Strukturen des menschlichen Erkenntnisvermdgens. Diese
Akzentuierung der Betrachtung hat einige Verschiebungen des heute gelehrten Kant-Bildes zur Folge, die
bes. den Kategorischen Imperativ und die sogenannte , Asthetik” der Kritik der Urteilskraft betreffen.”
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does FH, as some seem to think, imply the specific and rigid prescriptions in ‘standard’ deontological

theories? To this latter question, | argue, the answer is ‘no’. | propose reading FH largely through the

formula of autonomy and the formula of the kingdom of ends, where | understand FA to describe the

nature of the capacity of humanity — a capacity for self-governance. The latter, | suggest, is akin to the

capacity for planning and intentional action described in Michael Bratman's work. A significant part of what
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morally desirable relationship.”
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terms within his second formulation of the categorical imperative, “[A]ct so that you treat humanity,
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duty. Self-knowledge requires that an agent subvert feelings which fuel self-aggrandizing narratives and

increase self-conceit; she must adopt the standpoint of the rational agent constrained by the requirements

of reason in order to gain information about her moral constitution. This is not | argue, contra Nancy

Sherman, in order to assess the moral goodness of her conduct. Insofar as sound moral practice requires

moral self-knowledge and moral self-knowledge requires a theoretical commitment to a conception of the

moral self, sound moral agency is for Kant crucially tied to theory. Kant plausibly holds that self-knowledge

is a protection against moral confusion and self-deception. | conclude that although his account relies too

heavily on the awareness of moral law to explain its connection to moral development, it is insightful and

important in Kantian ethics.”
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case what is done is both right and virtuous. It is not exhaustive because certain duties, among them the
duty to enter a civil condition and duties of equity, are not in principle enforceable, yet are duties of right.”
“Kant’s attempts to provide a foundation for morality are examined, with particular focus upon the fact of
reason proof in the second Critique. The reconstructions proposed by Allison and Korsgaard are analysed in
detail. Although analogous in many ways, they ultimately differ in their understanding of the relation
between this proof and that presented in the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals. A synthesis of the
two reconstructions is proposed which amounts to combining Korsgaard’s awareness of the issue of agent-
situatedness, with Allison’s emphasis upon the pivotal role of the notion of transcendental freedom. The
reconstructed proof relies upon a teleological assumption about human agency, and thus does not provide
an unconditional grounding for the moral law. After a brief examination of contemporary approaches to the
grounding of a universal morality in the broadly Kantian tradition, the paper concludes with a suggestion as
to how the value of freedom can form the core of an adequate response to reason’s demand for such a
ground.”

“In this paper | argue that, on Kant's view, the work of genius serves as a sensible exhibition of the Idea of
the highest good. In other words, the work of genius serves as a special sign that the world is hospitable to
our moral ends and that the realization of our moral vocation in such a world may indeed be possible. In the
first part of the paper, | demonstrate that the purpose of the highest good is not to strengthen our
motivation to accept the moral law as binding for us but, rather, to strengthen our motivation to persist in
our already existent moral dispositions. In the second part, | show that the works of genius exhibit the Idea
of the highest good and, consequently, strengthen our hope in its realization. Drawing on the results of the
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morality in a more substantive sense than that suggested by Henry Allison's “formalistic” interpretation.
Since, on my view, fine art in Kant serves as a sensible representation of an undetermined conceptual
content, or the Idea of the highest good, the fourth part of the paper addresses the vexed question of
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Kant’s Formula of Humanity famously forbids treating others merely as a means. It is unclear, however,

what exactly treating someone merely as a means comes to. This essay argues against an interpretation of

this idea advanced by Christine Korsgaard and Onora O’Neill. The essay then develops a new interpretation

that suggests an important connection between the Formula of Humanity and Kant’s political philosophy:

the content of many of our moral duties depends on the results of political philosophy and, indeed, on the

results of actual political decision making.”
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“There are several senses in which Kant’s moral law is independent of sensibility. This paper is devoted

mainly to Kant’s account of ‘physical conditions independence’, or the idea that the moral law can compel

us to pursue ends that might be impossible to realize empirically. Since this idea has received little attention

from commentators, this paper addresses both its textual basis in Kant’s writings and its overall

philosophical viability.”
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conceal the flimsy metaphysical foundations of their own cynicism. Kant thinks polemic reduces the stature

and authority of reason to a method of squabbling that destabilizes social equilibrium and portends

disintegration into the Hobbesian state of nature. In the first Critique, Kant agrees with Hobbes that this

process can only be reversed through consensual agreement to relinquish the unlimited freedom of this

state for the authority of law. He proposes two textually related solutions to the Free Rider problem: First, a

critique of reason in its polemical use in the first Critique, and, in the Groundwork, its application to the Free

Rider’s self-defensive polemical subterfuge. Second, he argues that promise-keeping is a perfect duty that

allows no exceptions “to the advantage of inclination.” These two solutions appear as connected steps in

Kant’s attempted derivation of perfect and imperfect duties from the categorical imperative. The

questionable success of the derivation does not affect the independent merit of either solution. The first

enables us to better appreciate the role of those laws in structuring and regulating our empirical agency.

The second enables us to mend the Social Contract and reverse our descent into Hobbes’ state of nature.

The first solution enables us to see the point of the second.”
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account of respect for morality as the distinctive moral motive and his view of the principle of happiness as

a representation of the shared structure of non-moral choice. These essays stress the unity of Kant’s moral
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psychology by arguing that moral and non-moral considerations motivate in essentially the same way.
Several of the essays develop an original approach to Kant’s conception of autonomy that emphasizes the
political metaphors found throughout Kant’s writings on ethics. They argue that autonomy is best
interpreted not as a psychological capacity, but as a kind of sovereignty: in claiming that moral agents have
autonomy, Kant regards them as a kind of sovereign legislator with the power to give moral law through
their willing. The final essays explore some of the implications of this conception of autonomy elsewhere in
Kant’s moral thought, arguing that his Formula of Universal Law uses this conception of autonomy to
generate substantive moral principles and exploring the connection between Kantian self-legislation and
duties to oneself. The collection offers revised versions of several previously published essays, as well as two
new papers, ‘Autonomy of the Will as the Foundation of Morality’ and ‘Agency and Universal Law’. It will be
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“The paper tries to defend the Augustinian and Kantian position on the moral problem of lying against the
popular opinion that this position must be rejected as an inhuman rigorism. The first part argues that
Augustine and Kant do not intend to condemn entirely any kind of lying in any single case, which would be
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the task of (the power of) judgment (Urteilskraft). Rather, they strive for a clarification of lying as a

fundamental moral concept of language. Those concepts are not morally neutral, as consequentialist

positions hold, but function rather as a kind of conceptual measure or compass for moral judgment. That

means that single lies can be excusable or an inevitable evil. But under no circumstance do we have a right

or even an obligation to lie. The second part shows how the moral prohibition against lying as a linguistic act

can be argued for - as Augustine and Kant do - by reflection on the anthropological meaning of language for

human existence. For this purpose, following the phenomenological tradition three meanings of language

are distinguished: 1. language as object, 2. language as practice, 3. language as “Sinnhorizont” (conceptual

structured horizon of sense).”
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as it is a reason against ascribing it to Kant.”
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“This paper explores the relevance of Kant’s categorical imperative to military ethics and the solution it
suggests for improving the treatment of women in the military. The second formulation of the categorical
imperative makes universal respect for humanity a moral requirement by asserting that one must always
treat other people as means in themselves and never as merely means to an end. This principle is a
promising guide for military ethics and can be reconciled with the acts of violence required by war. This
paper argues that it can also regulate soldiers’ relations to each other and that it may contribute to
reorienting military culture in a way that overcomes the biases against female military personnel.”
“Recently, the idea that every hypothetical imperative must somehow be ‘backed up’ by a prior categorical
imperative has gained a certain influence among Kant interpreters and ethicists influenced by Kant. Since
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aid of categorical imperatives explain all valid forms of practical reasoning, the influential idea amounts to a
rejection of instrumentalism as internally incoherent. This paper argues against this prevailing view both as
an interpretation of Kant and as philosophical understanding of practical reason. In particular, it will be
argued that many of the arguments that claim to show that hypothetical imperatives must be backed up by
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“Since more than 50 years Kant scholars debate the question whether the Law of Right as introduced in the
Metaphysics of Morals by Kant can be justified by the Categorical Imperative. On the one hand we have
those who think that Kant’s theory of right depends from the Categorical Imperative, on the other hand we
find a growing group of scholars who deny this. However, the debate has been flawed by confusion and
misunderstanding of the crucial terms and principles. Therefore, my first task will be to clarify these terms
and principles by introducing distinctions that have been neglected too often. After this | try to show a) that
the Law of Right can in fact be justified by using the testing method the Categorical Imperative prescribes
and b) that there is no other way to justify it. Doing this | criticize in detail the new arguments adherents of
the independence thesis have recently put forward.”

“This article addresses a foundational issue in Kant’s moral philosophy, the question of the relation of the
Categorical Imperative to value. There is an important movement in current Kant scholarship that argues
that there is a value underlying the Categorical Imperative. However, some scholars have raised doubts as
to whether Kant has a conception of value that could ground the Categorical Imperative. In this paper | seek
to add to these doubts by arguing, first, that value would have to be of a particular kind in order to be the
foundation of Kant’s moral philosophy. Second, | argue that Kant does not have such a conception of value,
and that his arguments rule out that value could ground his moral philosophy. | then outline an alternative
reading of how Kant uses ‘inner value’. My conclusion will be that Kant does not derive the Categorical
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Imperative from an underlying value. While some of his passages could also be read as if value were
foundational for Kant, a close look at these passages and his arguments point away from this conclusion.”
Kant’s ethical Platonism (S. 93), The Categorical Imperative (S. 95), Formal and substantive rationality (S.
104), The existence of the categorical imperative (S. 107), Rational autonomy and moral legislation (S. 114),
The dialectic of practical reason (S. 126), Religion of practical reason (S. 131), The immanent ideas (S. 135).
“The role of hypothetical acts, as opposed to actual acts, has been neglected in understanding the nature of
what is required by the Respect for Persons formulation of the Categorical Imperative in concrete moral
relations between persons. This had led to a failure to understand fully the way and the extent to which the
Categorical Imperative may be present in all such relations with others as encapsulated in an appropriate
attitude towards others that may refer to hypothetical acts, as well as actual acts. The result is an
underestimation of the direct relevance and moral efficacy of the Categorical Imperative.”
“I argue that rationalists need not adopt Kant’s method for determining what one has reason to do, where
by “Kant’s method” | mean the view that normative guidance comes only from directives imposed on the
agent by the agent’s own will. | focus on Kant’s argument for “imperatives of skill,” one sort of hypothetical
imperative. | argue, against Korsgaard, that Kant’s argument is neither better nor significantly different than
the sort of argument non-Kantian rationalists offer. | close by arguing that Korsgaard is wrong to think that
her question “why should | care about performing the means to my ends?” is a serious worry.”
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should take the title ‘Against Hobbes’ seriously and that Kant meant to target Hobbes as the standard-
bearer of the old regime and in particular Hobbes’s claim that the Head of state cannot act unjustly against
his citizens. It is argued that Kant’s interpretation of Hobbes conforms to what can be regarded as the
majority view in Hobbesian scholarship and that Kant poses a serious challenge to Hobbes, in so far as he
removes the very foundations from Hobbes’s argument on justice, namely, a specific notion of natural law.
Finally the paper highlights Kant’s lack of interest in engaging with possible Hobbesian counter-arguments.”
“There has long been a suspicion that Kant’s test for the universalizability of maxims can be easily
subverted: instead of risking failing the test, design your maxim for any action whatsoever in a manner
guaranteed to pass. This is the problem of maxim-fiddling. The present discussion of this problem has two
theses:

1) That extant approaches to maxim-fiddling are not satisfactory;

2) That a satisfactory response to maxim-fiddling can be articulated using Kantian resources, especially the
first two formulations of the categorical imperative.

This approach to maxim-fiddling draws our attention to a Kantian notion of an offence against Morality
itself that has largely been overlooked.”

,Die kantische Ethik steht im Spannungsfeld von Rationalismus und Unmittelbarkeit, welche von der Ver-
nunft nicht mehr zu fassen ist. Es ist das Faszinierende an der Theorie Kants, dass Moralitat als verniinftiges
Phianomen erkannt wird, welches intersubjektive Geltung beanspruchen muss. Gleichwohl kommt
praktische Vernunft im Begriff des Gewissens in einen rational nicht mehr einholbaren Bereich. Inhalt: Die
kantische Freiheitstheorie — Das Problem der praktischen Vernunft — Der kategorische Imperativ — Das
Gewissen.”
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good is complex and lies at the heart of Kant’s philosophy. Philip Stratton-Lake offers an account of acting

from duty which utilizes the distinction between primary and secondary motives. He maintains that the

moral law should not be understood as normative moral reason but as playing a transcendental role. Thus,

a Kantian account of moral worth is one where the virtuous agent is one who is responsive to concrete

particular considerations whilst preserving an essential role for universal moral principles.”



2007 [1327] Surprenant, Chris W. (2007): Cultivating Virtue: Moral Progress and the Kantian State, Kantian

Review 12, S.90-112.

2014 [1328] Surprenant, Chris W. (2014): Kant and the Cultivation of Virtue, New York.16”

2005 [1329] Sussman, David (2005): Perversity of the Heart, Philosophical Review 114, S. 153-77. [Uber das

radikale Bose, on radical evil.]

2008 [1330] Sussman, David (2008): From Deduction to Deed: Kant’s Grounding of the Moral Law, Kantian

Review 13, S. 52-81.

2015 [1331] Sussman, David (2015): The Highest Good: Who Needs It?, in The Highest Good in Aristotle and

Kant, hrsg. von Joachim Aufderheide und Ralf M. Bader, Oxford, S. 214-28.

2001 [1332] Sverdlik, Steven (2001): Kant, Nonaccidentalness and the Availability of Moral Worth, Journal

of Ethics 5, S. 293-313.168

2012 [1333] Svovoda, Toby (2012): Duties Regarding Nature. A Kantian Approach to Environmental Ethics,

Kant-Yearbook 4: Kant and Contemporary Moral Philosophy, S. 143—63.16°

2011 [1334] Swanton, Christine (2011): Kant’s Impartial Virtues of Love, in Perfecting Virtue. New Essays on

Kantian Ethics and Virtue Ethics, hrsg. von Lawrence Jost und Julian Wuerth,
Cambridge, S. 241-259.

2013 [1335] Sweet, Kristie E. (2013): Kant on Practical Life. From Duty to History, Cambridge.1™

167

168

169

170

1. The Project of Kant’s Practical Philosophy. 2. Freedom and Civil Society. 3. Autonomy, Coercion, and the
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“Contemporary Kantians who defend Kant’s view of the superiority of the sense of duty as a form of
motivation appeal to various ideas. Some say, if only implicitly, that the sense of duty is always “available”’
to an agent, when she has a moral obligation. Some, like Barbara Herman, say that the sense of duty
provides a “nonaccidental” connection between an agent’s motivation and the act’s rightness. In this paper
| show that the “availability” and “nonaccidentalness” arguments are in tension with one another. And the
“availability” idea, although certainly supported by some passages in Kant himself, is also clearly denied in
other passages. My conclusion is that Kantians will need to abandon either availability or nonaccidentalness
if they wish to have a consistent set of views about the sense of duty.”

“Many philosophers have objected to Kant’s account of duties regarding nonhuman nature, arguing that it
does not ground adequate moral concern for non-human natural entities. However, the traditional
interpretation of Kant on this issue is mistaken, because it takes him to be arguing merely that humans
should abstain from animal cruelty and wanton destruction of flora solely because such actions could make
one more likely to violate one’s duties to human beings. Instead, | argue, Kant’s account of duties regarding
nature grounds much stronger limitations on how humans may treat non-human animals and flora, since
such duties are rooted in the imperfect duty to increase one’s own moral perfection. This duty proscribes
actions affecting nonhuman nature that decrease one’s moral perfection, such as those that cause
organisms unnecessary harm. Moreover, the duty to moral perfection prescribes (but does not strictly
require) actions affecting non-human nature that increase one’s moral perfection, such as those that
benefit organisms. Given this interpretation, | show that, contrary to a widely held view, Kant’s moral
philosophy can ground a coherent and robust approach to environmental ethics.”

“Kant’s ‘practical philosophy’ comprehends a diverse group of his writings on ethics, politics, law, religion,
and the philosophy of history and culture. Kristi E. Sweet demonstrates the unity and interdependence of
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these writings by showing how they take as their animating principle the human desire for what Kant calls
the unconditioned — understood in the context of his practical thought as human freedom. She traces the
relationship between this desire for freedom and the multiple forms of finitude that confront human beings
in different aspects of practical life, and stresses the interdependence of the pursuit of individual moral
goodness and the formation of community through the state, religion, culture and history. This study of
Kant’s approach to practical life discovers that doing our duty, itself the realization of our individual
freedom, requires that we set for ourselves and pursue a whole constellation of social, political and other
communal ends.”

Contents: Introduction. 1. Freedom of the self as such: the good will, duty, and moral feeling. 2. Freedom of
the self over time: virtue. 3. Freedom of the self and the moral world: the highest good. 4. Enacting the
moral world: founding and promoting a civil condition. 5. Enacting the moral world: joining the ethical
community. 6. Human finitude undone: culture and history. Conclusion: practical reason’s ‘peculiar fate’.

“A central claim in Kantian ethics is that an agent is properly morally motivated just in case she acts from
duty alone. Bernard Williams, Michael Stocker, and Justin Oakley claim that certain emotionally infused
actions, such as lending a compassionate helping hand, can only be done from compassion and not from
duty. | argue that these critics have overlooked a distinction between an action’s manner, how an action is
done, and its motive, the agent’s reason for acting. Through a range of examples | demonstrate how an
emotion can determine an action’s manner without also serving as the motive. Thus, it is possible for an
agent to act compassionately from duty alone. This distinction between the manner and the motive of an
action not only restores a central claim in Kantian ethics but it also allows for an expanded role of emotions
in moral action.”

“Konrad Cramer, in “Reflections on the Logical Structure of a Kantian Moral Argument”, argues that the
Universal Law Formulation (UL) of the Categorical Imperative is best understood as providing us with an
indirect method for determining the moral permissibility of acting on our maxims. He then goes on argue,
however, that no interpretation of UL is consistent with Kant’s epistemic claim that we can easily discover
what morality demands of us. In response | argue that Cramer relies on an excessively demanding interpre-
tation of Kant’s epistemic claim and that his indirect interpretation of UL rests on a problematic account
how our maxims relate to the actions that we perform on their basis. | then turn to the question of the
overall plausibility of UL, and stress the need to interpret it within the context of Kant’s overall moral
system.”

“Jeremy Waldron has recently raised the question of whether there is anything approximating the creative
self-authorship of personal autonomy in the writings of Immanuel Kant. After considering the possibility
that Kantian prudential reasoning might serve as a conception of personal autonomy, | argue that the
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elements of a more suitable conception can be found in Kant’s Tugendlehre, or “Doctrine of Virtue” —

specifically, in the imperfect duties of self-perfection and the practical love of others. This discovery is

important for at least three reasons: first, it elucidates the relationship among the various conceptions of

autonomy employed by personal-autonomy theorists and contemporary Kantians; second, it brings to the

surface previously unnoticed or undernoticed features of Kant’s moral theory; and third, it provides an

essential line of defense against certain critiques of contemporary Kantian theories, especially that of John

Rawls.”



2006 [1354] Thorpe, Lucas (2006): The Point of Studying Ethics According to Kant, Journal of Value Inquiry

40, S. 461-74.

2016  [1355] Tiberius, Valerie (2016): Does the New Wave in Moral Psychology Sink Kant?, in The Blackwell

Companion to Naturalism, hrsg. von Kelly James Clark, Chichester, S. 336-50.

2000 [1356] Timmermann, Jens (2000): Kant’s Puzzling Ethics of Maxims, Harvard Review of Philosophy 8, S.

39-52.

2000 [1357] Timmermann, Jens (2000): Kant und die Lige aus Pflicht. Zur Auflésung moralischer Dilemmata

in einer kantischen Ethik, Philosophisches Jahrbuch 107, S. 267—-283.

2001 [1358] Timmermann, Jens (2001): The Dutiful Lie: Kantian Approaches to Moral Dilemmas, in Kant und

die Berliner Aufkldrung. Akten des IX. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von
Volker Gerhardt, Rolf-Peter Horstmann und Ralph Schumacher, Berlin, New York, Bd.
1, S. 345-54.

2001 [1359] Timmermann, Jens (2001): Alles halb so schlimm: Bemerkungen zu Kants ethischem Rigoris-

mus, in Ethik ohne Dogmen. Aufsdtze fiir Glinther Patzig, hrsg. von Achim Stephan und
Klaus Peter Rippe, Paderborn, S. 58-82.

2003 [1360] Timmermann, Jens (2003): Depositum | — Konrad Cramers Diskussion der logischen Struktur

eines Kantischen Beispiels fiir moralisches Argumentieren, Zeitschrift fiir philo-
sophische Forschung 57, S. 589-600.1"4 — Zu [216]. Vgl. dazu [1339].

2003 [1361] Timmermann, Jens (2003): Sittengesetz und Freiheit. Untersuchungen zu Immanuel Kants Theo-

rie des freien Willens, Berlin, New York, S. 145-88 (,Kapitel IV. Maximen”), 189-207
(,,Kapitel V. Moralische Motivation: das Phanomen der Achtung”).

2005 [1362] Timmermann, Jens (2005): Good but Not Required? — Assessing the Demands of Kantian Ethics,

Journal of Moral Philosophy 2, S. 9-27.1

174

175

,Kant vertritt in der Kritik der praktischen Vernunft und im Gemeinspruch die Auffassung, daR man eine
Leihgabe auch dann nicht einfach einbehalten darf, wenn dies gefahrlos moglich ware. Wie Konrad Cramer
allerdings in seinem Aufsatz zum , Depositum” zeigt, ist es gar nicht so leicht, auf der Grundlage der Kanti-
schen Ethik ein gutes Argument fiir diese Auffassung zu rekonstruieren. Im Ausgang von Cramers Kritik wird
hier der Versuch unternommen, Kants Position zu starken: Die Maxime desjenigen, der das hinterlegte Gut
einbehdlt, ist die, sein Vermogen mit allen sicheren Mitteln zu vergroRern; ware nun diese Maxime all-
gemein verbreitet, so wiirde es der urspriingliche Eigentlimer gar nicht wagen, sich von seinem Eigentum zu
trennen. Es gabe keine Deposita. Derjenige, der sich so am Gut eines andern bereichern méchte, untergrabt
bei Allgemeinheit seiner Maxime tatsachlich die Bedingung der Méglichkeit der Einbehaltung des Deposi-
tums. Entscheidend wichtig fiir den Erfolg der Rekonstruktion ist die prazise Unterscheidung von ,,Regeln”
und ,,Maximen“.”

“There seems to be a strong sentiment in pre-philosophical moral thought that actions can be morally
valuable without at the same time being morally required. Yet Kant, who takes great pride in developing an
ethical system firmly grounded in common moral thought, makes no provision for any such extraordinary
acts of virtue. Rather, he supports a classification of actions as either obligatory, permissible or prohibited,
which in the eyes of his critics makes it totally inadequate to the facts of morality. The related idea of
uncommonly grand and noble deeds is frequently dismissed by Kant as high-flown emotional nonsense.
Such considerations give rise to the fear that actions intuitively classed as morally commendable but not
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required must be re-classified as commands of duty by Kant, making his ethical theory as unbearably
demanding as direct utilitarianism. The paper divides into three sections: (1) an examination of the nature
of moral goodness from a meta-ethical angle that introduces some passages from Kant’s writings presenting
strong theoretical evidence against the case for supererogatory action; (2) a critique of Thomas Hill’s
suggestion that within the category of wide duty we can accommodate some of the main features of actions
classified as supererogatory in other ethical systems; concluding that, contra Hill, there are no actions of
wide duty that can be so characterized in any significant sense; and (3) a final discussion of the problem of
how demanding the requirements of Kantian ethical theory really are.”

“In 1993, Richard Hare argued that, contrary to received opinion, Kant could have been a utilitarian. In this
article, | argue that Hare was wrong. Kant's theory would not have been utilitarian or consequentialist even
if his practical recommendations coincided with utilitarian commands: Kant's theory of value is essentially
anti-utilitarian; there is no place for rational contradiction as the source of moral imperatives in
utilitarianism; Kant would reject the move to separate levels of moral thinking: first-order moral judgement
makes use of the principle of morality; and, relatedly, he would resist the common utilitarian distinction
between actions and their motives because any correct description of an action must refer to motivation.
The article concludes with the thought that any consequentialist theory based on pre-given ends (teleology)
lacks the philosophical resources to distinguish between willing something as a means and as an end,
leaving means only, and destroying transparency.”

“The present article is an attempt to clarify the Kantian conception of duties to the self and to defend them
against common objections. Kant’s thesis that all duty rests on duties to the self is shown to follow from the
autonomy of the human will; and the allegation that they are impossible because the agent could always
release himself from such a duty turns out to be question-begging. There is no attempt to prove that there
are such duties, but they are revealed to be an indispensable part of morality. Traditional attributes of
moral commands, such as ‘categoricity’ or ‘overridingness’ make no sense in a one-sidedly other-regarding
or social conception of morality.”

“What is the proper task of Kantian ethical theory? This paper seeks to answer this question with reference
to Kant’s reply to Christian Garve in Section | of his 1793 essay on Theory and Practice. Kant reasserts the
distinctness and natural authority of our consciousness of the moral law. Every mature human being is a
moral professional — even philosophers like Garve, if only they forget about their ill-conceived ethical
systems and listen to the voice of pure practical reason. Normative theory, Kant argues, cannot be refuted
with reference to alleged experience. It is the proper task of the moral philosopher to emphasize this fact.
The paper also discusses Kant’s attempts to clarify his moral psychology, philosophy of value and conception
of the highest good in the course of replying to Garve’s challenge.”



2007

2008

2008

2008

2009

2010

2013

2013

2015

2016

2009

1984

1985

1989

[1368]

[1369]

[1370]

[1371]

[1372]

[1373]

[1374]

[1375]

[1376]

[1377]

[1378]

[1379]

[1380]

[1381]

Timmermann, Jens (2007): Kant’s Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals: A Commentary,
Cambridge.

Timmermann, Jens (2008): Agency and Imputation: Comments on Reath, Philosophical Books
49, S. 114-24. - Zu [1072].

Timmermann, Jens (2008): Kant’s Grundlegung: a Reply to Dieter Schonecker, Kantian Review
13,S.171-77.

Timmermann, Jens (2008): Limiting Freedom: On the Free Choice of Ends in Kantian Moral
Philosophy, in Recht und Frieden in der Philosophie Kants. Akten des X. Internationalen
Kant-Kongresses, Band 3: Sektionen IlI-1V, hrsg. von Valerio Rohden, Ricarda R. Terra,
Guido A. de Almeida und Margit Ruffing, Berlin, S. 427-37.

Timmermann, Jens (2009): Acting from Duty: Inclination, Reason and Moral Worth, in Kant’s
Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von lens
Timmermann, Cambridge, S. 45-62.

Timmermann, Jens (2010): Reversal or Retreat? Kant’s Deductions of Freedom and Morality, in
Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von Andrews Reath und Jens
Timmermann, Cambridge, S. 73-90.

Timmermann, Jens (2013): Duties to Oneself as Such (TL 6: 417-420), in Kant’s “Tugendlehre”.
A Comprehensive Commentary, hrsg. von Andreas Trampota, Oliver Sensen und Jens
Timmermann, Berlin, S. 207-220.

Timmermann, Jens (2013): Kantian Dilemmas? Moral Conflict in Kant’s Ethical Theory, Archiv
fiir Geschichte der Philosophie 95, S. 36-64.17°

Timmermann, Jens (2015): Why Some Things Must Remain Unknown: Kant on Faith, Moral
Motivation, and the Highest Good, in The Highest Good in Aristotle and Kant, hrsg. von
Joachim Aufderheide und Ralf M. Bader, Oxford, S. 229-42.

Timmermann, Jens (2016): Kant (iber Mitleidenschaft, Kant-Studien 107, S. 729-32.

Timmermann, Jens (Hrsg.) (2009): Kant’s Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals. A Critical
Guide, Cambridge.

Timmons, Mark (1984): Contradictions and the Categorical Imperative, Archiv fiir Geschichte
der Philosophie 66, S. 294-312.

Timmons, Mark (1985): Kant on the Possibility of Moral Motivation, Southern Journal of
Philosophy 23, S. 377-98.

Timmons, Mark (1989): McCarthy on Practical Necessitation in Kant, Kant-Studien 80, S. 198—

179 “This paper explores the possibility of moral conflict in Kant’s ethics. An analysis of the only explicit

discussion of the topic in his published writings confirms that there is no room for genuine moral dilemmas.

Conflict is limited to nonconclusive ‘grounds’ of obligation. They arise only in the sphere of ethical duty and,

though defeasible, ought to be construed as the result of valid arguments an agent correctly judges to apply

in the situation at hand. While it is difficult to determine in theory what makes some of them stronger than

others, these ‘grounds’ can account for practical residue in conflict cases and for a plausible form of agent

regret. The principle that ‘ought implies can’ survives intact.”



1991

1992

1994

1997

2002

2002

2005

2006

2013

2002

2013

2008

2009

2003

2004

[1382]

[1383]

[1384]

[1385]

[1386]

[1387]

[1388]

[1389]

[1390]

[1391]
[1392]

[1393]

[1394]

[1395]

[1396]

207.

Timmons, Mark (1991): Kant on the Possibility of Practical Propositions, Akten des Siebenten
Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Mainz 1990, hrsg. von Gerhard Funke. Bonn/Berlin,
Band Il, 1, S. 415-28.

Timmons, Mark (1992): Necessitation and Justification in Kant’s Ethics, Canadian Journal of
Philosophy 22, S. 223-61.

Timmons, Mark (1994): Evil and Imputation in Kant’s Ethics, Jahrbuch fiir Recht und Ethik 2,
hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, S. 113-41.

Timmons, Mark (1997): Decision Procedures, Moral Criteria, and the Problem of Relevant
Descriptions in Kant’s Ethics, in Jahrbuch fiir Recht und Ethik Band 5: Themenschwer-
punkt: 200 Jahre Kants Metaphysik der Sitten, hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim
Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, Berlin, S. 389-417.

Timmons, Mark (2002): Moral Theory. An Introduction, Lanham, S. 151-87 (“Kant’s Moral
Theory”).

Timmons, Mark (2002): Motive and Rightness in Kant’s Ethical System, in Kant’s Metaphysics of
Morals. Interpretative Essays, hrsg. von Mark Timmons, Oxford, S. 255-88.

Timmons, Mark (2005): The Philosophical and Practical Significance of Kant’s Universality
Formulations of the Categorical Imperative, in Jahrbuch fiir Recht und Ethik 13: Philo-
sophia Practica Universalis. Festschrift fiir Joachim Hruschka zum 70. Geburtstag, hrsg.
von B. Sharon Byrd und Jan C. Joerden, Berlin, S. 313-33.

Timmons, Mark (2006): The Categorical Imperative and Universalizability (GMS, 421-424), in
Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, hrsg. von Christoph Horn und Dieter
Schonecker, Berlin, S. 158-99.

Timmons, Mark (2013): The Perfect Duty to Oneself as an Animal Being (TL 6: 421-428),
in Kant’s “Tugendlehre”. A Comprehensive Commentary, hrsg. von Andreas
Trampota, Oliver Sensen und Jens Timmermann, Berlin, S. 221-44.

Timmons, Mark (Hrsg.) (2002): Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals. Interpretative Essays, Oxford.
Timmons, Mark (Hrsg.) (2013): Kant on Practical Justification. Interpretative Essays, Oxford.

Torralba, José M. (2008): Kant on the Law of Nature as the Type of Moral Law: “On the Typic of
the Faculty of Pure Practical Judgment” and the Good as the Object of Practical
Reason, in Natural Law: Historical, Systematic and Juridical Approaches, hrsg. von
Alejandro N. Garcia, Mario Silar und José M. Torralba, Cambridge, S. 195-221.

Torralba, José M. (2009): The Three-fold Function of the Faculty of Judgment in Kant’s Practical
Philosophy: Typik, Moral Judgement and Conscience, in J. M. Torralba, Libertad,
objeto prdctico y accion. La facultad del juicio en la filosofia moral de Kant,
Hildesheim, Ziirich, New York, S. 423-43.

Trampota, Andreas (2003): Autonome Vernunft oder moralische Sehkraft? Das epistemische
Fundament der Ethik bei Immanuel Kant und Iris Murdoch, Stuttgart.

Trampota, Andreas (2004): Autonome Vernunft mit moralischer Sehkraft. Die Komplemen-
taritdit von Allgemeinem und Besonderem bei Immanuel Kant, in Abwdgende



Vernunft. Praktische  Rationalitdt in  historischer,  systematischer  und
religionsphilosophischer Perspektive, hrsg. von Franz-Josef Bormann und Christian
Schréer, Berlin, S. 203-19.

2013 [1397] Trampota, Andreas (2013): The Concept and Necessity of an End in Ethics (TL 6: 379-389),

in Kant’s “Tugendlehre”. A Comprehensive Commentary, hrsg. von Andreas
Trampota, Oliver Sensen und Jens Timmermann, Berlin, S. 139-58.

2013 [1398] Trampota, Andreas/Sensen, Oliver/Timmermann, Jens (Hrsg.) (2013): Kant’s “Tugendlehre”. A

Comprehensive Commentary, Berlin. 18

2006 [1399] Trapp, Rainer W. (2006): Folter oder selbstverschuldete Rettungsbefragung?, Paderborn, S.

109-21.

1990 [1400] Trianosky, Gregory (1990): Natural Affection and Responsibility for Character: A Critique of

Kantian Views of the Virtues, in Identity, Character, and Morality. Essays in Moral
Psychology, hrsg. von Owen Flanagan und Amélie Oksenberg Rorty, Cambridge, Mass.,
S. 93-109.

1993 [1401] Tugendhat, Ernst (1993): Vorlesungen iiber Ethik, Frankfurt a. M., S. 98-130 (,,Kants Grundle-

gung zur Metaphysik der Sitten: der 1. Abschnitt”), S. 131-60 (,,Der 2. Abschnitt von
Kants Grundlegung zur Metaphysik der Sitten“).

1998 [1402] Tunick, Mark (1998): Practices and Principles. Approaches to Ethical and Legal Judgment,

Princeton, N. J., S. 20-30.

1998 [1403] Tuschling, Burkhard (1998): Die Idee des Rechts: Hobbes und Kant, in Recht, Staat und Vélker-

recht bei Immanuel Kant, hrsg. von Dieter Hining und Burkhard Tuschling, Berlin, S.
85-117.

2010 [1404] Uleman, Jennifer K. (2010): An Introduction to Kant’s Moral Philosophy, Cambridge.8!

180 Acknowledgements. Contents. Abbreviations. Introduction. Idee und Notwendigkeit einer Metaphysik der

Sitten (MS 6:205 — 209, 214 — 218 und TL 6:375 — 378), Zoller, Glnter. Das Verhaltnis der Vermégen des
menschlichen Gemdits zu den Sittengesetzen (MS 6:211 — 214), Howing, Thomas. Die Einteilungen der
Metaphysik der Sitten im Allgemeinen und die der Tugendlehre im Besonderen (MS 6:218 — 221 und RL
6:239 — 242 und TL 6:388 — 394, 410 — 413), Ludwig, Bernd. Recht und Ethik in Kants Metaphysik der Sitten
(MS 6:218 —221 und TL 6:390 f.), Schadow, Steffi. Prior Concepts of the Metaphysics of Morals (MS 6:221 —
228), Baum, Manfred. The Concept and Necessity of an End in Ethics (TL 6:379 — 389), Trampota, Andreas.
Virtue and Its Ends (TL 6:394 — 398), Denis, Lara. Virtue and Sensibility (TL 6:399 — 409), Goy, Ina. Duties to
Oneself as Such (TL 6:417 — 420), Timmermann, Jens. The Perfect Duty to Oneself as an Animal Being (TL
6:421 — 428), Timmons, Mark. The Perfect Duty to Oneself Merely as a Moral Being (TL 6:428 —437), Bacin,
Stefano. The Inner Court of Conscience, Moral Self-Knowledge, and the Proper Object of Duty (TL 6:437 —
444), Esser, Andrea M. Imperfect Duties to Oneself (TL 6:444 — 447), Hill, Thomas. Duties to Others from
Love (TL 6:448 — 461), Schonecker, Dieter. Duties to Others From Respect (TL 6:462 — 468), Sensen, Oliver.
Friendship, Duties Regarding Specific Conditions of Persons, and the Virtues of Social Intercourse (TL 6:468 —
474), Baron, Marcia. Ethische Methodenlehre: Didaktik und Asketik (TL 6:477 — 485), Dorflinger, Bernd. Die
Religionslehre als Lehre der Pflichten gegen Gott liegt auRerhalb der Grenzen der reinen Moralphilosophie
(TL 6:486 — 491), Ricken, Friedo. Notes on Contributors. Index of Names. Index of Subjects.



2016 [1405] Uleman, Jennifer K. (2016): No King and No Torture: Kant on Suicide and Law, Kantian Review

21, S. 77-100.182

2005 [1406] Uniacke, Suzanne (2005): Responsibility and Obligation: Some Kantian Directions, International

Journal of Philosophical Studies 13, S. 461-75.183

2003 [1407] Unna, Yvonne (2003): Kant’s Answers to the Casuistical Questions Concerning Self-Disembodi-

ment, Kant-Studien 94, S. 454-73.

2010 [1408] Varden, Helga (2010): Kant and Lying to the Murderer at the Door . . . One More Time: Kant’s

Legal Philosophy and Lies to Murderers and Nazis, Journal of Social Philosophy 41, S.
403-21.

2004 [1409] Velleman, J. David (2004): Willing the Law, in Practical Conflicts: New Philosophical Essays,

hrsg. von Monika Betzler und Peter Baumann, Cambridge, S. 27-56. Wiederab-
gedruckt in Velleman, Self to Self. Selected Essays, Cambridge 2006, S. 284-311.

2006 [1410] Velleman, J. David (2006): A Brief Introduction to Kantian Ethics, in ders., Self to Self. Selected

Essays, Cambridge, S. 16—44.

181

182

183

Acknowledgements ix. 1 Introduction: the strange thing 1. The strange thing 1. The free rational will 9. The
value of free rational will 15. The importance of the strange thing for moral philosophy 19. 2 A sketch of
Kantian will: desire and the human subject 23. Desire, choice, will 25. Desire and the human subject 34.3 A
sketch continued: the structure of practical reason 39. Will as practical reason: practical rules, laws, and
principles 39. Maxims, or subjective practical principles 41. Grounds for action: the representation in a
principle of something as good 48. Imperatives 51. Pure practical reason, or the possibility of a categorical
imperative 56. 4 A sketch completed: freedom 63. An overview of the free Kantian will 63. The free Kantian
will in more detail 65. Rational freedom 72. 5 Against nature: Kant’s argumentative strategy 75. The
problem 75. Kant’s understanding of nature 79. Kant’s common-sense case against a natural foundation for
morality 80. Kant against nature 107. 6 The categorical imperative: free will willing itself 111. Kant’s
formalism 112. Kant’s categorical imperative: its form and its content 121. Free will willing itself 140. 7
What'’s so good about the good Kantian will? The appeals of the strange thing 145. Introduction 145. The
good of free rational willing 149. 8 Conclusion: Kant and the goodness of the good will 175. Bibliography
180. Index 187.

“Kant’s most canonical argument against suicide, the universal law argument, is widely dismissed. This
paper attempts to save it, showing that a suicide maxim, universalized, undermines all bases for practical
law, resisting both the non-negotiable value of free rational willing and the ordinary array of sensuous
commitments that inform prudential incentives. Suicide therefore undermines moral law-governed
community as a whole, threatening ‘savage disorder’. In pursuing this argument, | propose a non-
teleological and non-theoretical nature — a ‘practical nature’ or moral law governed whole — the realization
of which morality demands.”

“This paper asks how we should conceptualize the relationship between responsibility and obligation. Its
central concern is the relevance of considerations of obligation to the attribution of responsibility for what
we do or bring about. The paper approaches this issue through an examination of Kant’s complex,
challenging and instructive theory of responsibility, in which strict obligation plays a pivotal role in
attributions of responsibility for the outcomes of our actions. Even if we do not accept Kant’s strongly
juridical concept of responsibility, his theory provides insight into the way in which we should see the
connection between responsibility and obligation.”
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“Kant’s doctrine of the Fact of Reason is one of the most perplexing aspects of his moral philosophy. The
aim of this paper is to defend Kant’s doctrine from the common charge of dogmatism. My defense turns on
a previously unexplored analogy to the notion of ‘matters of fact’ popularized by members of the Royal
Society in the seventeenth century. In their work, ‘facts’ were beyond doubt, often referring to
experimental effects one could witness first hand. While Kant uses the German equivalent (‘Tatsachen’) in
different contexts, | argue that the scientific analogy opens up a new framework for interpreting his strategy
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Guyer). On my reading, Kant takes up a skeptical method in the Groundwork as a way of exposing certain
obstacles in our ordinary and philosophical thinking about morality. The central obstacle he is interested in
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attempting to resolve this tendency, | argue, the Groundwork turns out to have a profoundly educative
task.”
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Recently, there has been some discussion about the relationship between Kant’s conception of right (the

sphere of juridical rights and duties) and his moral theory (with the Categorical Imperative as its
fundamental norm). In section 1, | briefly survey some recent contributions to this debate and distinguish

between two different questions. First, does Kant’s moral theory (as developed in the Groundwork and the
Critique of Practical Reason) imply, or validate, a Kantian conception of right (as developed in the first part

of the Metaphysics of Morals, the Doctrine of Right)? In other words, is the Categorical Imperative sufficient
to show that the fundamental principles of right are normatively valid? Second, does Kant’s conception of

right presuppose his moral theory? In other words, is the Categorical Imperative necessary to show that the
basic principles of right are normatively valid? In this paper, | will be primarily concerned with defending a
negative answer to the first of these questions. In section 2, | will discuss Paul Guyer’s attempt to vindicate a
positive answer to the same question. In section 3, reasons will be given why any attempt to derive Kant’s

conception of right from the Categorical Imperative must fail because of the analytic connection between

right and coercion.”
“In his later writings, Kant distinguishes between autonomy and self-mastery or self-command. My article
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proficient at solving problems presented by the passions. Such agents are able to stick to the results of self-
legislation over time and thereby achieve a form of temporally extended freedom.”
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A familiar post-Kantian criticism contends that Kant enslaves sensibility under the yoke of practical reason.

Friedrich Schiller advanced a version of this criticism to which Kant publicly responded. Recent

commentators have emphasized the role that Kant’s reply assigns to the pleasure that accompanies

successful moral action. In contrast, | argue that Kant’s reply relies primarily on the sublime feeling that

arises when we merely contemplate the moral law. In fact, the pleasures emphasized by other recent
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“Paul Guyer’s paper “Naturalistic and Transcendental Moments in Kant’s Moral Philosophy” raises a set of
issues about how Kantian ethics should be understood in relation to present day “philosophical naturalism”

that are very much in need of discussion. The paper itself is challenging, even in some respects iconoclastic,

and provides a highly welcome provocation to raise in new ways some basic questions about what Kantian
ethics is and what it ought to be. Guyer offers us an admirably informed and complex argument, both
historical and philosophical, that tangles with some of the most difficult problems in Kant’s moral
philosophy. It begins with some ambitious and controversial claims about Kant’s moral philosophy prior to

the Groundwork of 1785. It then offers an interpretation, and also a fundamental criticism, of the

Groundwork’s attempt to establish the moral law based on the idea of freedom of the will. And finally, it
raises — and expresses some opinions on — the large and vexed questions of the relationship between

transcendental philosophy and philosophical naturalism, and whether Kantian ethics can be made

consistent with a naturalistic philosophical outlook. In these comments | will have something to say on each
of these three topics, without pretending (any more than Guyer does) to have exhausted what might be
said about them.”
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,Die Studie versucht zu zeigen, dass das bisherige Begriindungspotential von Kants ,Deduktion” des kate-
gorischen Imperativs noch nicht ausgeschopft ist. Die von Kant im dritten Teil seiner Grundlegung
gebrauchten Formulierungen von einer ,Verstandeswelt”, die der ,Sinnenwelt” zugrunde liegt, und von
einem ,eigentlichen Selbst” sind durchaus wortlich zu nehmen: Die kritische Moralphilosophie zielt in ihrem
Innersten auf eine fundamentale Wandlung der Selbst- und Welterkenntnis des fragenden Subjektes.
Wahrend es sowohl die theoretizistische als auch die existentialistische Interpretation des unbedingten
Sollensanspruchs nicht vermocht haben, eine zureichende Antwort auf die Frage nach dem Grund des
Sittengesetzes zu finden, zeigt eine erneute Auseinandersetzung mit Kants Argumenten, dass nur dessen
origindare idealistische Begriindung, die den reinen Willen als unbedingtes und zugleich wirklich-
keitsbildendes Prinzip identifiziert, dazu in der Lage ist. Die Kantische Philosophie lasst sich dergestalt
beginnend mit der Grundlegung bis hin zu spateren Schriften wie der Kritik der Urteilskraft als ein Prozess
der sukzessiven, anametischen Selbstaufklarung eines natiirlichen Moralbewusstseins rekonstruieren. Ein
Prozess, der in der Philosophie Fichtes seine Aufnahme und Weiterfiihrung gefunden hat.”

“Kant has argued that moral requirements are categorical. Kant’s claim has been challenged by some
contemporary philosophers; this article defends Kant’s doctrine. | argue that Kant’s claim captures the
unique feature of moral requirements. The main arguments against Kant’s claim focus on one condition that
a categorical imperative must meet: to be independent of desires. | argue that there is another important,
but often ignored, condition that a categorical imperative must meet, and this second condition is crucial to
understanding why moral requirements are not hypothetical. | also argue that the claim that moral
requirements are not categorical because they depend on desires for motivation is beside the point. The
issue of whether moral requirements are categorical is not an issue about whether moral desires or feelings
are necessary for moral motivation but are rather an issue about the ground of moral desires or moral
feelings. Moral requirements are categorical because they are requirements of reason, and reason makes
moral desires or feelings possible.”
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“This paper seeks to discover the purpose of Kant’s “Typic of Pure Practical Judgement” in the Critique of
Practical Reason. My first thesis is that the problem underlying this chapter is not a new discovery of
the Critique: the function of pure practical judgement is simply to test the morality of maxims by means of
the so-called type. The new complexity of this approach still calls for a renewed investigation into an old
puzzle. To that effect, my second thesis is that the maxim test is related to the doctrine of the categories of
freedom, which Kant also newly introduced in the Critique. How the test procedure works in detail will be
explained in light of the categories.”

“Kant’s discussion of the feeling of respect presents a puzzle regarding both the precise nature of this
feeling and its role in his moral theory as an incentive that motivates us to follow the moral law. If it is a
feeling that motivates us to follow the law, this would contradict Kant’s view that moral obligation is based
on reason alone. | argue that Kant has an account of respect as feeling that is nevertheless not separate
from the use of reason, but is intrinsic to willing. | demonstrate this by taking literally Kant’s references to
force in the second Critique. By referring to Kant’s pre-critical essay on Negative Magnitudes (1763), | show
that Kant’s account of how the moral law effects in us a feeling of respect is underpinned by his view that
the will is a kind of negative magnitude, or force. | conclude by noting some of the implications of my
discussion for Kant's account of virtue.”
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