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1  “We discuss Kant’s conception of moral rationalism from the viewpoint of recent debates, which have 

distinguished different forms of moral rationalism. We argue that Kant’s version, ‘silencing’, is different and 
stronger than currently held versions of moral rationalism and that it also differs from versions of silencing 
that contemporary thinkers advocate. We then discuss Kant’s version of silencing in the context of the 
moral demandingness debate and argue that silencing can make a perfect duty very demanding. However, 
it is important that whilst in cases of conflict between duty and personal happiness the normative standing 
of the latter is silenced, silencing does not require that agents do all they can in the case of imperfect 
duties. We finally indicate the kind of latitude imperfect duties allow for, according to Kant’s strong form of 
moral rationalism.” 
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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 
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7  „Diese Arbeit widmet sich einem Hauptproblem der kantischen Pflichtensystematik in der Tugendlehre: Der 

Unterscheidung von vollkommenen und unvollkommenen Pflichten und der resultierenden Spannung zwi-
schen Einleitung und Elementarlehre. Während in der Einleitung in die Tugendlehre Tugendpflichten 
begrifflich nur als unvollkommene Pflichten eingeführt und abgeleitet werden, beginnt die Elementarlehre 
mit einem extensiven Abschnitt über vollkommene Pflichten, die dennoch Tugendpflichten sein sollen. 
Nach einer kurzen Betrachtung einschlägiger Vorschläge der Literatur zu diesem Problem, versucht die vor-
liegende Arbeit aus dem Konzept der Weite von Pflichten Kriterien für die Zuordnung der verschiedenen 
Tugendpflichten zu gewinnen. Im Lichte dieser Kriterien erscheint Kants Beurteilung mancher verhandelter 
Pflichten als ‚vollkommen’ gerechtfertigt. Abschließend wird gezeigt, inwiefern sie dennoch zu den 
Tugendpflichten gehören können (und deshalb in der Elementarlehre ihren Platz haben), indem Kants eher 
beiläufige Unterscheidung von Strebens- und Erhaltungspflichten in den Mittelpunkt gerückt wird. Unvoll-
kommenheit einer Pflicht folgt nur aus ethischen Strebenspflichten, nicht aus gebotenen Maximen über-
haupt. Das Ziel der Exposition aller relevanten Merkmale, die zu einer Tugendpflicht gehören können, lässt 
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 
justifiable. Finally I 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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categorical imperative, the formula requiring us to treat the rational (human) being as “an end in itself” and 
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89  “In Moral Literacy, Barbara Herman informs us that she will defend an ‘enlarged version of Kantian moral 

theory’ (Herman 2008: ix). Her ‘enlarged version’, she says, will provide a much-needed alternative to the 
common but misguided characterization of Kant’s practical philosophy as an empty formalism. I begin with 
a brief sketch of the main features of Herman’s corrective account. I endorse her claim that the enlarged 
Kantianism she defends is true to Kant’s intentions as well as successful in correcting the objections she 
outlines. I then argue that there is another version of the empty formalism worry Herman does not address. 
Not only does she not address it, but her form of Kantianism provides fuel for its fire.” 

90  “In response to critical discussions of my book, Moral Literacy, by Stephen Engstrom, Sally Sedgwick and 
Andrews Reath, I offer a defence of Kant’s formalism that is not only friendly to my claims for the moral 
theory’s sensitivity to a wide range of moral phenomena and practices at the ground level, but also 
consistent with Kant’s high rationalist ambitions.” 

91  “That an act can have moral worth even if the end of the action is not realized seems asymmetrical with 
Kant’s dual notion that acts cannot have moral worth if the maxim for action is impermissible. Recent 
scholarship contends that fixing the asymmetry will allow impermissible acts done from a morally worthy 
motive to have moral worth.  I argue against the asymmetry thesis and contend that Kant cannot 
consistently maintain a class of impermissible, morally worthy action and the view that right acts respect 
the dignity of humanity.” 
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performed from the motive of duty should be considered as a candidate for moral worth, even if the 
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. I argue that Kant cannot consistently maintain that 
there are morally forbidden, though good, acts since one of the conditions of acting from the moral law 
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should be that one has a true belief about what the moral law requires. My project, then, rejects the 
possibility of morally impermissible, worthy acts for Kant, and qualifies the conditions for moral worth 
Kerstein gives with an epistemological constraint on moral worth.” 

93  „Eine der deutschen Krankenhausketten versucht, ihr Geschäftsmodell u. a. auf Elemente der Kantschen 
Moralphilosophie zu stützen. In den Dienstverträgen der führenden 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 Krankenhäuser 
besser gerecht zu werden. Eine Analyse der einschlägigen Texte zeigt, dass Kants kategorischer Imperativ 
mit der Goldenen Regel gleichgesetzt wird, wogegen Kant sich ausdrücklich gewehrt hat. Die Goldene Regel 
wird außerdem entstellt. Dass der kategorische Imperativ nicht nur Achtungs-, sondern auch Fürsorge-
pflichten normiert, wird übersehen. Es bleibt offen, ob aus der Kantschen Ethik nicht doch Folgerungen für 
die Krankenhausorganisation zu ziehen sind, der hier kritisierte Versuch ist jedoch missglückt, weil – ganz 
abgesehen von den Anwendungsproblemen – schon die Kantschen Konzepte missverstanden wurden. 
Immerhin zeigt der Versuch, dass es im Management ein Bewusstsein für die Wichtigkeit moralischer 
Vorgaben im Krankenhaus gibt.“ 

 “Problem   One of the German commercial hospital chains is trying to ground their business policy on 
elements of Kantian moral philosophy. Allegedly, the categorical imperative is inserted as a norm of 
conduct into the contracts of leading officers. We discuss whether the reference to Kantian ethics is sound 
and is suited to improving the moral standards of hospitals. 

 Arguments   Scrutiny of the companies’ statements reveals that the categorical imperative is equated with 
the Golden Rule, which Kant explicitly rejects, and that the Golden Rule is distored. In addition, the texts 
ignore that the categorical imperative entails not only duties of respect but also duties of beneficence. 

 Conclusion   Kantian arguments may indeed have some impact on hospital organisation but if so they should 
be genuine. In the case at stake, they are misused. However, even this misuse indicates an intuition that 
running a hospital includes moral demands.” 
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96  „Der Autor untersucht in diesem Aufsatz den Versuch von Schiller, den Gegensatz von Pflicht und Neigung, 

der in der Kantischen Moralphilosophie eine große Rolle spielt durch den Begriff der „schönen Seele“ zu 
überwinden. Auf dem Konzept der schönen Seele gründet Schiller den Gedanken der wahren Humanität. 
Der Autor prüft, wie der Gegensatz von Pflicht und Neigung bei Kant aussieht um dann zu untersuchen, ob 
sich das Programm einer Verbindung der beiden durch die „schöne Seele“ von Schiller verwirklichen lässt. 

 Der Begriff der Pflicht im Gegensatz zur Neigung bedeutet bei Kant im Gegensatz zu der Auffassung vieler 
Kritiker, keine formale Aufforderung eine Aufgabe zu erfüllen, gleich welchen Rang diese Aufgabe hat. Kant 
vertritt keinen rein funktionalen oder gar autoritären Pflichtbegriff. Pflicht ist bei Kant eine Beschreibung 
des moralisch Guten. Der Pflichtcharakter kommt deshalb zustande, weil das moralisch Gute aus ver-
schiedenen Gründen, wegen sinnlichen Antrieben (den Neigungen), nicht anerkannt oder befolgt wird. Aus 
diesem Grund muss auch genauer von moralischer Pflicht gesprochen werden, um die Pflicht von anderen 
Verbindlichkeiten abzugrenzen. Eine zweite Unterscheidung innerhalb der Kantischen Moralphilosophie ist 
die Unterscheidung zwischen Legalität und Moralität. Wer nach dem moralisch richtigen Handelt handelt 
zunächst nur legal, erst wenn das Motiv des Handelnden es auch ist sich nach dem moralischen Gesetz zu 
richten, dann kann man dem Menschen auch die volle Moralität zusprechen.“ 

97  “I argue for a new reading of Kant‘s claim that respect is the moral incentive; this reading accommodates 
the central insights of the affectivist and intellectualist readings of respect, while avoiding shortcomings of 
each. I show that within Kant‘s ethical system, the feeling of respect should be understood as paradigmatic 
of a kind of pleasure, pleasure in the moral. The motivational power of respect arises from its nature as 
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requirements of enforceable duties of right and of unenforceable duties of virtue is neither exclusive nor 
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ethical system firmly grounded in common moral thought, makes no provision for any such extraordinary 
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distinctness and natural authority of our consciousness of the moral law. Every mature human being is a 
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239  “In this paper, I sketch a Kantian account of duties of rescue, which I take to be compatible with Kant’s 

theory. I argue that there is in fact no Btrumping relation^ between imperfect and perfect duties but merely 
that Blatitude shrinks away^ in certain circumstances. Against possible demandingness objections, I explain 
why Kant thought that imperfect duty must allow latitude for choice and argue that we must understand 
the necessary space for pursuing one’s own happiness as entailed by Kant’s justification of one’s duty to 
promote other’s happiness. Nevertheless, becoming worthy of happiness has always priority over one’s 
own happiness, even when circumstances are such that we cannot secure our own happiness without 
seriously neglecting more pressing needs of other persons. I conclude that Kant’s moral theory calls for 
complementation by the political and juridical domain. Implementing just political institutions and creating 
satisfactorily well-ordered societies create an external world which is friendlier to our attempts to reconcile 
moral integrity and a happy human life.” 
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example has long been wrongly interpreted as a failure of prudential rationality, as recently illustrated by 
Allen Wood’s reading of that example. I argue that the gout sufferer example is meant to illustrate a 
violation of a duty to the self and should not be confused with mere prudential failure. The example also 
helps us understand the line between prudential reason and duties to the self. I show that given Kant’s 
conception of happiness as an indeterminate concept and his hedonistic account of non-moral ends, it can 
sometimes be more rational from the perspective of empirical practical reason to choose short term over 
long-term wellbeing when long term wellbeing seems uncertain in regard to expected pleasure. In other 
words: Kant’s account of empirical practical reason does not rule out as irrational choosing short term 
pleasure at the expense of long-term wellbeing. However, this is precisely why the gout sufferer’s long-term 
happiness can be directly morally required and so becomes the content of a duty to the self. To explain how 
there can be a direct duty to promote our own happiness under certain circumstances I also elucidate 
Kant’s distinction between direct and indirect duties.” 
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241  “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, I argue that the scientific analogy opens up a new framework for interpreting his 
strategy of justification in the Critique of Practical Reason. In the final section, I address a few possible 
objections to my reading, one of which I anticipate coming from Dieter Henrich (1989) and Ian Proops 
(2003), who have argued that Kant’s Fact of Reason is best understood under a legal analogy” 

242  “This paper offers a new interpretation of Kant’s relationship with skepticism in the Groundwork for the 
Metaphysics of Morals. My position differs from commonly held views in the literature in two ways. On the 
one hand, I argue that Kant’s relationship with skepticism is active and systematic (contrary to Hill, Wood, 
Rawls, Timmermann, and Allison). On the other hand, I argue that the kind of skepticism Kant is interested 
in does not speak to the philosophical tradition in any straightforward sense (contrary to Forster and 
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 
is practical in character, arising from a natural tendency we have to rationalize against the moral law. In 
attempting to resolve this tendency, I argue, the Groundwork turns out to have a profoundly educative 
task.” 

243 “In this article I offer a critical commentary on Jeanine Grenberg’s claim that, by the time of the second 
Critique , Kant was committed to the view that we only access the moral law’s validity through the feeling of 
respect. The issue turns on how we understand Kant’s assertion that our consciousness of the moral law is a 
‘fact of reason’. Grenberg argues that all facts must be forced, and anything forced must be felt. I defend an 
alter native interpretation, according to which the fact of reason refers to the actuality of our moral 
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instead. In this paper, I set out to challenge these familiar assumptions: Kant’s argument in Groundwork III 
rests on a moral conception of the intelligible world, one that plays a similar role as the ‘fact of reason’ in 
the second Critique. Accordingly, I argue, there is no reversal in the proof-structure of Kant’s two works.” 

245  “Kant’s arguments for the reality of human freedom and the normativity of the moral law continue to 
inspire work in contemporary moral philosophy. Many prominent ethicists invoke Kant, directly or 
indirectly, in their efforts to derive the authority of moral requirements from a more basic conception of 
action, agency, or rationality. But many commentators have detected a deep rift between the Groundwork 
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for the Metaphysics of Morals and the Critique of Practical Reason, leaving Kant’s project of justification 
exposed to conflicting assessments and interpretations. In this ground-breaking study of Kant, Owen Ware 
defends the controversial view that Kant’s mature writings on ethics share a unified commitment to the 
moral law’s primacy. Using both close analysis and historical contextualization, Owen Ware overturns a 
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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, I will be primarily concerned with defending a 
negative answer to the first of these questions. In section 2, I 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 
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commentators have emphasized the role that Kant’s reply assigns to the pleasure that accompanies 
successful moral action. In contrast, I 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 
commentators depend on this sublime feeling. These facts illuminate Kant’s views regarding the 
relationship between morality, freedom, and the development of moral feelings.” 

251  “According to Bittner, Kant has established a theory of action that is untenable because it attempts to 
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GMS II, AA 04: 412.26–30) by explaining the meaning in which actions can be ‘deduced’ from practical laws 
or from maxims.” 
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