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2015 [1] Abela, Paul (2015): Kant, Naturalism, and the Reach of Practical Reason, in The Transcendental 

Turn, hrsg. von Sebastian Gardner und Matthew Grist, Oxford, S. 56‒73. 

2018 [2] Ackeren, Marcel van/Sticker, Martin (2018): Moral Rationalism and Demandingness in Kant, 
Kantian Review 23, S. 407–28.1 – Dazu: [266]. 

1970 [3] Acton, H. B. (1970): Kant’s Moral Philosophy, London. 

2023 [4] Alberg, Jeremiah (2023): The Effect of Rousseau on Kant’s Resolution of the Antinomy of 
Practical Reason, Kantian Review 28, S. 519–36.2 

 
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.” 

2  “I examine chapters I and II of the Dialectic of Pure Practical Reason from the Critique of Practical Reason, to 
show that Kant resolved the antimony of practical reason by first giving an accurate representation of the 
cause of a properly moral act and then recognizing that this accurate representation raised further 
problems, problems that were anticipated by Rousseau, especially in his Reveries of a Solitary Walker. 
Rousseau’s reveries allowed Kant to explore, and to some extent overcome, the darker implications of their 
common understanding of virtue. In the second Critique this takes the form of explaining how one can 
understand and existentially achieve one’s own satisfaction based on contentment with oneself rather than 
enjoyment.” 
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1994 [5] Albrecht, Michael (1994): Kants Maximenethik und ihre Begründung, Kant-Studien 85, S. 129–
46. – Kant’s Justification of the Role of Maxims in Ethics, in Kant’s Moral and Legal 
Philosophy, hrsg. von Karl Ameriks und Otfried Höffe, Cambridge 2009, S. 134–57. 

2021 [6] Alisch, Jörg (2021): Vom »Geschäft des Menschen mit sich selbst«. Begriff, Funktion und Rolle 
des Gewissens in der Moralphilosophie Immanuel Kants, Würzburg.3 

2019 [7] Allais, Lucy (2019): The Given in Theoretical 
 and Practical Cognition. Intuition and the Moral Law, in Kant on Intuition 
. Western and Asian Perspectives  
on Transcendental Idealism, hrsg. von Stephen R. Palmquist, New York, S. 69–85. 

1986 [8] Allison, Henry E. (1986): Morality and Freedom: Kant’s Reciprocity Thesis, Philosophical Review 
95, S. 393–425. 

1986 [9] Allison, Henry E. (1986): The Concept of Freedom in Kant’s ‘Semi-Critical’ Ethics, Archiv für 
Geschichte der Philosophie 68, S. 96–115. 

1989 [10] Allison, Henry E. (1989): Kant’s Preparatory Argument in Grundlegung III, in Grundlegung zur 
Metaphysik der Sitten. Ein kooperativer Kommentar, hrsg. von Otfried Höffe, Frankfurt 
a. M., S. 314–24. 

1990 [11] Allison, Henry E. (1990): Kant’s Theory of Freedom, Cambridge. 

1991 [12]  Allison, Henry E. (1991): On a Presumed Gap in the Derivation of the Categorical Imperative, 
Philosophical Topics 19, S. 1ff. Wiederabgedruckt in Allison, Idealism and Freedom. 
Essays on Kant’s Theoretical and Practical Philosophy, Cambridge 1996, S. 143–54. 

1993 [13] Allison, Henry E. (1993): Kant’s Doctrine of Obligatory Ends, Jahrbuch für Recht und Ethik 1. 
Wiederabgedruckt in Allison, Idealism and Freedom. Essays on Kant’s Theoretical and 
Practical Philosophy, Cambridge 1996, S. 155–68.4 – Vgl. dazu [1235]. 

 
3  „In Kants Moralbegründung hatte das handelnde Individuum noch keine Rolle gespielt. Das ändert sich je-

doch in seiner Analyse des Gewissens, bei der Kant einen Perspektivwechsel vom noumenalen zum em-
pirischen Aspekt vornimmt: Wo das moralische Gesetz dem Akteur sagt, was zu tun ist, sagt ihm das Ge-
wissen, ob er auch wirklich tut, was der kategorische Imperativ bestimmt. Dazu bedient sich Kant der 
Metapher des »inneren Gerichtshofes«, bei dem sich der Akteur aufteilt in handelnde Person und von der 
Vernunft vorgelegtes Gesetz. Dadurch wird zugleich auch die – noch einmal reflektierte – Selbstgesetz-
gebung in den Gewissensprozess integriert und entfaltet das Gewissen erst hier seine unerbittliche Macht, 
da der Akteur nicht ohne Selbstwiderspruch gegen das Gesetz verstoßen kann. Die normative Kraft dieses 
Gewissensurteils ergibt sich aus der als »moralisches Gefühl« ins empirische Bewusstsein gespiegelten 
»Achtung vor dem Gesetz«. Zudem beurteilt das Gewissen neben einzelnen Handlungen auch den 
»moralischen Charakter«, von Kant als »praktische konsequente Denkungsart nach unveränderlichen 
Maximen« apostrophiert. Das heißt: Auf einer höheren Stufe überwacht das Gewissen auch sowohl die 
Festigkeit der Maximen wie auch die Festigkeit des Willens zu ihrer Umsetzung in konkrete Handlungen.“ 

4  “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 



2001 [14] Allison, Henry E. (2001): Ethics, Evil, and Anthropology in Kant: Remarks on Allen Wood’s 
Kant’s Ethical Thought, Ethics 111, S. 594–613. 

2002 [15] Allison, Henry E. (2002): On the Very Idea of a Propensity to Evil, Journal of Value Inquiry 36, S. 
337–48. Wiederabgedruckt in Allison, Essays on Kant, Oxford 2012, S. 99–109. 

2007 [16] Allison, Henry E. (2007): Comments on Guyer, Inquiry 50, S. 480–88.5 – Zu [559]. 

2011 [17] Allison, Henry E. (2011): Kant’s Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals: A Commentary, 
Oxford.6 

2012 [18] Allison, Henry E. (2012): The Singleness of the Categorical Imperative, in Allison, Essays on 
Kant, Oxford 2012, S. 124–36. Auch in Kant und die Philosophie in weltbürgerlicher Ab-
sicht. Akten des XI. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Stefano Bacin, Alfredo 
Ferrarin, Claudio La Rocca und Margit Ruffing, Berlin, New York 2013, Band 1, S. 37–
53. 

2013 [19] Allison, Henry E. (2013): Kant’s Practical Justification of Freedom, in Kant on Practical 
Justification. Interpretative Essays, hrsg. von Mark Timmons, Oxford, S. 284–99. Wie-
derabgedruckt in Allison, Essays on Kant, Oxford 2012, S. 110–23. 

2010 [20] Altman, Matthew C. (2010): Kant on Sex and Marriage: The Implications for the Same-Sex 
Marriage Debate, Kant-Studien 101, S. 309–30.7 

 
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.” 

5  “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). I shall discuss 
each in turn, devoting the bulk of my attention to the last.” 

6  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 [21] Altman, Matthew C. (2011): Kant and Applied Ethics. The Uses and Limits of Kant’s Practical 
Philosophy, Malden, MA.8 

2017 [22] Altman, Matthew C. (2017): A Practical Account of Kantian Freedom, in The Palgrave Kant 
Handbook, hrsg. von Matthew C. Altman, London, S. 211–42. 

2019 [23] Altman, Matthew C. (2019): Animal Suffering and Moral Salience. A Defense of Kant’s Indirect 
View, Journal of Value Inquiry 53, S. 275–88. 

2020 [24] Altman, Matthew C. (2020): Can Suicide Preserve One’s Dignity? Kant and Kantians on the 
Moral Response to Cognitive Loss, Kant-Studien 111, S. 593–611.9 

2013 [25] Altmann, Sílvia (2013): Geometrie und objektive Realität der Idee der Sittlichkeit in der Kritik 
der praktischen Vernunft, in Das Leben der Vernunft. Beiträge zur Philosophie Kants, 
hrsg. von Dieter Hüning, Stefan Klingner und Carsten Olk, Berlin, S. 354–63. 

2010 [26] Alves, Julius (2010): Vollkommene Tugendpflichten: Zur Systematik der Pflichten in Kants 
Metaphysik der Sitten, Zeitschrift für philosophische Forschung 64, S. 520–45.10 

 
7  “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.” 

8  Preface vi. Note on Sources and Key to Abbreviations viii. Introduction: Why Kant Now 1. Part I. Applying 
Kant’s Ethics 11. 1. Animal Suffering and Moral Character 13. 2. Kant’s Strategic Importance for Environ-
mental Ethics 45. 3. Moral and Legal Arguments for Universal Health Care 71. 4. The Scope of Patient 
Autonomy 90. Part II. 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 III. 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. 

9  “Kantian defenders of suicide for the soon-to-be demented claim that killing oneself would protect rather 
than violate a person’s inherent worth. The loss of cognitive functions reduces someone to a lower moral 
status, so they believe that suicide is a way of preserving or preventing the loss of dignity. I argue that they 
misinterpret Kant’s examples and fail to appreciate the reasons behind his absolute prohibition on suicide. 
Although Kant says that one may have to sacrifice one’s life to fulfill a moral duty, suicide is not morally 
equivalent to self-sac-rifice because it involves treating oneself merely as a means. Furthermore, people 
facing the onset of dementia would not protect their dignity by killing themselves while they are still 
rational and would not avoid a demeaning existence.” 

10  „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. 
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Kant’s Moral Metaphysics. God, Freedom, and Immortality, hrsg. von 
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2013 [34] Ameriks, Karl (2013): Is Practical Justification in Kant Ultimately Dogmatic?, in Kant on Practical 

 
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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11  Acknowledgments ix. Contributors xi. Works by Kant xv. Introduction – Karl Ameriks and Otfried Höffe 1. I 

Early Conceptions 27. 1 Hutcheson and Kant – Dieter Henrich 29. 2 The Theory of Obligation in Wolff, 
Baumgarten, and the Early Kant – Clemens Schwaiger 58. II Groundwork of The Metaphysics of Morals 75. 3 
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Acquire Something External, and Especially on the Right to Things (A Commentary on the Metaphysics of 
Morals §§10–17) – Kristian Kühl 231. 12 ‘The Civil Constitution in Every State Shall Be a Republican One’ – 
Wolfgang Kersting 246. 13 Commentary on Kant’s Treatment of Constitutional Right (Metaphysics of Morals 
II: General Remark A; §§51–52, Conclusion, Appendix) – Bernd Ludwig 265. 14 Refusing Sovereign Power – 
The Relation between Philosophy and Politics in the Modern Age – Volker Gerhardt 284. Bibliography 305. 
Index 317. 
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12  “This book defends the thesis that Kant’s normative ethics and his practical ethics of sex and marriage can 

be valuable resources for people engaged in the contemporary debate over same-sex marriage.  It does so 
by first developing a reading of Kant’s normative ethics that explains the way in which Kant’s notions of 
human moral imperfection unsocial sociability inform his ethical thinking.  The book then offers a 
systematic treatment of Kant’s views of sex and marriage, arguing that Kant’s views are more defensible 
than some of his critics have made them out to be. Drawing on Kant’s account of marriage and his 
conception of moral friendship, the book argues that Kant’s ethics can be used to develop a defense of 
same-sex marriage.” 
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13  “In an important passage in Kant’s Groundwork, he says: “[W]e cannot do morality a worse service than by 

seeking to derive it from examples. Every example of it presented to me must first itself be judged by moral 
principles in order to see if it is fit to serve as an original example—that is, as a model: it can in no way 
supply the prime source for the concept of morality” (4: p. 408). This is an important methodological 
pronouncement, and it appears to commit Kant to what might be called a “top-down” procedure for 
constructing an ethical theory—or at least for defending substantive moral principles. A contrasting method 
we might call “bottom-up” would attribute to what are commonly called intuitions, especially those 
concerning concrete cases, a basic epistemological role in such a theoretical normative project. This paper 
undertakes, first, to clarify both kinds of procedure and to sketch a philosophical methodology that can do 
justice to certain merits of each procedure; second, to explore, drawing on a methodological analysis the 
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80  “Some commentators have attributed constructivism to Kant at the first-order level; others cast him as a 

meta-ethical constructivist. Among meta-ethical constructivist interpretations I distinguish between 
‘atheistic’ and ‘agnostic’ versions regarding the existence of an independent moral order. Even though 
these two versions are incompatible, each is linked with central Kantian doctrines, revealing a tension 
within Kant's own view. Moreover, among interpretations that cast Kant as rejecting substantive realism 
but embracing procedural realism, some (i.e., those that are ‘constructivist’) face charges of indeterminacy 
or relativism, while others (practical reasoning views) face ‘daunting rationalism’ objections. I close with 
some objections to interpreting Kant as a meta-ethical constructivist.” 

81  “The focus of my argument is whether, and in what sense, freedom is ‘revealed’ by the fact of reason in 
Kant’s second Critique. I examine the passages in which Kant refers to the fact of reason and conclude that 
he uses the term to refer to our taking morality as authoritative, and to our apprehending the content of 
the moral law. I then point out how various commentators have claimed each to be the fact of reason. Next 
I address how each is claimed by Kant to reveal ‘freedom’ to us and argue that our taking morality as 
authoritative is best understood as referring to our conception of ourselves as autonomous beings, and that 
our apprehending the moral law’s content reveals only the idea of freedom as a coherent one. Neither 
would demonstrate that we actually are autonomous, nor would their conjunction, despite what some 
commentators have claimed. In closing I defend the deflationary position that the fact of reason entitles us 
to postulate our freedom, but only from the practical point of view, and that it demonstrates that freedom 
is a coherent idea.” 
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respect’ based upon a person’s absolute and incomparable value vis-à-vis non-rational animals and things. 
My approach challenges standard readings of Kant in two ways. First, contra many of Kant’s critics and 
defenders, I argue that he explicitly recognizes more partial ways we can respect people in terms of (1) 
respect as ‘honor’ or ‘esteem.’ Second, contra dominant contractualist readings of Kant, I argue that such 
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therefore be reformulated as the problem of explaining why practical reason has a canon in the first 
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111  “If, as Kant says, “the will is practical reason”, we should think of willing as a mode of reasoning, and its 

activity represented in movement from evaluative premises to intention by way of a validity-securing 
principle of inference. Such a view of willing takes motive and rational choice out of empirical psychology, 
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 
willing, we also require correct premises. These come from specifications of the two obligatory ends – our 
own perfection and the happiness of others. Interpreting good willing as good reasoning not only fits well 
with Kant's metaphysics of free action, it also offers a sound method for reasoning to and about individual 
as well as role-dependent moral obligations.” 

112  “This paper discusses three inter-related themes in Barbara Herman’s Moral Literacy – the idea that, for 
Kant, the will is a ‘norm-constituted power’ whose activity is guided by its own internal norm, that the 
obligatory ends are reasonably viewed as the ends of all rational choice, and that morality ‘completes’ 
practical reason or rational agency.” 

113  “In her recent book, Barbara Herman explores a range of topics commonly associated with virtue ethics; her 
focus, however, is not so much on virtue as on normal moral competence and the basic moral capacity 
underpinning it. To explicate this competence, Herman introduces the idea of moral literacy, arguing that it 
reveals Kantian ethical thought to be better able than Humean views to account for our readiness to hold 
persons responsible even for conduct reflecting character flaws that stem from deficiencies in their 
upbringing. Examination of Herman's account raises a question, however, about how intimately moral 
literacy is related to the basic moral capacity.” 

114  “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.” 

115  “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.” 
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116  “The Moral Habitat is a book in three parts that begins with an investigation of three understudied 

imperfect duties which together offer some important and challenging insights about moral requirements 
and moral agency: that our duties only make sense as a system; that actions can be morally wrong to do 
and yet not be impermissible; and that there are motive-dependent duties. In Part Two, these insights are 
used to launch a substantial reinterpretation of Kant’s ethics as a system of duties, juridical and ethical, 
perfect and imperfect, that can incorporate what we learn from imperfect duties and do much more. The 
system of duties provides the structure for what I call a moral habitat: a made environment, created by and 
for free and equal persons living together. It is a dynamic system, with duties from the juridical and ethical 
spheres shaping and being affected by each other, each level further interpreting the system’s core anti-
subordination value initiated in Kant’s account of innate right. The structure of an imperfect duty is 
exhibited in a detailed account of the duty of beneficence, including its latitude of application and 
demandingness. Part Three takes up some implications and applications of the moral habitat idea. Its topics 
range from the adjustments to the system that would come with recognizing a human right to housing to 
meta-ethical issues about objectivity and our responsibility for moral change. The upshot is a 
transformative, holistic agent- and institution-centered, account of Kantian morality.” 

117  “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.” 

118  “Samuel Kerstein argues that an asymmetry between moral worth and maxims prevents Kant from 
accepting a category of acts that are impermissible, but have moral worth. Kerstein contends that an act 
performed from the motive of duty should be considered as a candidate for moral worth, even if the 
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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. 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 
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.” 

119  „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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attracted by a Kantian style of ethical theory. 
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examine maxims of so-called despondency (Verzagtheit) we find that some maxims are resistant to 
comparative judgement. I argue that this is true for at least two reasons: first, the despondent agent has a 
maxim to avoid suffering at all costs; second, this anxious preoccupation with suffering makes the 
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the objections which are fatal for Kant’s own theory. This form of contractualism would then lead rational 
agents to choose consequentialist moral principles. I argue that Parfit sig-nificantly misrepresents Kant’s 
project in moral philosophy, and that no genuinely Kantian moral theory could issue in a form of 
consequentialism.” 
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Moral Action, Iain Morrisson offers a new view on Kant’s theory of moral action. 
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schließend jeweils mit einschlägigen Positionen der Forschungsliteratur diskutiert wird. Der inhaltliche 
Schwerpunkt der Arbeit zielt auf eine besondere Einordnung der Leistung Kants: Eine Differenzierung der 
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200  “This paper is concerned with the normative content of Kant’s formula of humanity (FH). More specifically, 
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realize that “humanity” means rational nature and “person” means the supersensible self (homo 
noumenon), we find that we are to respect, not human selves in all their diversity (homo phaenomenon), 
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239  „In fünf Kapiteln thematisiert das Buch Kants Ethik im Ganzen, dabei werden die zentralen 
moralphilosophischen Schriften Kants als Einheit bzw. als eine sukzessive Fortentwicklung hin zu einer 
›vollständigeren‹ Ethik aufgefasst, bei der der formale Kern schrittweise durch materiale Momente 
angereichert und erweitert wird. Erst dadurch ergibt sich ein adäquates Bild der kantischen Ethik. Der 
Ausdruck »im Ganzen« bezieht sich also zum einen auf die Gesamtheit der in den Blick genommenen Werke 
und zum anderen auf die ›Komplementarität‹ von formaler und materialer Seite. Die schrittweise 
Erweiterung bzw. Anreicherung wird als Anwendung rekonstruiert, nämlich als eine Anwendung des 
kategorischen Imperativs auf den Menschen in ganz konkreten Zuständen und Umständen, sodass am Ende 
auch kasuistischen Überlegungen ein angemessener Raum gegeben wird. Dies ist ein Aspekt, der im 
›überkommenen‹ Kant-Bild bislang zu wenig Beachtung gefunden hat. 
Durch diesen umfassenderen Blick auf Kants Ethik als Ganzes können immer wieder erhobene Einwände 
bzw. Vorwürfe (wie z. B. Unanwendbarkeit, Formalismus, Gesinnungsethik sowie Rigorismus) entschärft 
oder auch zurückgewiesen werden.“ 
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Formula of Universal Law might be determined by what our capacity of practical reason can stand in a 
referential relation to, rather than by facts about what kind of beings we are (viz., uncaused causes). This 
solves the neglected puzzle of why there are passages in Kant’s works suggesting robust analogies between 
mathematics and ethics, since to universalize a maxim is to test a priori whether a practical object with that 
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practical sensibility (feeling) does not play a role analogous to the medium of theoretical sensibility 
(intuition). In response I distinguish two separate Kantian accounts of mathematical apriority. The thesis 
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272  “The aim of this article is twofold. First, it is argued that while the principle of ‘ought implies can’ is certainly 
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taken up in some of the current literature. Second, Kant's understanding of the principle is considered. Here 
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274  “I discuss the relation between Kant’s trust in the rational capacities of ordinary agents and education. First, 
I show that Kant is very optimistic regarding our common moral capacities. Then I discuss what room this 
leaves for moral education. I argue that a discussion of Kant’s conception of moral education should 
distinguish between different functions of education: (i) education is necessary for agents to make the 
transition from a purely instrumental to a pure practical use of reason (Basic Education); (ii) education can 
strengthen the motivational force of the moral law by presenting the moral law in all its dignity and clarity 
(Motivational Education); (iii) education can instruct agents about the source of morality and offer an 
abstract formula of the Categorical Imperative (Philosophical Education); and (iv) education can enhance 
agents’ capacity to apply general moral principles to concrete cases (Education of Judgement).” 

275  „Zusammenfassung: Nach Parfit konvergieren die systematisch stärksten Versionen von Kantianismus, 
Regel-Konsequentialismus und Kontraktualismus in einer Triple Theory. Ich konzentriere mich auf eine der 
zentralen Schwierigkeiten, Kantianismus und Konsequentialismus zusammenzubringen: die Rolle von Zu-
stimmung, welche ihren deutlichsten Ausdruck in Kants Zweck-an-sich-Formel findet. Ich zeige zunächst, 
wie die Einführung unparteilicher, nichtmoralischer Gründe, auf der viel Gewicht in Parfits Zustimmungs-
prinzip liegt, in einigen Fällen die Zweck-an-sich-Formel zu dem intuitiv richtigen Ergebnis führen kann. An-
schließend wende ich mich kritisch gegen Parfit. Ich diskutiere zwei Einwände gegen Parfits Zustimmungs-
prinzip: Das Zustimmungsprinzip ist unterbestimmt und daher nicht relevant für die Fälle, die Kantianismus 
und Konsequentialismus unterscheiden. Zudem lässt das Zustimmungsprinzip, wie Parfit es versteht, mehr 
Instrumentalisierung zu, als Parfit selbst bereit ist einzuräumen.“ 

276  “There is a consensus that Kant’s aim in the Groundwork is to clarify, systematize and vindicate the 
common conception of morality. Philosophical theory hence serves a restorative function. It can strengthen 
agents’ motivation, protect against self-deception and correct misunderstandings produced by uncritical 
moral theory. In this paper, I argue that Kant also corrects the common perspective and that Kant’s 
Groundwork shows in which senses the common perspective, even considered apart from its propensity to 
self-deception and without being influenced by misleading theory, is deficient. Critical practical philosophy 
needs to set right agents about the stringency of some of their duties, and agents need to be made aware 
that they have certain other duties. I discuss how Kant corrects the common agent’s notion of the 
stringency of the duty to not make false promises and how Kant corrects the common agent’s notion of 
duties to self. I finally discuss how his critical practical philosophy can become popular and achieve the 
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correction of the common perspective. I stress the role of education informed by philosophical theory for 
this and contrast it with so called ‘popular philosophy’.” 

277  “I discuss the problem that Kant’s ethics seems to be incapable of capturing our strong intuition that 
emergencies create a context for actions that is very different from other cases of helping and from other 
opportunities to further obligatory ends. I argue that if we pay attention to how Kant grounds beneficence 
we see that distress and emergency function as constitutive concerns. They are vital to establishing the duty 
of beneficence in the first place, and they also guide the application of duties to specific cases. Kant’s 
conception of imperfect duties to others, when understood correctly, offers a way to understand why 
emergencies are morally important, but also why other factors have a place in our moral reasoning.” 

278  “Kant considers eudaimonism as his main opponent and he assumes that his ethics is the only viable 
alternative to eudaimonism. He does not explicitly address theories differing from both eudaimonism and 
from his own. I argue that whilst Kant and Act­Consequentialists advocate different normative princi­ ples, 
their positions share the important abstract feature that they establish what is to be done from a rational 
principle and not based on what is in the self­interest of the respective agent, as Kant thinks eudaimonism 
does. Act­Consequentialism is thus closer to Kant’s ethics than is often assumed. I will demonstrate and 
vindicate this point with a new interpretation of the Fact of Reason. This reading also establishes that the 
notion of a Fact of Reason is less contentious than many of Kant’s critics believe. We should not expect that 
the Fact establishes Kantianism. Instead, the Fact is only supposed to count against a specific competing 
view of morality, namely, eudaimonism. Act­Consequentialists can accept the Fact as well.” 

279  “Kant famously claims that an erring conscience is an absurdity. A number of Kantians have recently tried to 
make sense of this infallibility claim, and this claim has informed debates about Kant’s conception of 
conscience. I argue that this is mistaken. There are two reasons why we do not find an infallibility claim 
concerning conscience in Kant. Firstly, there are different claims concerning the infallibility of conscience in 
the Theodicy essay and the Metaphysics of Morals. There is not a unified infallibility claim in Kant. Secondly, 
and more importantly, the infallibility claims do not actually imply that conscience, as we should 
understand it, is infallible. Instead, it is another function of practical reason related to the workings of 
conscience that is infallible. In my paper, I first argue that we should understand conscience in Kant as a 
faculty that is con-cerned with higher-order judgements about an agent’s moral reasoning, not with 
concrete moral cognition, and I then show how, once we apply this interpretation to the infallibility claims, 
it turns out that there is no infallibility of conscience in Kant. This can help ward off misunderstandings of 
Kant’s theory of conscience, moral judgement and moral failure.” 



2021 [1575] Sticker, Martin (2021): Rationalizing (Vernünfteln), Cambridge.281 

2022 [1576] Sticker, Martin (2022): True Need in Kant, Kant-Studien 113, S. 432–58.282 

2024 [1577] Sticker, Martin (2024): Kant on the Normativity of Obligatory Ends, Journal of Ethics 28, S. 53–
73.283  

 
280  “This paper contributes to the debate about how the overdemandingness objection applies to Kant’s ethics. 

I first look at the versions of the overdemandingness objections Kant himself levels against other ethicists 
and ethical principles and I discuss in what sense he acknowledges overdemandingness as a problem. Then I 
argue that, according to Kant’s own standards, introspection about the moral worthiness of one’s actions 
can constitute forms of moral overdemandingness. Self-scrutiny and Kant’s well-known claim that we can 
never be certain that we acted for the right reason jeopardize agents’ deserved happiness. Furthermore, 
self-scrutiny can constitute an activity Kant himself criticizes under the labels of “micrology” and “fantastic 
virtue”. The demandingness of critical self-scrutiny has not yet received due attention in the over-
demandingness debate since this debate is focused on duties we have towards others.” 

281  “Kant was a keen psychological observer and theorist of the forms, mechanisms and sources of self-
deception. In this Element, the author discusses the role of rationalizing/Vernünfteln for Kant's moral 
psychology, normative ethics and philosophical methodology. By drawing on the full breadth of examples of 
rationalizing Kant discusses, the author shows how rationalizing can extend to general features of morality 
and corrupt rational agents thoroughly (albeit not completely and not irreversibly). Furthermore, the author 
explains the often-overlooked roles common human reason, empirical practical reason and even pure 
practical reason play for rationalizing. Kant is aware that rationality is a double-edged sword; reason is the 
source of morality and of our dignity, but it also enables us to seemingly justify moral transgressions to 
ourselves, and it creates an interest in this justification in the first place. Finally, this Element discusses 
whether Kant's ethical theory itself can be criticised as a product of rationalizing.” 

282 “A number of influential Kantian philosophers assume that true need (wahres Bedürfniß) represents shared 
and fundamental human concerns that can both ground duties of aid and limit how much an agent can be 
morally required to do for others. In this paper, I take on this misreading and argue that true need is 
representative of personal priorities. This subjectivist reading fits better with Kant’s own characterization of 
true need and with his conceptions of need and happiness. Moreover, I argue that Kant’s own conception 
of true need is philo-sophically appealing, as it is anti-paternalistic. Agents are free to determine their own 
true need. This frees Kant from the challenge of coming up with a list of true human needs that are 
supposedly stable across cultures, epochs and individuals. Furthermore, my reading also implies that the 
mere fact that someone else con-siders something their true need does not necessitate our help.” 

283  “I propose a novel way to understand the stringency of Kant’s conception of beneficence. This novel 
understanding can ground our intuition that we do not have to forego (almost) all pursuit of our personal 
ends. I argue that we should understand the application of imperfect duties to specific cases according to 
the framework set by the adoption and promotion of ends. Agents have other ends than obligatory ones 
and they must weigh obligatory ends against these other ends. Obligatory ends are special among ends only 
insofar as their adoption is not optional. My reading of the normative status of imperfect duties affords a 
way of thinking about beneficence modelled on the everyday ways in which agents pursue their personal 
projects and weigh different ends against each other. This establishes a middle-ground between an 
extremely demanding conception of beneficence and an overly latitudinarian one. Furthermore, it helps us 
understand why we do not have to be maximally beneficent and why there is a bias towards the near in our 
thinking about rescue cases.” 
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287  “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 
I 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.” 

288  “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, I 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, I show that, contrary to a widely held view, Kant’s moral 
philosophy can ground a coherent and robust approach to environmental ethics.” 

289  “In this book, Toby Svoboda develops and defends a Kantian environmental virtue ethic, challenging the 
widely-held view that Kant's moral philosophy has little to offer environmental ethics. On the contrary, 
Svoboda contends that on Kantian grounds, there is good moral reason to care about non-human 
organisms in their own right and to value their flourishing independently of human interests, since doing so 
is constitutive of certain (environmental) virtues. Svoboda argues that Kant’s account of indirect duties 
regarding nature can ground a compelling environmental ethic: the Kantian duty to develop morally 
virtuous dispositions strictly proscribes unnecessarily harming organisms, and it also gives us moral 
reason to act in ways that benefit such organisms. Svoboda’s account engages the recent literature on 
environmental virtue (including Rosalind Hursthouse, Philip Cafaro, Ronald Sandler, Thomas Hill, and Louke 
van Wensveen) and provides an original argument for an environmental ethic firmly rooted in Kant’s moral 
philosophy.” 
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humans have duties to them. This is surprising, because most environmental ethicists have either rejected 
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both humans and non-humans have a natural good, which is whatever allows an entity to function well 
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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.” 
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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 I 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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