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advance over the treatment of broad duties in the Grundlegung and can serve as a basis for defending 
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2  “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 
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4  “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 
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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. 

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. 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 
vorliegende 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. 
Unvollkommenheit einer Pflicht folgt nur aus ethischen Strebenspflichten, nicht aus gebotenen Maximen 
überhaupt. 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 
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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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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, I conclude, offers a reasonable and coherent approach to 
moral judgment about the limits of commodification.”  

57  “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.” 

58  “In a recent paper, Eckart Förster 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. Förster'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, I answer this 
challenge. I 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.” 
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59  “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 I. Kantian Virtue: 1. Dependent and corrupt rational agency; 2. Constraints on 
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60  “Henry Allison and Paul Guyer have recently offered interpretations of Kant’s argument in Groundwork III. 
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 III, 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 l claims via attentive reflection on these felt experiences. 
This paper brings this assumption to our reading of Groundwork III, 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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61  “In this essay, I 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. I then reflect on tensions I find in these claims as compared to the overall goal of her book: an 
account of Kant’s conception of virtue as autocracy. Ultimately, I 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.” 

62  “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.” 

63  “Maxims play a crucial role in Kant’s ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what 
maxims are. In this two-part essay, I survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their 
strengths, and their weaknesses. Part I: Established Approaches, begins with Rüdiger 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 Rüdiger Bittner and Otfried Höffe, 
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.” 

64  “Maxims play a crucial role in Kant’s ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what 
maxims are. In this two-part essay, I survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their 
strengths and their weaknesses. In Part II: New Approaches, I look at three more recent views in somewhat 
greater detail than I do the five treatments canvassed in ‘Recent Works on Kantian Maxims I: 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. I 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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66  “During the 1760s and 1770s, Kant entertained a naturalistic approach to ethics based on the supposed 
psychological fact of a human love for freedom. During the critical period, especially in the Groundwork for 
the Metaphysics of Morals, Kant clearly rejected such an approach. But his attempt at a metaphysical 
foundation for ethics in section III of the Groundwork was equally clearly a failure. Kant recognized this in 
his appeal to the “fact of reason” argument in the Critique of Practical Reason, but thereby gave up on any 
attempt to ground the fundamental principle of morality at all. So it is of interest to see how far we might 
now proceed along the lines of his original naturalistic approach.” 
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that in so doing he describes an important element of the moral life.” 
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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.” 
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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.” 
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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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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.” 
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Rawls.” 
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