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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 “l examine chapters | and Il 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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Philosophy, hrsg. von Karl Ameriks und Otfried Hoffe, Cambridge 2009, S. 134-57.
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. 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 flr

Geschichte der Philosophie 68, S. 96-115.

1989 [10] Allison, Henry E. (1989): Kant’s Preparatory Argument in Grundlegung lll, in Grundlegung zur

Metaphysik der Sitten. Ein kooperativer Kommentar, hrsg. von Otfried Hoffe, 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 fir Recht und Ethik 1.

Wiederabgedruckt in Allison, Idealism and Freedom. Essays on Kant’s Theoretical and
Practical Philosophy, Cambridge 1996, S. 155-68.# - Vgl. dazu [1235].

»In Kants Moralbegriindung hatte das handelnde Individuum noch keine Rolle gespielt. Das &ndert 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 verstollen kann. Die normative Kraft dieses
Gewissensurteils ergibt sich aus der als »moralisches Gefiihl« 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 unveranderlichen
Maximen« apostrophiert. Das heil3t: Auf einer héheren Stufe Uberwacht das Gewissen auch sowohl die
Festigkeit der Maximen wie auch die Festigkeit des Willens zu ihrer Umsetzung in konkrete Handlungen.*

“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.° - Zu [559].

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

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 weltbirgerlicher 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, inKant 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.”

“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.
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hrsg. von Dieter Huning, Stefan Klingner und Carsten OIk, Berlin, S. 354-63.

2010 [26] Alves, Julius (2010): Vollkommene Tugendpflichten: Zur Systematik der Pflichten in Kants

Metaphysik der Sitten, Zeitschrift fiir philosophische Forschung 64, S. 520-45.%°

7

10

“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.”

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 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 lll. 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.

“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. | 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.”

»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. Wahrend in der Einleitung in die Tugendlehre Tugendpflichten
begrifflich nur als unvollkommene Pflichten eingeflihrt und abgeleitet werden, beginnt die Elementarlehre
mit einem extensiven Abschnitt tber vollkommene Pflichten, die dennoch Tugendpflichten sein sollen.
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Nach einer kurzen Betrachtung einschlagiger Vorschlége der Literatur zu diesem Problem, versucht die vor-
liegende Arbeit aus dem Konzept der Weite von Pflichten Kriterien fir die Zuordnung der verschiedenen
Tugendpflichten zu gewinnen. Im Lichte dieser Kriterien erscheint Kants Beurteilung mancher verhandelter
Pflichten als ,vollkommen’ gerechtfertigt. AbschlieBend wird gezeigt, inwiefern sie dennoch zu den
Tugendpflichten gehdren kdnnen (und deshalb in der Elementarlehre ihren Platz haben), indem Kants eher
beildufige Unterscheidung von Strebens- und Erhaltungspflichten in den Mittelpunkt gertickt wird. Unvoll-
kommenheit einer Pflicht folgt nur aus ethischen Strebenspflichten, nicht aus gebotenen Maximen Uber-
haupt. Das Ziel der Exposition aller relevanten Merkmale, die zu einer Tugendpflicht gehdren kénnen, lasst
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 | 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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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
paper will outline, Kant’s actual operative method in much of his ethical writing, particularly but not
exclusively the Groundwork; and third, to appraise some aspects of Kant’s actual methods of theory-
building as it is seen in his development of his ethical framework. The concluding reflections will show that
Kant’s overall achievement in moral philosophy does not depend on certain of his metaphilosophical views.
The paper will also indicate some directions of moral inquiry that may be promising for both Kantian and
other approaches in moral philosophy.”
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action is supposed to be autonomous and, in particular, free of the mediation of any feeling on the other
hand, the subject’s grasp of the law somehow involves the feeling of moral respect. | argue that moral
respect for Kant is not, pace both the ‘intellectualists’ and ‘affectivists,” an effect of the determination of
the will by the law — whether it be a mere effect or the motivating cause of action — but is instead identical
to it. Drawing on Kant’s general account of feeling as the awareness of how representations and their
objects harm or benefit our own powers, | argue that the identity between moral respect and the
determination to action contains two elements. Moral respect is, first, a form of practical self-consciousness
which constitutes the subject’s recognition of the moral law and thus of herself as intrinsically bound by it,
i. e., as a moral agent. Second, respect is a capacity for receptive awareness of particular features of our
environment as well as other persons insofar as they benefit and harm us as moral agents. Thereby moral
respect affords us awareness in concreto of particular, morally-conditioned ends. In this way moral respect
provides the key for a Kantian account of genuinely free practical receptivity.”
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mus, Immanuel Kant, spricht freilich nicht von ,,Absichten“ sondern von ,,Maximen®. Dem hier zugrunde-
gelegten Verstandnis zufolge sind Maximen weder Handlungsmotive noch Handlungsstrukturen, sondern
Handlungsabsichten. Jedoch ist nicht jede beliebige Absicht eine Maxime. Eine Maxime zu haben, heif3t 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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claim, and the disagreement among the increasing number of studies in more recent years suggests that
the table is not as straightforward as Kant took it to be. In this article | want to show that a coherent
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categorical imperative. In this paper, | respond directly to four of the most prominent counterexamples. In
each case, | aim to show how we can uphold Kant's fundamental claim that the universal law formulation of
the categorical imperative articulates the form of our particular moral judgments.”
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account of the variables that are built into FUL: agents, maxims, intentions, actions, and outcomes. This
establishes a clear benchmark for understanding how the mechanics of FUL actually work. Secondly, the
analysis of the resulting framework sheds new light on discussions about the implications of FUL. On the
basis of this, we suggest a move to “‘comprehensive Kantianism’, which is the application of FUL to systems
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capacities at the University of Konigsberg and which as of yet has remained unpublished.”
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the traditional Kantian understanding of maxims and virtues. In particular, it implies that one’s
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“Kant clearly endorses some version of the ‘old formula of the schools’, according to which all volition is sub
ratione boni. There has been a debate whether he holds this only for morally good actions. | argue that a
closer look at the distinction between the good and the agreeable does not support this conclusion.
Considering Kant’s account of the detrimental and the correct use of this thesis, | argue that rational beings
always will sub ratione boni, even when they act immorally, because they act on principles. | argue that
Kant’s accounts of self-love and self-conceit support this view.”

“Early in the Preface to Religion within the Limits of Reason Alone, Kant claims that “morality leads
ineluctably to religion”. This thesis is hardly an innovation of the Religion. Again and again throughout the
critical corpus, Kant argues that religious belief is ethically significant, that it makes a morally meaningful
difference whether an agent believes or disbelieves. And yet these claims are surely among the most
doubted of Kant’s positions — and they are often especially doubted by readers who consider themselves
Kantians. That Kant of all people should have so cherished religion is perhaps surprising: his moral view
enshrines the notion that moral worth arises solely form the “good will”, that is, from a will determined by
the moral law. Kant claims to be able to deduce this law and to account for how it motivates without ever
relying on religious propositions. Rather, he grounds morality in the conception of autonomy, in the
absolutely free self-legislation of the moral principle. So why, after effecting this dramatic Copernican
revolution in ethics, does Kant appear to backslide, insisting on the moral necessity of religious belief?”
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“Embarrassed by the apparent rigorism Kant expresses so bluntly in ‘On a Supposed Right to Lie,” numerous
contemporary Kantians have attempted to show that Kant's ethics can justify lying in specific
circumstances, in particular, when lying to a murderer is necessary in order to prevent her from killing
another innocent person. My aim is to improve upon these efforts and show that lying to prevent the death
of another innocent person could be required in Kantian terms. | argue (1) that our perfect Kantian duty of
self-preservation can require our lying to save our own lives when threatened with unjust aggression, and
(2) that Kant’s understanding of moral duty was that duties are symmetrical, such that if one has a duty to
perform a given action on one’s own behalf or to protect one’s own rational nature, then one also has a
duty to perform similar acts on other’s behalf or to protect their rational nature. Thus, that the individual
protected against aggression by means of deception is not oneself should be of no consequence from a
Kantian perspective. Lying to the murderer is thus an extension of the Kantian requirement of self-defense.”
“Critics often charge that Kantian ethics is implausibly rigoristic: that Kantianism recognizes a set of perfect
duties, encapsulated in rules such as ‘don’t lie,” ‘keep one’s promises,’ etc., and that these rules apply
without exception. Though a number of Kantians have plausibly argued that Kantianism can acknowledge
exceptions to perfect duties, this acknowledgment alone does not indicate how and when such exceptions
ought to be made. This article critiques a recent attempt to motivate how such exceptions are to be made,
namely, the constitutive approach developed by Tamar Schapiro. | argue that the constitutive approach is
vulnerable to the objection that it is too permissive, justifying many morally dubious exceptions to perfect
duties. I conclude by briefly outlining an alternative ‘fine print’ approach to the rigorism objection that
appears to avoid the objection leveled at Schapiro’s approach, focusing on how modifying the constituents
of agents’ maxims can change the deontic status of an act of a generally impermissible kind.”

“Kant’s view that we have only indirect duties to animals fails to capture the intuitive notion that wronging
animals transgresses duties we owe to those animals. Here | argue that a suitably modified Kantianism can
allow for direct duties to animals and, in particular, an imperfect duty to promote animal welfare without
unduly compromising its core theoretical commitments, especially its commitments concerning the source
and nature of our duties toward rational beings. The basis for such duties is that animal welfare, on my
revised Kantian view, is neither a conditioned nor unconditioned good, but a final and nonderivative good
that ought to be treated as an end-in-itself. However, this duty to promote animal welfare operates
according to a broadly consequentialist logic that both accords well with our considered judgments about
our duties to animals and explains differences between these duties and duties owed to rational agents.”
“Thanks to recent scholarship, Kant is no longer seen as the dogmatic opponent of suicide that he appears
to be at first glance. However, some interpreters have recently argued for a Kantian view of the morality of
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suicide with surprising, even radical, implications. More specifically, they have argued that Kantianism (1)
requires that those with dementia or other rationality-eroding conditions end their lives before their
condition results in their loss of identity as moral agents and (2) requires subjecting the fully demented or
those confronting future dementia to non-voluntary euthanasia. Properly understood, Kant’s ethics have
neither of these implications (1) wrongly assumes that rational agents’ duty of self-preservation entails a
duty of self-destruction when they become non-rational, (2) further neglects Kant’s distinction between
duties to self and duties to others and wrongly assumes that duties can be owed to rational agents only
during the time of their existence.”

Preface (p. ix). List of abbreviations (x). Introduction (1). Part I (9). 1 Kant’s Pursuit of the Supreme Principle
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Imperative and the Kantian Theory of Value, Part Il (74). 4 Dignity (107). 5 Freedom, Reason, and the
Possibility of the Categorical Imperative (122). Part Il (143). 6 Objections to the Formula of Universal Law
(145). 7 Three Problems in Kant’s Practical Ethics (174). 8 Reason, Sentiment, and Happiness: Kantian Ethics
in a Good Human Life (199). 9 Conclusion (229) Index (233).
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“7. Hill’s Ideal of Autonomy 7.1. Introduction 7.2. Hill's Kantian ideal of autonomy 7.2.1. What the Kantian
ideal of autonomy is not, according to Hill 7.2.2. What the Kantian ideal of autonomy is, according to Hill
7.3. Merits of Hill’s ideal: the extent to which he achieves his aims and solves the problems of the extended
ideal of autonomy 7.4. Why Hill fails to achieve his own aims: Is Hill's ideal Kantian? 7.5. Objections to Hill’s
idea of choice and deliberation 7.6. Why Hill fails to solve Problem Three of the extended ideal 7.7.
Conclusion 8 The Ideal of the Person in Kant’s Groundwork 8.1. Introduction 8.2. The ideal person according
to Kant 8.2.1. Principles and reasons 8.2.2. Autonomy 8.2.3. Good will and the good 8.2.4. Why Kant’s ideal
of autonomy is not morally ‘neutral’ 8.2.5. Is self-control a Kantian virtue? More on Kant’s second-best ideal
of the person 8.3. Kant’s answer to Problem Three 8.3.1. Two contradictory positions on the relation
between autonomy and morality 8.3.2. The Wille/Willkir distinction reconsidered: Kant’s concept of radical
evil 8.3.3. Conclusion 8.4. Conclusion 8.4.1. Kantian autonomy and the extended ideal of autonomy 8.4.2.
General conclusion.”

“In line with familiar portrayals of Kant's ethics, interpreters of his philosophy of education focus essentially
on its intellectual dimension: the notions of moral catechism, ethical gymnastics and ethical ascetics, to
name but a few. By doing so, they usually emphasise Kant's negative stance towards the role of feelings in
moral education. Yet there seem to be noteworthy exceptions: Kant writes that the inclinations to be
honoured and loved are to be preserved as far as possible. This statement is not only at odds with Kant's
general claim that education should not encourage feelings, but more importantly, it encourages a feeling
that is in many ways paradigmatically un-Kantian. How are we to understand the fact that of all feelings, the
love of honour should be preserved? To answer this question, | begin by clarifying the reasons behind Kant's
negative stance towards feelings in moral education. | then turn to his account of the feeling of love of
honour. After distinguishing between its good and its bad forms, | consider two ways of making sense of the
positive role Kant assigns to it. The first, modest reading will suggest that the feeling of love of honour is
morally useful because it has two functions: an epistemic one, and a motivational one. The second, more
ambitious reading will suggest that the feeling of love of honour enables the child to experience her inner
worth as bearer of value.”

Acknowledgments. Notes on Contributors. List of Abbreviations. Alix Cohen: Introduction. Nancy Sherman:
The Place of Emotions in Kantian Morality. Christine M. Korsgaard: From Duty and for the Sake of the Noble:
Kant and Aristotle on Morally Good Action. Marcia Baron: Kantian Moral Maturity and the Cultivation of
Character. Angelica Nuzzo: The Place of the Emotions in Kant’s Transcendental Philosophy. Wiebke
Deimling: Kant’s Pragmatic Concept of Emotions. Melissa McBay Merritt: Kant on the Pleasures of
Understanding. Pauline Kleingeld: Debunking Confabulation: Emotions and the Significance of Empirical
Psychology for Kantian Ethics. Patrick R. Frierson: Affective Normativity. Lara Denis: Love of Honor as a
Kantian Virtue. Jeanine M. Grenberg: All You Need Is Love? Pablo Muchnik: The Heart as Locus of Moral
Struggle in the Religion. Michelle Grier: Kant and the Feeling of Sublimity. Katrin Flikschuh: Enthusiastic
Cosmopolitanism. Bibliography. Index.



1877
1910

2017

1988

1992

1984

1983

1972

1991

2001

2018

1992

2002

1990
1996

[256]
[257]

[258]

[259]

[260]

[261]

[262]

[263]

[264]

[265]

[266]

[267]

[268]

[269]
[270]

138-82 (“Kant’s Ethics”).
Cohen, Hermann (1877): Kants Begriindung der Ethik, Berlin.

Cohen, Hermann (1910): Kants Begriindung der Ethik nebst ihren Anwendungen auf Recht,
Religion und Geschichte, zweite verbesserte und erweiterte Auflage, Berlin. Reprint:
Hildesheim: Georg Olms Verlag 2001 (Werke Band 2).

Constancio, Jodo/Bailey, Tom (Hrsg.) (2017): Nietzsche and Kantian Ethics, London. (=
Nietzsche’s Engagements with Kant and the Kantian Legacy, hrsg. von Marco Brusotti,
Herman Siemens, Jodo Constancio, Tom Bailey, Vol. II.)

Cooper, Neil (1988): The Formula of the End in Itself, Philosophy 63, S. 401f.

Copp, David (1992): The “Possibility” of A Categorical Imperative: Kant’s Groundwork, Part IlI,
in Philosophical Perspectives, 6, Ethics, 1992, hrsg. von James E. Tomberlin,
Atascadero, Cal., S. 261-84.

Cox, J. G. (1984): The Will at the Crossroads. A Reconstruction of Kant’s Moral Philosophy,
Washington.

Craemer-Ruegenberg, Ingrid (1983): Logische und andere Eigenschaften des kategorischen
Imperativs, Neue Hefte fuir Philosophie 22: Kants Ethik heute, S. 45-61.

Cramer, Konrad (1972): Hypothetische Imperative?, in Rehabilitierung der praktischen Philoso-
phie, hrsg. von Manfred Riedel, Freiburg, Bd. 1, S. 159-212.

Cramer, Konrad (1991): Metaphysik und Erfahrung in Kants Grundlegung der Ethik, Neue Hefte
fur Philosophie 30/31: Metaphysik und Erfahrung, S. 15-68.

Cramer, Konrad (2001): ,,Depositum* — Zur logischen Struktur eines Kantischen Beispiels fur
moralisches Argumentieren, in Kant und die Berliner Aufklarung. Akten des IX. Inter-
nationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Volker Gerhardt, Rolf-Peter Horstmann und
Ralph Schumacher, Berlin, New York, Bd. 1, S. 116-130. — Vgl. dazu [1615], [1638].

Crisp, Roger (2018): Moral Rationalism and Demandingness in Kant: A Response to van
Ackeren and Sticker, Kantian Review 23, S. 429-33. — Zu [2].

Croitoru, Rodica (1992): Critic and Doctrinal in Kant’s Ethics: The Moral Purpose, in Critic and
Doctrinal in Kant. The Third International Symposion, September 19-21, 1992, hrsg.
von Rodica Croitoru, Bukarest, S. 89-94.

Crowell, Steven Galt (2002): Kantianism and Phenomenology, in Phenomenological Approaches
to Moral Philosophy. A Handbook, hrsg. von John J. Drummond und Lester Embree,
Dordrecht, S. 47-67.

Cummiskey, David (1990): Kantian Consequentialism, Ethics 100, S. 586-615.

Cummiskey, David (1996): Kantian Consequentialism, New York, Oxford. - Vgl. dazu:
Dean, Richard (2000): Cummiskey’s Kantian Consequentialism, Utilitas 12, S. 25-40;
Weinstock, Daniel M. (2000): Critical Notice of David Cummiskey, Kantian Conse-
quentialism, Canadian Journal of Philosophy 30, S. 315-39; Wolf, Jean-Claude (2000):
Rezension von David Cummiskey, Kantian Consequentialism, Kant-Studien 91, S. 507-
11.



2008 [271] Cummiskey, David (2008): Dignity, Contractualism and Consequentialism, Utilitas 20, S. 383-

408.%

1999 [272] Cunningham, Anthony (1999): Kantian Ethics and Intimate Attachments, American Philosophi-

cal Quarterly 36, S. 279-94.

2001 [273] Cunningham, Anthony (2001): The Heart of What Matters. The Role for Literature in Moral

Philosophy, Berkeley, S. 20-68 (“The Aim of Ethical Theory”), 158-79 (“Kant, Moral
Conflict, and Tragedy™).

2018 [274] Cureton, Adam (2018): Reasonable Hope in Kant’s Ethics, Kantian Review 23, S. 181-203.4°

2015 [275] Cureton, Adam/Hill, Thomas E. (2015): Kant on Virtue and the Virtues, in Cultivating Virtue.

Perspectives from Philosophy, Theology, and Psychology, hrsg. von Nancy E. Snow,
Oxford, S. 87-1009.

2023 [276] Damstra, Conrad (2023): The Change of Heart, Moral Character and Moral Reform, Kantian

Review 28, S. 555-74.%0

1998 [277] Darwall, Stephen (1998): Philosophical Ethics, Boulder, S. 139-73 (“Kant I, “Kant II”).

2006 [278] Darwall, Stephen (2006): Morality and Practical Reason: A Kantian Approach, in The Oxford

Handbook of Ethical Theory, hrsg. von David Copp, Oxford, S. 282-320.

48

49

50

“Kantian respect for persons is based on the special status and dignity of humanity. There are, however, at
least three distinct kinds of interpretation of the principle of respect for the dignity of persons: the
contractualist conception, the substantive conception and the direct conception. Contractualist theories are
the most common and familiar interpretation. The contractualist assumes that some form of consent or
agreement is the crucial factor that is required by respect for persons. The substantive conceptions of
dignity, on the other hand, treat the concept of dignity as a substantive value that justifies a deontological
conception of respect for persons. A third conception of respect for the dignity of persons, the conception
that | favor, focuses directly on the special value of our rational nature. According to this consequentialist
conception, we respect the dignity of persons by promoting the flourishing of rational nature.”

“The most apparent obstacles to a just, enlightened and peaceful social world are also, according to Kant,
nature’s way of compelling us to realize those and other morally good ends. Echoing Adam Smith’s idea of
the ‘invisible hand’, Kant thinks that selfishness, rivalry, quarrelsomeness, vanity, jealousy and self-conceit,
along with the oppressive social inequalities they tend to produce, drive us to perfect our talents, develop
culture, approach enlightenment and, through the strife and instability caused by our unsocial sociability,
push us towards justice, political equality and the highest good. What are we to make of these arguments,
which seem to rely on questionable empirical assumptions, invoke dubious claims about natural teleology
and sit uncomfortably with fundamental aspects of Kant’s ethical framework? | suggest that the arguments
reveal one of Kant’s deep and important insights about the moral life by partially describing what a good
and virtuous person reasonably hopes for.”

“I examine Kant’s claim in part one of Religion within the Boundaries of Mere Reason that moral reform
requires both a ‘change of heart’ and gradual reformation of one’s sense (R, 6: 47). | argue that Kant’s
conception of moral reform is neither fundamentally obscure nor is it as vulnerable to serious objections as
several commentators have suggested. | defend Kant by explaining how he can maintain both that we can
choose our moral disposition via an intelligible choice and that we become good through a continuous
struggle. I then provide an interpretation of how moral reform occurs in the phenomenal realm.”
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51 “The humanity formulation of Kant’s Categorical Imperative demands that we treat humanity as an end in

itself. Because this principle resonates with currently influential ideals of human rights and dignity,
contemporary readers often find it compelling, even if the rest of Kant’s moral philosophy leaves them cold.
Moreover, some prominent specialists in Kant’s ethics recently have turned to the humanity formulation as
the most theoretically central and promising principle of Kant’s ethics. Nevertheless, despite the intuitive
appeal and the increasingly recognized philosophical importance of the humanity formulation, it has
received less attention than many other, less central, aspects of Kant’s ethics. Richard Dean offers the most
sustained and systematic examination of the humanity formulation to date.

Dean argues that the ‘rational nature’ that must be treated as an end in itself is not a minimally rational
nature, consisting of the power to set ends or the unrealized capacity to act morally, but instead is the more
properly rational nature possessed by someone who gives priority to moral principles over any contrary
impulses. This non-standard reading of the humanity formulation provides a firm theoretical foundation for
deriving plausible approaches to particular moral issues — and, contrary to first impressions, does not
impose moralistic demands to pass judgment on others’ character. Dean’s reading also enables progress on
problems of interest to Kant scholars, such as reconstructing Kant’s argument for accepting the humanity
formulation as a basic moral principle, and allows for increased understanding of the relationship between
Kant’s ethics and supposedly Kantian ideas such as ‘respect for autonomy’.
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“Kant’s formula of the end in itself commands that one treat humanity in oneself and in others always as an
end and never merely as a means. Interest in, and debate concerning, this formulation of the categorical
imperative has been growing among Kantians and ethicists more generally. After an overview of this

formulation and Kant’s argument for it, this piece outlines several areas of current debate. It then explores

some dominant and emerging positions regarding two questions: the identity of the end in itself, and the
relation between the end in itself and the value of other things.”
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55 “Respect, as Kant describes it, has a duality of nature that seems to embody a contradiction —i.e., it is both
a moral motive and a feeling, where these are thought to be mutually exclusive. Most solutions involve
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“In juxtaposition with the myth and tragedy of Ovid’s Medea, this paper investigates the possibility within
the Kantian conception of agency of understanding moral evil as acting against one’s better judgment. It
defends the thesis that in Kant self-deception, i.e. the intentional untruthfulness to oneself, provides the
fundamental structure for choosing against the moral law. | argue that, as Kant’s thought progresses, self-
deception slowly proceeds to become the paradigmatic case of moral evil. This is discussed with regard to
two important topics in his later moral philosophy: the doctrine of radical evil and the crucial role of the
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deception in moral judgment and particularly at the role casuistry plays within his conception of moral
education.”

“Rawls’s view that the right is prior to the good has been criticized by various scholars from divergent points
of view. Some contend that Rawls’s teleological/deontological distinction based on the priority of the right
is misleading while others claim that no plausible ethical theory can determine what is right prior to the
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sustain the idea of the priority of right to the good and the teleological/deontological division.”
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“The purpose of this chapter is to assess how fatal or otherwise Kantian autonomy might be to the position
adopted in traditional natural law theory. To this end, the focus will be on how Kant’s fundamental principle
of morality, the categorical imperative, is established. The concern is to compare Kant’s analysis, not with
competing moral positions generally, therefore, but, narrowly, with the traditional natural law suggestion
that fundamental natural facts do inform reason morally and are epistemically significant in that regard.” (S.
29)

“Among the most surprising claims in The Methods of Ethics is Sidgwick’s assertion that his key ethical
axioms are corroborated by Kant. This article analyses Sidgwick’s claim that his axioms of justice and
benevolence closely correspond to particular features in Kant. | shall argue that his claim of agreement with
Kant was a serious overstatement. In particular, the restrictions which Sidgwick places on his acceptance of
Kant’s universal law formula of the categorical imperative (FUL) seem to call into question whether the
alleged convergence with the axiom of justice has a solid basis. Further, Sidgwick seemed unaware of a
crucial aspect of Kant’s conception of the humanity formula that constitutes a substantial divide between
their views on benevolence. The upshot is that the divide between Kantian and Sidgwickian ethics appears
deeper than Sidgwick seemed to realize. This analysis is confirmed by Sidgwick’s famous worries regarding
freedom and the existence of God in Kant’s work.”



2019

2006

2012

1978

1948

1954

1959

2011

2023

1976

1991

2000

2000

2001

2004

[332]

[333]

[334]

[335]

[336]

[337]

[338]

[339]

[340]

[341]

[342]

[343]

[344]

[345]

[346]

Dusing, Klaus (2019): Ethische Freiheit, Autonomie und
Selbstbewusstsein bei Kant mit einem Ausblick auf Fichte, in Freiheit nach Kant.
Tradition, Rezeption, Transformation, Aktualitét, hrsg. von SaSa Josifovi? und Jorg
Noller, Leiden, Boston, S. 134-50.

Duttge, Gunnar/Lowe, Michael (2006): Das Absolute im Recht. Epilegomena zur deontolo-
gischen Legitimation abwéagungsfreier Rechtsgehalte, Jahrbuch fiir Recht und Ethik 14,
hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, S. 351-84.

Dyck, Corey W. (2012): Chimerical Ethics and Flattering Moralists: Baumgarten’s Influence on
Kant’s Moral Theory in the Observations and Remarks, in Kant's Observations and
Remarks. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von Susan Meld Shell und Richard Velkley, Cambridge
2012, S. 38-56.

Dye, James Wayne (1978): Kant as Ethical Naturalist, Journal of Value Inquiry 12, S. 111-25.

Ebbinghaus, Julius (1948): Deutung und MiRdeutung des kategorischen Imperativs, Studium
Generale 1, S. 411-19. Wiederabgedruckt in Ebbinghaus, Gesammelte Aufsatze, Vor-
trage und Reden, Hildesheim 1968, S. 80-96.

Ebbinghaus, Julius (1954): Kants Ableitung des Verbotes der Liige aus dem Rechte der Mensch-
heit, Revue Internationale de Philosophie 8, S. 409-22.

Ebbinghaus, Julius (1959): Die Formeln des kategorischen Imperativs und die Ableitung inhalt-
lich bestimmter Pflichten, Studi e Ricerche di Storia della Filosofia 32. Wiederabge-
druckt in Ebbinghaus, Gesammelte Aufsatze, Vortrage und Reden, Hildesheim 1968, S.
140-60.

Ebels-Duggan, Kyla (2011): Kantian Ethics, in The Continuum Companion in Ethics, hrsg. von
Christian B. Miller, London, New York, S. 168-89.

Ebels-Duggan, Kyla (2023): The Formula of Universal Law, in Understanding Kant’s Ground-
work, hrsg. von Steven M. Cahn, Indianapolis, S. 49-63.

Ebert, Theodor (1976): Kants kategorischer Imperativ und die Kriterien gebotener, verbotener
und freigestellter Handlungen, Kant-Studien 67, S. 570-83.

Edel, Geert (1991): ,Formalismus‘ und Universalisierung in der kantischen Ethik, in Akten des
Siebenten Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Mainz 1990, hrsg. von Gerhard Funke.
Bonn/Berlin, Band Il, 1, S. 291-304.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2000): Egoism and Formalism in the Development of Kant’s Moral
Philosophy, Kant-Studien 91, S. 411-32.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2000): Self-Love, Anthropology, and Universal Benevolence in Kant’'s Meta-
physics of Morals, Review of Metaphysics 53, S. 887-914.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2001): Material Conditions of Practical Principles in Kant’s Kritik der prakti-
schen Vernunft, in Kant und die Berliner Aufklarung. Akten des IX. Internationalen
Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Volker Gerhardt, Rolf-Peter Horstmann und Ralph Schu-
macher, Berlin, New York, Bd. IIl, S. 182-93.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2004): Universal Lawgiving and Material Determining Grounds in Kant’s
Moral Doctrine of Ends, in Metaphysik und Kritik. Festschrift fur Manfred Baum zum



2013

2015

2018

1966

1972

1989

2020
1977

1985

1994

1992

1996

1997

[347]

[348]

[349]

[350]

[351]

[352]

[353]
[354]

[355]

[356]

[357]

[358]

[350]

65. Geburtstag, hrsg. von Sabine Doyé, Marion Heinz und Udo Rameil, Berlin, New
York, S. 215-35.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2013): A Tale of Two Ends. Obligatory Ends and Material Determining
Grounds in Kant’'s Metaphysics of Morals, in Kants »Metaphysik der Sitten« in der
Diskussion. Ein Arbeitsgesprach an der Herzog August Bibliothek Wolfenbuttel 2009,
hrsg. von Werner Euler und Burkhard Tuschling, Berlin, S. 147-76.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2015): Self-Love, Sociability, and Autonomy. Some Presuppositions of Kant’s
Account of Practical Law, in Kant, Fichte, and the Legacy of Transcendental Idealism,
hrsg. von Halla Kim und Steven Hoeltzel, Lanham, S. 1-29.

Edwards, Jeffrey (2018): Autonomy, Moral Worth, and Right. Kant on Obligatory Ends, Respect
for Law, and Original Acquisition, Berlin, Boston (Kant-Studien Erganzungshefte 198).

Eisenberg, Paul D. (1966): From the Forbidden to the Supererogatory: The Basic Ethical Cate-
gories in Kant’s Tugendlehre, American Philosophical Quarterly 3.

Eisenberg, Paul D. (1972): Kant on Duties to, and Duties Regarding, Oneself or Others, in
Proceedings of the Third International Kant Congress (1970), hrsg. von Lewis White
Beck, Dordrecht, S. 275-80.

Eldridge, Richard (1989): On Moral Personhood. Philosophy, Literature, Criticism, and Self-
Understanding, Chicago, S. 34-63 (“Kantian Morality: Problems and Responses”).

Elizondo, E. Sonny (2020): Kantian Cognitivism, Pacific Phlosophical Quarterly 101, S. 711-25.%

Elsigan, Alfred (1977): Zum Rigorismusproblem in der Kantischen Tugendlehre, Wiener Jahr-
buch fur Philosophie 10, S. 208-25.

Elsigan, Alfred (1985): Der Wert eines guten Willens — legitimer Grund und Zweck moralischer
Verpflichtung? Zum Begriff des moralisch Guten bei Kant, Wiener Jahrbuch fiir Philo-
sophie 17, S. 123-40.

Emmet, Dorothy (1994): The Role of the Unrealisable. A Study in Regulative Ideals, Houndmills,
S. 10-29 (“Regulative Ideals: Kant”, “A Regulative Ideal in Ethics: The Good Will”).

Engstrom, Stephen (1992): The Concept of the Highest Good in Kant’'s Moral Theory,
Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 52, S. 747-80.

Engstrom, Stephen (1996): Happiness and the Highest Good in Aristotle and Kant, in Aristotle,
Kant, and the Stoics. Rethinking Happiness and Duty, hrsg. von Stephen Engstrom und
Jennifer Whiting, Cambridge, S. 102-38.

Engstrom, Stephen (1997): Kant’s Conception of Practical Wisdom, Kant-Studien 88, S. 16-43.

8 “According to many of its advocates, one of the main attractions of Kantian moral philosophy is its
metaethical innocence. The most interesting argument for such innocence appeals to Kantians' rationalism.
Roughly, if moral action is simply rational action, then we do not need to appeal to anything beyond
rationality to certify moral judgment. | assess this argument by reflecting on (dis)analogies between moral
and logical forms of rationalism. | conclude that the Kantian claim to metaethical innocence is overstated.
Kantians cannot avoid substantial metaethical commitments. Or if they can, it is not their rationalism that
explains why this is so.”



2002  [360] Engstrom, Stephen (2002): Introduction, in Immanuel Kant, Critique of Practical Reason.
Translated by Werner S. Pluhar, Indianapolis, S. xv—liv.

2002 [361] Engstrom, Stephen (2002): The Inner Freedom of Virtue, in Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals.
Interpretative Essays, hrsg. von Mark Timmons, Oxford, S. 289-316.

2009 [362] Engstrom, Stephen (2009): The Form of Practical Knowledge. A Study of the Categorical
Imperative, Cambridge, Mass.5!

2010 [363] Engstrom, Stephen (2010): Reason, Desire, and the Will, in Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals. A
Critical Guide, hrsg. von Lara Denis, Cambridge, S. 28-50.

2010 [364] Engstrom, Stephen (2010): The Triebfeder of Pure Practical Reason, in Kant's Critique of

Practical Reason. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von Andrews Reath und Jens Timmermann,
Cambridge, S. 90-118.

2015 [365] Engstrom, Stephen (2015): The Complete Object of Practical Knowledge, in The Highest Good

in Aristotle and Kant, hrsg. von Joachim Aufderheide und Ralf M. Bader, Oxford, S.
129-57.

1996 [366] Engstrom, Stephen/Whiting, Jennifer (Hrsg.) (1996): Aristotle, Kant, and the Stoics. Rethinking

Happiness and Duty, Cambridge.

2001 [367] Enskat, Rainer (2001): Autonomie und Humanitat. Wie kategorische Imperative die Urteilskraft

orientieren, in Systematische Ethik mit Kant, hrsg. von Hans-Ulrich Baumgarten und
Carsten Held, Freiburg, S. 82-123.

2015 [368] Espinet, David (2015): Lust, die glucklich macht. Kant Uber das hochste Gut, Deutsche Zeit-

schrift fir Philosophie 63, S. 824-54.

2001 [369] Esser, Andrea (2001): Kant und moralische Konflikte, in Kant und die Berliner Aufklarung. Akten

des IX. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Volker Gerhardt, Rolf-Peter Horst-

61 “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)

Preface. Note on Citations. Introduction. Part |. Willing as Practical Knowing. 1. The Will and Practical
Judgment. 2. Fundamental Practical Judgments: The Wish for Happiness. Part Il. From Presuppositions of
Judgment to the Idea of a Categorical Imperative. 1. The Formal Presuppositions of Practical Judgment. 2.
Constraints on Willing. Part Ill. Interpretation. 1. The Categorical Imperative. 2. Applications. 3. Conclusion.
— Epilogue. Index.



2004

2001

2009

2013

2014

2021

2014
2013

2013

1938
1953

[370]

[371]

[372]

[373]

[374]

[375]

[376]
[377]

[378]

[379]
[380]

mann und Ralph Schumacher, Berlin, New York, Bd. Ill, S. 194-201.

Esser, Andrea Marlen (2004): Eine Ethik fur Endliche. Kants Tugendlehre in der Gegenwart,
Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt.

Esser, Andrea (2008): Kant on Solving Moral Conflicts, in Kant’s Ethics of Virtue, hrsg. von
Monika Betzler, Berlin, S. 279-302.

Esser, Andrea Marlen (2009): Aufklarung der Praxis. Kantischer Konstruktivismus in der Ethik,
in Kant und die Zukunft der européischen Aufklarung, hrsg. von Heiner Klemme, Berlin,
S. 319-35.

Esser, Andrea M. (2013): The Inner Court of Conscience, Moral Self-Knowledge, and the Proper
Object of Duty (TL 6: 437-444), in Kant’s “Tugendlehre”. A Comprehensive Commen-
tary, hrsg. von Andreas Trampota, Oliver Sensen und Jens Timmermann, Berlin, S.
269-92.

Esser, Andrea Marlen (2014): Die Bedeutung von Gefuihlen in Kants Moralphilosophie und die
Mdglichkeit ihrer phdnomenologischen Erweiterung, in Affektivitat und Ethik bei Kant
und in der Phdnomenologie, hrsg. von Inga Rdmer, Berlin, S. 145-72.

Esser, Andrea Marlen (2021): Kants Tugendlehre, in Handbuch Tugend und Tugendethik, hrsg.
von Christoph Halbig und Felix Timmermann, Wiesbaden, S. 231-49.

Esteves, Julio (2014): The Primacy of the Good Will, Kant-Studien 105, S. 83-112.5?

Euler, Werner (2013): Die Tugendlehre im System der praktischen Philosophie Kants, in Kants
»Metaphysik der Sitten« in der Diskussion. Ein Arbeitsgesprach an der Herzog August
Bibliothek Wolfenbttel 2009, hrsg. von Werner Euler und Burkhard Tuschling, Berlin,
S. 221-300.

Euler, Werner/Tuschling, Burkhard (Hrsg.) (2013): Kants »Metaphysik der Sitten« in der
Diskussion. Ein Arbeitsgesprach an der Herzog August Bibliothek Wolfenbuttel 2009,
Berlin 2013.

Ewing, A. C. (1938): The Paradoxes of Kant’s Ethics, Philosophy 13, S. 40-56.
Ewing, A. C. (1953): Ethics, New York 1965, S. 49-61 (“Duty for Duty’s Sake”).
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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
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“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
beneficence and best understood as a duty of self-transformation, which agents observe by cultivating a
benevolent disposition and practical beneficent desires.”

“In the Doctrine of Virtue Kant declares that “Only an end that is also a duty can be called a duty of virtue”
(MS 6:383). In the same text Kant refers to the duty of respect for others as a duty of virtue. It follows that
the duty of respect must correspond to some end that is also a duty. What is this end? This paper
endeavors to answer this question. Though Kant explicitly identifies two obligatory ends—one's own
perfection and the happiness of others {MS 6:385) — neither is a good candidate for the end which corre-
sponds to the duty of respect. This paper examines two plausible candidates — others* humanity and others'
self-esteem — arguing that the latter is preferable insofar as it accords better with what Kant says about the
vice of defamation, respecting others in the logical use of their reason, and respectful beneficence.”

“In this article | argue that understanding the role that the virtues of love play in Kant’s ethical theory
requires understanding not only the nature of the virtues themselves, but also the unique nature of wide
Kantian duties. | begin by making the case that while the Doctrine of Virtue supports attributing an affective
component to the virtues of love, we are right to resist attributing an affective success condition to these
virtues. | then distinguish wide duties from negative and narrow (positive) duties in order to make the case
that prudential considerations often unavoidably and unproblematically play a role in deliberation about
how we fulfil our wide duties. In the final section | combine these findings, arguing that the virtues of love
play an important moral role by shaping these pruden-tial considerations.”

% “For several decades, Kant scholars, inspired by the Groundwork false-promising example, have constructed

consent-based criteria for using another merely as a means. Unfortunately, these consent-based accounts
produce assessments that are both counter-intuitive and un-Kantian in relatively simple cases. This article
investigates why these consent-based accounts fail and offers an alternative. The Groundwork false-
promising example has encouraged a problematically narrow understanding of the conditions for using
another merely as a means in virtue of the fact that the example involves a consent-sensitive duty. This
article demonstrates that the scope of the prohibition on using another merely as a means includes both
consent-sensitive and consent-insensitive duties and offers a duty-based account that reflects this.”
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67 “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.”
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“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
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 berlcksichtigen muf3, wenn sie als systematisch
vollstandig gelten méchte. Dadurch werden neue Sichtweise auf traditionelle Probleme der Ethik Kants er-
mdglicht und Schnittstellen zu neueren Debatten aufgewiesen. Ein Kernstiick der Arbeit bilden die Deu-
tungen des moralischen Sinns der asthetischen Urteile tiber das Schéne und das Erhabene sowie der
teleologischen Urteile der Natur- und Geschichtsbetrachtung. Durch eine Explikation verschiedener Erfah-
rungsbegriffe wird es méglich, 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 III' 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 III’ 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.”

“This article builds on David Velleman’s recent work on moral relativism to argue that Kant’s account of
moral judgement is best read in a contextualist manner. More specifically, | argue that while for Kant the
form of moral judgement is invariant, substantive moral judgements are nonetheless context-dependent.
The same form of moral willing can give rise to divergent substantive judgements. To some limited extent,
Kantian contextualism is a development out of Rawlsian constructivism. Yet while for constructivists the
primary concern is with the derivation of generally valid principles of morality, Velleman’s Kant-inspired
form of moral relativism demonstrates the indispensability to a Kantian approach of indexical reasons for
action. | argue in turn that Velleman’s focus on the indexical nature of reasons for action must be
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supplemented by an account of agential reflexivity. The latter divides Kantian contextualism from Kantian
relativism.”

“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.”

“The dominant interpretation of Kant as a moral constructivist has recently come under sustained
philosophical attack by those defending a moral realist reading of Kant. In light of this, should we read Kant
as endorsing moral constructivism or moral realism? In answering this question we encounter disagreement
in regard to two key independence claims. First, the independence of the value of persons from the moral
law (an independence that is rejected) and second, the independence of the content and authority of the
moral law from actual acts of willing on behalf of those bound by that law (an independence that is upheld).
The resulting position, which is called not ‘all the way down’ constructivism, is attributed to Kant.”
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“In this volume Paul Formosa sets out a hovel approach to Kantian ethics as an ethics of dignity by focusing
on the Formula of Humanity as a normative principle distinct from the Formula of Universal Law. By
situating the Kantian conception of dignity within the wider literature on dignity, he develops an important
distinction between status dignity, which all rational agents have, and achievement dignity, which all
rational agents should aspire to. He then explores constructivist and realist views on the foundation of the
dignity of rational agents, before developing a compelling account of who does and does not have status
dignity, and of what kind of achievement dignity or virtue we, as vulnerable rational agents, can and should
strive for. His study will be highly valuable for those interested in Kant’s ethical, moral and political
philosophies.”

“In his Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals, Kant’s desiderata for a supreme principle of practical
reasoning and morality require that the subjective conditions under which some action is thought of as
justified via some maxim be sufficient for judging the same action as justified by any agent in those
conditions. This describes the kind of universalization conditions now known as moral supervenience. But
when he specifies his “formula of universal law” (FUL) Kant replaces this condition with a quite different
kind of universality: the judgment that some agent could rationally (i. e., without willing the frustration of
his own valued ends) will his adoption of some maxim under the condition that this would cause all agents
in his world to adopt it as well. Our wills typically lack this efficacy, so requiring that our wills conform to
what would be rational for a hypothetical agent in this situation to will is a heteronomous requirement.
Several intuitively wrong maxims pass Kant’s test but fail the test of supervenience, because they generate
no contradiction in a world of universal compliance but do so in non-ideal worlds, demonstrating the
inadequacy of the FUL and the logical superiority of moral supervenience.”
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Part Il. The Solution: 5. Transcendental evil, radical evil, and moral anthropology; 6. Moral influence on
others; Epilogue. Incorporating moral anthropology and defending Kantian moral philosophy.

“In recent years, several philosophers have used “situationist” findings in social psychology to criticize
character-based ethical theories. After showing how these criticisms apply, prima facie, to Kant’s moral
theory, | lay out a Kantian response to them. Kant admits the empirical reality of situation-dependence in
human actions but articulates a conception of “ought implies can” that vindicates his character-based moral
theory in the face of rarity of character. Moreover, he provides an interpretive framework for the situation-
dependence of human motivation in terms of humans’ “propensity to evil.” He also provides a framework
for highlighting empirical bases for moral hope, a framework that makes it possible to see lack of character
as something human beings can overcome. And he outlines a “moral anthropology” that develops
something akin to what Mark Alfano calls “moral technologies,” but in Kant’s case, these technologies focus
on cultivating character as such rather than merely good behavioral outcomes.”

“Kantian socialists at the turn of the twentieth century, as well as contemporary authors seeking a principle
with which to condemn capitalism, have turned to Kant’s Formula of the End in Itself (FEI). This article
assesses the arguments from FEI against capitalism from the perspective of the issues that arise in
interpreting and applying Kant’s formula. There are various strategies with which a Kantian might use FEI to
condemn conduct that Kant did not use FEI to condemn. The article asks whether any of the existing
arguments from FEI employ plausible versions of these strategies to derive a strict duty from that formula’s
Never Merely as a Means principle that condemns capitalism.”

“In Rescuing Autonomy from Kant, James Furner argues that Marxism’s relation to Kant’s ethics is not one
of irrelevance, complementarity or incompatibility, but critique. Although Kant’s formulas of the categorical
imperative presuppose a belief in God that Kant cannot motivate, the value of autonomy can instead be
grounded by appeal to an antinomy in capitalism’s basic structure, and this commits us to socialism.”



1991 [456] Gaita, Raimond (1991): Good and Evil: An Absolute Conception, Houndmills, S. 144-50.

1985 [457] Galvin, Richard (1985): Tennis Anyone? Problem Cases for Formal Universalizability Tests,

Southwest Philosophy Review 2, S. 79-85.

1991 [458] Galvin, Richard (1991): Does Kant’s Psychology of Morality Need Basic Revision?, Mind 100, S.

221-36.

1991 [459] Galvin, Richard (1991): Ethical Formalism: The Contradiction in Conception Test, History of

Philosophy Quarterly 8, S. 357-408.

1999 [460] Galvin, Richard F. (1999): Slavery and Universalizability, Kant-Studien 90, S. 191-203.

2009 [461] Galvin, Richard (2009): The Universal Law Formulas, in The Blackwell Guide to Kant’s Ethics,

hrsg. von Thomas E. Hill, Jr., Malden, MA, S. 52-82.

2011 [462] Galvin, Richard (2011): Rounding Up the Usual Suspects: Varieties of Kantian Constructivism in

Ethics, Philosophical Quarterly 61, S. 16-36.%

2019 [463]  Galvin, Richard (2019): Freedom and the Fact of Reason, Kantian Review 24, S. 27-51.8!

2012  [464] Garcia, Ernesto V. (2012): A New Look at Kantian Respect for Persons, Kant-Yearbook 4: Kant

and Contemporary Moral Philosophy, S. 69-89.82

80

81

82

“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 | 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. | close with
some objections to interpreting Kant as a meta-ethical constructivist.”

“The focus of my argument is whether, and in what sense, freedom is ‘revealed’ by the fact of reason in
Kant’s second Critique. | 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. | then point out how various commentators have claimed each to be the fact of reason. Next
| 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 | 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.”

“In this paper, | argue that we can identify three different kinds of ‘respect for persons’ in Kant’s writings:
(1) respect as ‘honor’ or ‘esteem’ based upon a person’s unequal comparative value vis-a-vis other people;
(2) ‘political respect’ based upon a person’s equal comparative value vis-a-vis other people; and (3) ‘moral
respect’ based upon a person’s absolute and incomparable value vis-a-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, | 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, | argue that such
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views mistakenly conflate (2) ‘political respect’ which involves treating people in ways they would agree to
based on principles of mutual reciprocity and fairness and (3) ‘moral respect’ for people as ends-in-
themselves. | conclude by examining the overall relevance of this approach for recent debates about
political liberalism. In the end, | argue that this new Kantian framework offers us a highly systematic,
principled, and perhaps even exhaustive taxonomy for capturing the many different ways in which we can
respect people in general.”
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“Kant’s conception of moral agency is often charged with attributing no role to feelings. | suggest that
respect is the effective force driving moral action. | then argue that four additional types of rational feelings
are necessary conditions of moral agency: (1) The affective inner life of moral agents deliberating how to
act and reflecting on their deeds is rich and complex (conscience). To act morally we must turn our affective
moral perception towards the ends of moral action: (2) the welfare of others (love of others); and (3) our
own moral being (self-respect). (4) Feelings shape our particular moral acts (moral feeling). | tentatively
suggest that the diversity of moral feelings might be as great as the range of our duties.”

“The article defends three claims regarding the relation between the different formulas of the categorical
imperative. (1) On its prevailing reading, FUL gives different moral guidance than FH; left answered, this
problem is an argument for adopting a competing perspective on FUL. (2) The prohibitions and commands
of the formulas should be taken to be extensionally the same; but FKE adds a dimension missing from the
others, gained by uniting their perspectives, namely, bringing the variety of moral laws into systematic
unity. (3) The grammatically ambiguous phrase in GMS , 4 : 436 . 9-10 claims that FA alone unites the other
formulas in itself.”

“Time and again, one finds in the literature the view that Kant held a pre-critical or semi-critical moral
philosophy in the canon chapter of the Critique of Pure Reason. This is shown, firstly, by the fact that
practical freedom is understood as cognized through experience and, secondly, by the fact that Kant not
only allows a sensuous incentive for the observance of the moral law, but considers it necessary. Against
that, it is argued in this essay that, firstly, moral philosophy as such is not addressed in the canon at all and,
secondly, that the canon by no means approves of sensuous incentives with regard to the morally required
promotion of the highest good. What is indeed addressed, although only in the second section of the
canon, is moral theology.”
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“In what follows | will consider Kant's and Habermas’s conceptions of moral validity in a comparative and
critical way. First, | will reconstruct Habermas's discursive or deliberative reformulation of Kant’s moral
theory (sec.1). And, second, | will introduce some comparative critical considerations (2). | will contend that,
though much is gained with Habermas’s intersubjectivist reformulation of Kant’s moral philosophy, some
problems emerge that could be treated with the help of certain Kantian insights. | will focus on Kant’s and
Habermas’s strictly moral writings. The issue of political validity or legitimacy (i.e., of the validity of norms
that are to be enforced by a coercive state apparatus) is of course of great importance, but | will not
address 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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8 In der Forschung wird die Realitat des Ethischen bei Kant fast ausschlieRlich hinsichtlich des Formcharak-
ters des kategorischen Imperativs und des moralischen Urteils untersucht. Die Aufmerksamkeit konzentriert
sich dabei auf einen Vergleich mit der in der Grundlegung zur Metaphysik der Sitten angekiindigten und
nicht gelungenen ,.Deduktion“ des kategorischen Imperativs sowie auf die Einfllhrung der Zwei-Welten-
Lehre. Dieser weitverbreiteten Ansicht méchte ich durch folgende These entgegentreten: Kant hat die Frage
nach der Realitdt des Ethischen nicht schnell und fliichtig durch die Lehre vom Faktum der Vernunft
beantwortet, sondern hat ihr neben den Erwagungen in der ,,Analytik der Grundsatze“ und der ,,Begriffe*
auch die ganze Triebfederlehre und endlich die Methodenlehre gewidmet. Der Rekurs auf die Aprioritét des
Achtungsgefuhls, welcher in diesen beiden Textstiicken vorgenommen wird, gewéhrleistet den Beweis der
objektiven Realitat des moralischen Gestzes und der ihm angemessenen menschlichen Tugend. Es wird
auch kurz auf das apriorische Gefuihl der Zufriedenheit eingegangen, welches nach Kant die Mdéglichkeit der
apriorischen Verbindung von Moralitat und Glickseligkeit beweist.“

8 Gegen soziale oder sogar politische Umdeutungen der Kantischen Tugendlehre wird eingewandt, daR sich
Kant nicht auf die empirische Tatsache einer intersubjektiven Menschenvernunft beruft, sondern im
Gegenteil dazu behauptet, dal} die Tugendlehre bis auf die Elemente der Metaphysik zuriickgehen muR. Es
wird die These vertreten, geméall welcher die Tugendlehre keine Anthropologie, sondern eine
~Anthroponomie* (VI 405-406) ist, welche ohne den Riickbezug auf die Metaphysik weder Sicherheit noch
Reinheit und vor allem keine bewegende Kraft haben kann. AuRerderm wird die Besonderheit der
Kantischen Tugendlehre als Eleutheronomie und Anthroponomie betont, in welcher den ,&sthetischen
Vorbegriffen* (Ziffer XIl der Einleitung) eine wesentliche Rolle zukommt. Sie sind insgesamt &sthetisch und
vorhergehende, aber natirliche Gemiitsanlagen, durch Pflichtbegriffe affiziert zu werden. Das Bewultsein
derselben ist nicht empirischen Ursprungs, sondern kann nur auf das eines moralischen Gesetzes, als
Wirkung desselben aufs Gemiit, folgen. In diesem Kontext wird der Nexus mit der apriorischen
Triebfederlehre und mit der ebenfalls apriorischen Methodenlehre der Kritik der praktischen Vernunft ans
Licht gestellt und zwar in der Absicht, die fundierende Rolle apriorischer Gefuihle zu betonen.*

% “Conventional wisdom on Kantian ethics holds that in order to find out if one’s action is morally
permissible, one must “interpersonally universalize” the maxim behind that action, i.e., be able to will it for
everyone without falling into some sort of contradiction. | argue in this paper that this conventional
wisdom must be supplemented by a requirement to “temporally universalize” one’s maxim, such that it
hypothetically holds for all times. Doing so, | argue, allows us to better understand Kant’s arguments for
duties to oneself in the Groundwork, and it also allows us to avoid putative problem maxims for Christine


http://www.secretum
http://www.filosofia.unimi.it/itinera/mat/saggi/?ssectitle=Saggi&authorid=giordanettip&
http://www.filosofia.unimi.it/itinera/mat/saggi/giordanettip_tugendlehre.pdf

2007  [497] Glasgow, Joshua (2007): Kant’s Conception of Humanity, Journal of the History of Philosophy

45, S. 291-308.%

1971 [498] Glass, Ronald (1971): The Contradictions in Kant’s Examples, Philosophical Studies 69, S. 65-70.

2017  [499] Goldberg, Zachary J. (2017): Can Kant’s Theory of Radical Evil Be Saved?, Kantian Review 22, S.

395-419.%

1988 [500] Goldman, Alan H. (1988): Moral Knowledge, London, S. 91-130 (“Kant: Objective Rationality

and Obligation”).

2006  [501] Gonzélez Valenzuela, Juliana (2006): Kant’s Ethics and its Influence on Bioethics, in Kant Today

— Kant aujourd'hui — Kant heute. Results of the IIP Conference/Actes des Entretiens de
I'Institut International de Philosophie Karlsruhe/Heidelberg 2004, hrsg. von Hans Lenk
und Reiner Wiehl, Miinster, S. 127-41.

1994  [502] Gowans, Christopher W. (1994): Innocence Lost. An Examination of Inescapable Moral Wrong-

doing, New York, Oxford, S. 184-217 (“Kantian Critiques of the Phenomenological
Argument”).

2007  [503] Goy, Ina (2007): Immanuel Kant Uber das moralische Geflihl der Achtung, Zeitschrift fur

philosophische Forschung 61, S. 337-60.

2013 [504] Goy, Ina (2013): Virtue and Sensibility (TL 6: 399-409), inKant's “Tugendlehre”. A Com-

prehensive Commentary, hrsg. von Andreas Trampota, Oliver Sensenund Jens
Timmermann, Berlin, S. 183-206.

2014  [505] Goy, Ina (2014): Die Deduktion des Sittengesetzes in den Jahren 1785, 1788 und 1788 — 90 und

der Wandel in Kants Naturbegriff, in Kants Rechtfertigung des Sittengesetzes in
Grundlegung Ill. Deduktion oder Faktum?, hrsg. von Heiko Puls, Berlin, S.167-88.

2005 [506] Graband, Claudia (2005): Das Vermdgen der Freiheit: Kants Kategorien der praktischen Ver-

nunft, Kant-Studien 96, S. 41-65.

91

92

Korsgaard’s “practical contradiction” interpretation of the universalization procedure, namely those offered
by Barbara Herman that contain a coordination feature (e.g., “I will play tennis at 10:00 on Sundays”).”
“Contemporary Kant scholarship generally takes ‘humanity’ in Kant’s ethical writings to refer to beings with
rational capacities. However, his claims that only the good will has unqualified goodness and that humanity
is unconditionally valuable suggests that humanity might be the good will. This problem seems to have
infiltrated some prominent scholarship, and Richard Dean has recently argued that, in fact, humanity is
indeed the good will. This paper defends, and tries to make sense of, the more conventional view that
humanity and the good will are distinct.”

“In this article, | assess three contemporary criticisms levelled at Kant’s theory of evil in order to evaluate
whether his theory can be saved. Critics argue that Kant does not adequately distinguish between evil and
mundane wrongdoing, making his use of the term ‘evil’ emotional hyperbole; by defining evil as the
subordination of the moral law to self-love his analysis is seemingly overly simplistic and empirically false;
and by focusing solely on the moral character of the perpetrator of evil, Kant’s theory apparently ignores
the most salient aspect of evil — the suffering of victims. While | will not claim that Kant provides us with a
fully adequate theory of evil, | respond to each of these criticisms and conclude that Kant’s theory can still
provide significant insight into both the nature of evil and the moral psychology of perpetrators of evil.”
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Inquiry 48, S. 232-48.%

% “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 commaodification.”

% “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 Ground-
work 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
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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.”

“This article examines an appendix to the Doctrine of Virtue which has received little attention. | argue that
this passage suggests that Kant makes it a duty, internal to his system of duties, to ‘join the graces with
virtue’ and so to ‘make virtue widely loved’ (MM, 6: 473). The duty to make virtue widely loved obligates us
to bring the standards of respectability, and so the social graces, into a formal agreement with what
morality demands of us, such that the social graces give the illusion of virtue. The existence of such a duty
can answer Schiller’s persistent objection that Kant’s ethics scares away the Graces with Duty.”

“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 Ill: 5. The Kantian Virtue of
Humility: 5. The Kantian virtue of humility; 6. Humility and self-respect; 7. The humble person; Part IV. The
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Virtues of Kantian Humility: 8. The humble pursuit of self-knowledge; 9. The humble pursuit of respect for
persons; Conclusion.”

“Henry Allison and Paul Guyer have recently offered interpretations of Kant’s argument in Groundwork lIl.
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 I, 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.”

“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.”



[1093] und [1732].

2010 [531] Gressis, Rob (2010): Recent Work on Kantian Maxims I: Established Approaches, Philosophy

Compass 5, S. 216-27.1%

2010 [532] Gressis, Rob (2010): Recent Work on Kantian Maxims II, Philosophy Compass 5, S. 228-39.1%

2002 [533] Grimm, Stephen R. (2002): Kant’s Argument for Radical Evil, European Journal of Philosophy 10,

S. 160-77.

2000 [534] Grondin, Jean (2000): Zur Phanomenologie des moralischen ,Gesetzes’. Das kontemplative

Motiv der Erhebung in Kants praktischer Metaphysik, Kant-Studien 91, S. 385-94.

1988 [535] Grunewald, Bernward (1988): Praktische Vernunft und transzendentale Einheit. Das Problem

einer transzendentalen Deduktion des Sittengesetzes, in Kant. Analysen — Probleme -

101

102

“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 Rudiger 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
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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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.”

195 “In the Metaphysics of Morals, Kant makes a distinction between duties of virtue and the obligation to be
virtuous. For a number of reasons, it may seem as if the latter does not actually require any actions of us
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 claims that the fundamental principle of morality is given by pure reason itself. Many have inter-
preted Kant to derive this principle from a conception of pure practical reason (as opposed to merely
prudential reasoning about the most effective means to empirically given ends). But Kant maintained that
there is only one faculty of reason, although with both theoretical and practical applications. This Element
shows how Kant attempted to derive the fundamental principle and goal of morality from the general prin-
ciples of reason as such, defined by the principles of non-contradiction and sufficient reason and the ideal
of systematicity.”

“Kant’s accounts of moral education, appraisal respect and gratitude each depend on the assumption that
human beings see and judge each other’s actions to be morally good. This assumption appears to stand in
tension with the Opacity Thesis, Kant’s claim that we can never know if an action is morally good. This
paper examines Kant’s discussion of moral illusion to relieve this tension. It is argued that we are required
to uphold moral illusion, i.e. to represent others’ actions to be morally good (while knowing that we may be
mistaken), due to the duty of beneficence for others’ moral well-being.”

“Kant’s moral philosophy both enjoins the acquisition of self-knowledge as a duty, and precludes certain
forms of its acquisition via what has become known as the Opacity Thesis. This article looks at several
recent attempts to solve this difficulty and argues that they are inadequate. | argue instead that the Opacity
Thesis rules out only the knowledge that one has acted from genuine moral principles, but does not apply in
cases of moral failure. The duty of moral self-knowledge applies therefore only to one’s awareness of one’s
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status as a moral being and to the knowledge of one’s moral failings, both in particular actions and one’s
overall character failings, one’s vices. This kind of knowledge is morally salutary as an aid to discovering
one’s individual moral weakness as well as the subjective ends for which one acts, and in this way for taking
up the morally required end of treating human beings as human beings. In this way, moral self-knowledge
can be understood as a necessary element of moral improvement, and | conclude by suggesting several
ways to understand it thereby as genu-inely primary among the duties to oneself.”

“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.”



1988
1992
1957

1985

1925

2006

2002

1994

2008

2012

2001

2016

2017

2018

[593]
[594]
[595]

[596]

[597]

[598]

[599]

[600]

[601]

[602]

[603]

[604]
[605]

[606]

Zum moralischen Denken, hrsg. von Christoph Fehige und Georg Meggle, Frankfurt
a. M. 1995, Bd. 2, S. 11-34.

Harris, Nigel G. E. (1988): Imperfect Duties and Conflict of Will, Kant-Studien 79, S. 33-42.
Harris, Nigel G. E. (1992): Kantian Duties and Immoral Agents, Kant-Studien 83, S. 336-43.

Harrison, Jonathan (1957): Kant’s Examples of the First Formulation of the Categorical
Imperative, Philosophical Quarterly 7, S. 50-62.

Harrison, Jonathan (1985): Utilitarianism, Universalization, Heteronomy and Necessity or
Unkantian Ethics, in Morality and Universality, hrsg. von Nelson T. Potter und Mark
Timmons, Dordrecht, S. 237-65. Wiederabgedruckt in Harrison, Ethical Essays Volume
I, Aldershot 1993, S. 81-109.

Hartmann, Nicolai (1925): Ethik, Berlin 1962 (4., unveranderte Aufl.), S. 98-119 (,,Die Kantische
Ethik").

Harzer, Regina (2006): Uber die Bedeutsamkeit des Kategorischen Imperativs fiir die Rechts-
lehre Kants, Jahrbuch fur Recht und Ethik 14, hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim
Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, S. 225-41.

Haucke, Kai (2002): Moralische Pflicht und die Frage nach dem gelingenden Leben. Uberle-
gungen zu Kants Glucksbegriff, Kant-Studien 93, S. 177-99.

Hayward, Tim (1994): Kant and the Moral Considerability of Non-Rational Beings, in Philosophy
and the Natural Environment, hrsg. von Robin Attfield und Andrew Belsey (Royal
Institute of Philosophy Supplement 36), S. 129-42.

Heil, Joachim (2008): Einleitung in die praktische Philosophie Kants, in Texte zur praktischen
Philosophie: Kant. Ausgewéhlt und eingeleitet von Joachim Heil, London, S. XVII-LXVII.

Heinrichs, Bert (2012): Kants angewandte Ethik. Zur Architektonik der Moralphilosophie Kants
und ihrer Bedeutung fur die zeitgendssische angewandte Ethik, Philosophisches Jahr-
buch 119, S. 260-82.11°

Held, Carsten (2001): Kant Gber Willensfreiheit und Moralitét, in Systematische Ethik mit Kant,
hrsg. von Hans-Ulrich Baumgarten und Carsten Held, Freiburg, S. 124-61.

Henning, Tim (2016): Kants Ethik. Eine Einflhrung, Stuttgart.

Henning, Tim (2017): Kants Ethik und das Problem der Nicht-Identitat, in Worauf es ankommt.
Derek Parfits praktische Philosophie in der Diskussion, hrsg. von Matthias Hoesch,
Sebastian Muders und Markus Rither, Hamburg, 147-70. — Parfits Erwiderung:
[1188].

Henrich, Daniel C. (2018): Zur Rezeption von Kants Begriff der Verbindlichkeit in der modernen
Moralphilosophie, in Aufklarung 30: Pflicht und Verbindlichkeit bei Kant. Quellenge-

110 “The fission of ethics into two systematically distinct parts has its roots in the architectonics that Kant has
developed in his moral philosophy. Despite noticeable differences between “Kant’s applied moral
philosophy” (M. Gregor) and contemporary applied ethics this architectonics provides important insights
which can contribute to a systematically rigorous and historically mindful self-assurance of contemporary
applied ethics.”



1955

1958

1960

1963

1963

1975

1979

2001

1981

1983

1984

1985

1989

1990

[607]

[608]

[609]

[610]

[611]

[612]

[613]

[614]

[615]

[616]

[617]

[618]

[619]

[620]

schichtliche, systematische und wirkungsgeschichtliche Beitrdge, hrsg. von Gabriel
Rivero, Hamburg, S. 237-58.

Henrich, Dieter (1954/55): Das Prinzip der Kantischen Ethik, Philosophische Rundschau 2, S.
20-38.

Henrich, Dieter (1957/58): Hutcheson und Kant, Kant-Studien 49, S. 49-69. — Hutcheson and
Kant, in Kant’s Moral and Legal Philosophy, hrsg. von Karl Ameriks und Otfried Hoffe,
Cambridge 20009, S. 29-57.

Henrich, Dieter (1960): Der Begriff der sittlichen Einsicht und Kants Lehre vom Faktum der Ver-
nunft, in Die Gegenwart der Griechen im neueren Denken. Festschrift fir Hans-Georg
Gadamer zum 60. Geburtstag, Tubingen, S. 77-115.

Henrich, Dieter (1963): Das Problem der Grundlegung der Ethik bei Kant und im spekulativen
Idealismus, in Sein und Ethos. Untersuchungen zur Grundlegung der Ethik, hrsg. von
Paulus Engelhardt, Mainz, S. 350-86.

Henrich, Dieter (1963): Uber Kants friiheste Ethik. Versuch einer Rekonstruktion, Kant-Studien,
S. 404-31. - Concerning Kant’s Earliest Ethics. An Attempt at a Reconstruction, in
Kant's Observations and Remarks. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von Susan Meld Shell und
Richard Velkley, Cambridge 2012, S. 13-37.

Henrich, Dieter (1975): Die Deduktion des Sittengesetzes, in Denken im Schatten des
Nihilismus. Festschrift fur Wilhelm Weischedel, hrsg. von Alexander Schwan,
Darmstadt, S. 55-112.

Henson, R. (1979): What Kant Might Have Said: Moral Worth and the Overdetermination of
Dutiful Action, Philosophical Review 88, S. 39-54.

Hepfer, Karl (2001): ,,... der Stein der Weisen*: Motivation und Maximen, in Kant und die
Berliner Aufklarung. Akten des IX. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Volker
Gerhardt, Rolf-Peter Horstmann und Ralph Schumacher, Berlin, New York, Bd. IIl, S.
220-29.

Herman, Barbara (1981): On the Value of Acting from the Motive of Duty, in dies., The Practice
of Moral Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 1-22.

Herman, Barbara (1983): Integrity and Impartiality, in dies., The Practice of Moral Judgment,
Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 23-44.

Herman, Barbara (1984): Mutual Aid and Respect for Persons, in dies., The Practice of Moral
Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 45-72. Wiederabgedruckt in Kant’s Groundwork
of the Metaphysics of Morals. Critical Essays, hrsg. von Paul Guyer, Totowa 1998, S.
133-64.

Herman, Barbara (1985): The Practice of Moral Judgment, in dies., The Practice of Moral
Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 73-93.

Herman, Barbara (1989): Murder and Mayhem, in dies., The Practice of Moral Judgment,
Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 113-31.

Herman, Barbara (1990): Obligation and Performace: A Kantian Account of Moral Conflict, in
Identity, Character, and Morality. Essays in Moral Psychology, hrsg. von Owen Flana-



1991

1992

1993

1993

1993

1996

1997

1998

2001

2002

[621]

[622]

[623]

[624]

[625]

[626]

[627]

[628]

[629]

[630]

gan und Amélie Oksenberg Rorty, Cambridge, Mass., S. 311-37. Wiederabgedruckt als
“Obligation and Performance” in Herman, The Practice of Moral Judgment,
Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 159-83.

Herman, Barbara (1991): Agency, Attachment, and Difference, in dies., The Practice of Moral
Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 184-207.

Herman, Barbara (1992): What Happens to the Consequences?, in dies., The Practice of Moral
Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. 1993, S. 94-112.

Herman, Barbara (1993): Moral Deliberation and the Derivation of Duties, in dies., The Practice
of Moral Judgment, Cambridge, Mass., S. 132-58.

Herman, Barbara (1993): Leaving Deontology Behind, in dies., The Practice of Moral Judgment,
Cambridge, Mass., S. 208-40. — Jenseits der Deontologie, in Kants Ethik, hrsg. von Karl
Ameriks und Dieter Sturma, Paderborn 2004, S. 117-54.

Herman, Barbara (1993): The Practice of Moral Judgment, Cambridge, Mass. — Vgl. dazu [547],
[1758].

Herman, Barbara (1996): Making Room for Character, in Aristotle, Kant, and the Stoics.
Rethinking Happiness and Duty, hrsg. von Stephen Engstrom und Jennifer
Whiting, Cambridge, S. 36-60. Revidierte Version in Herman, Moral Literacy,
Cambridge, Mass. 2007, S. 1-28.

Herman, Barbara (1997): A Cosmopolitan Kingdom of Ends, in Reclaiming the History of Ethics.
Essays for John Rawls, hrsg. von Andrews Reath, Barbara Herman und Christine M.
Korsgaard, Cambridge, S. 187-213. Revidierte Version in Herman, Moral Literacy,
Cambridge, Mass. 2007, S. 51-78.

Herman, Barbara (1998): Training to Autonomy: Kant and the Question of Moral Education, in
Philosophers on Education [New] Historical Perspectives, hrsg. von Amélie O. Rorty,
London. Revidierte Version in Herman, Moral Literacy, Cambridge, Mass. 2007, S.
130-53.

Herman, Barbara (2001): Rethinking Kant’s Hedonism, in Fact and Value: Essays on Ethics and
Metaphysics for Judith Jarvis Thomson, Cambridge. Revidierte Version in Herman,
Moral Literacy, Cambridge, Mass. 2007, S. 176-202.

Herman, Barbara (2002): The Scope of Moral Requirement, Philosophy and Public Affairs 30, S.
227-56. Wiederabgedruckt in Herman, Moral Literacy, Cambridge, Mass. 2007, S.
203-29.



2006 [631]  Herman, Barbara (2006): Reasoning to Obligation, Inquiry 49, S. 44-61.11
2007 [632] Herman, Barbara (2007): Moral Literacy, Cambridge, Mass.
Dazu:

Reath, Andrews (2011): Will, Obligatory Ends and the Completion of Practical Reason:
Comments on Barbara Herman’s Moral Literacy, Kantian Review 16, S. 1-15.112

Engstrom, Stephen (2011): Herman on Moral Literacy, Kantian Review 16, S. 17-31.%13

Sedgwick, Sally (2011): ‘Letting the Phenomena In’: On How Herman’s Kantianism Does and
Does Not Answer the Empty Formalism Critique, Kantian Review 16, S. 33-47.1%

Herman, Barbara (2011): Embracing Kant’s Formalism, Kantian Review 16, S. 49-66.11

2007 [633] Herman, Barbara (2007): Obligatory Ends, in dies., Moral Literacy, Cambridge, Mass., S. 254—

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. | begin with
a brief sketch of the main features of Herman’s corrective account. | 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. | 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, | 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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“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 | 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.”

“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. | 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.”

“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. | 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.”

+Eine der deutschen Krankenhausketten versucht, ihr Geschéftsmodell u. a. auf Elemente der Kantschen
Moralphilosophie zu stiitzen. In den Dienstvertrdgen der fihrenden 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 Krankenh&auser
besser gerecht zu werden. Eine Analyse der einschlagigen Texte zeigt, dass Kants kategorischer Imperativ
mit der Goldenen Regel gleichgesetzt wird, wogegen Kant sich ausdrtcklich gewehrt hat. Die Goldene Regel
wird auRBerdem entstellt. Dass der kategorische Imperativ nicht nur Achtungs-, sondern auch Fursorge-
pflichten normiert, wird libersehen. Es bleibt offen, ob aus der Kantschen Ethik nicht doch Folgerungen fur
die Krankenhausorganisation zu ziehen sind, der hier kritisierte Versuch ist jedoch missglickt, weil — ganz
abgesehen von den Anwendungsproblemen — schon die Kantschen Konzepte missverstanden wurden.
Immerhin zeigt der Versuch, dass es im Management ein Bewusstsein flr 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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“This is a collection of essays on Kantian moral theory and practical ethics with the aim of developing
Kantian ethics and making it accessible and relevant to contemporary problems. With a new emphasis on
ideals beyond the strictest requirements of moral duty, the book expands the core aspects of Kantian ethics
and offers a broader perspective on familiar moral problems. Some essays explain Kantian concepts, others
review work of leading contemporary philosophers, and still others raise challenging ethical questions for
more general audiences. Having previously written on finding value in nature, Hill develops an ethical ideal
of appreciation of people and their lives, distinguishing this from both respect and beneficence. Hill argues
that this has important implications about how we should think about close personal relationships, such as
friendships, families, and relationships with people with disabilities. The first part focuses on Kantian moral
theory. Topics include the structure of Kant’s argument in the Groundwork, his idea of imperfect duties to
oneself, autonomy, and human dignity. Rawls’ constructivism is defended against O’Neill’s objections, and
Kantian ethics defended against the charge of utopian thinking. The second part focuses on practical ethics.
Topics include the ethics of suicide, philanthropy, conscientious objection, and tragic choices when it seems
that every alternative offends against human dignity. An essay on moral education contrasts Kantian and
Rawlsian perspectives. Another essay traces the role of self-respect in Rawls’ theory of justice and contrasts
a Kantian conception. Two final essays develop and illustrate the ideal of appreciation.”
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122 «\wWhy 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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from FUL. In this article, | argue that the standard reading does not work. In the first section, | articulate FUL
and what | mean by a positive duty. In the second section, | set out an intuitive version of the standard
reading of FUL and argue that it does not work. In the third section, | set out a more rigorous version of the
standard reading of FUL and argue that even this more rigorous version does not work.”

“In this paper | look at the connection between willing and believing for Kant’s and Kantian ethics. | argue
that the two main formulations of the categorical imperative are relativized to agents according to their
beliefs. | then point out three different ways in which Kant or a present-day Kantian might defend this
position. | conclude with some remarks about the contrast between Kant’s legal theory and his ethical
theory.”

“In this article | defend the traditional interpretations of Kant’s Formula of a Law of Nature from recent
attacks levelled by Faviola Rivera-Castro, James Furner, Ido Geiger, Pauline Kleingeld and Sven Nyholm.
After a short introduction, the article is divided into four main sections. In the first, | set out the basics of
the three traditional interpretations, the Logical Contradiction Interpretation, the Practical Contradiction
Interpretation and the Teleological Contradiction Interpretation. In the second, | examine the work of
Geiger, Kleingeld and Nyholm: these three commentators reject the traditional interpretations entirely, but
| argue that this rejection is ill-founded. In the third and fourth, | take a detailed look at Furner’s work, work
in which he seeks to revise (rather than reject) the traditional interpretations. | argue that, despite his more
modest aims, Furner’s revision is also ill-founded.”

‘In this article, | confront Parfit's Mixed Maxims Objection. | argue that recent attempts to respond to this
objection fail, and | argue that their fail-ure is compounded by the failure of recent attempts to show how
the Formula of Universal Law can be used to demarcate the category of obliga-tory maxims. | then set out
my own response to the objection, drawing on remarks from Kant’s Metaphysics of Morals for inspiration
and develop-ing a novel account of how the Formula of Universal Law can be employed to determine the
deontic status of action tokens, action types and maxims.”

“The main body of this Element, about Kant’s theory of conscience, is divided into two sections. The first
focuses on exegesis of Kant’s ethics. One of the overarching theses of this section of the Element is that,
although many of Kant’s claims about conscience are prima facie inconsistent, a close examination of
context generally can dissolve apparent contradictions. The second section of the Element focuses on
philosophical issues in Kantian ethics. One of the overarching theses of this section of the Element is that
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many positions traditionally associated with Kantian ethics, including the denial of moral luck, the
nonaccidental rightness condition, and the guise of the objectively good, are at variance with Kant’s ethics.”

135 “My goal in this piece is to show that there is a problem lurking in the shadows of recent attempts to derive
positive duties from Kant’s so-called universalizability tests and, further, to show that the most obvious way
of fixing these attempts renders them unable to fulfill their function. | shall begin by motivating and
explaining such an attempt.”

136 “In this paper | argue that there would be no obligatory maxims if the only standards for assessing maxims
were Kant’s universalizability tests. The paper is divided into five sections. In the first, | clarify my thesis: |
define my terms and disambiguate my thesis from other related theses for which one might argue. In the
second, | confront the view that says that if a maxim passes the universalizability tests, then there is a
positive duty to adopt that maxim; | also confront a close relative of this view. In the third, | confront the
view that says that if a maxim does not pass the universalizability tests, then there is a positive duty to
adopt the contradictory of that maxim. In the fourth, | confront two variations of the view that says that if a
maxim does not pass the universalizability tests and an agent is deliberating about the action in the maxim,
then the agent has a positive duty to adopt the contrary of that maxim. In the fifth, | confront the view that
says that if an agent has adopted a maxim of ends, then the agent has a positive duty to universalize that
end. | then wrap up the paper with some concluding remarks.”

137 “The purpose of this paper is to show that, if Kant’s universalization formulations of the Categorical Impera-
tive are our only standards for judging right from wrong and permissible from impermissible, then we have
no obligations. | shall do this by examining five different views of how obligations can be derived from the
universalization formulations and arguing that each one fails. | shall argue that the first view rests on a mis-
understanding of the universalization formulations; the second on a misunderstanding of the concept of an
obligation; the third on a misunderstanding of the concept of a maxim; the fourth on a misunderstanding of
the limits of action description; and the fifth on a misunderstanding of the universalization formulations
again.”

138 “Ever since Hegel famously objected to Kant’s universalization formulations of the Categorical Imperative
on the grounds that they are nothing but an empty formalism, there has been continual debate about
whether he was right. In this paper | argue that Hegel got things at least half-right: | argue that even if
negative duties can be derived from the universalization formulations, positive duties cannot. The paper is
divided into three main sections. In the first, | set out the procedures generally accepted among Kantians
for deriving positive duties from the universalization formulations. In the second, | set out the arguments
from section 1 in more detail and explain why they do not work. In the third, | examine a strategy that
might be used to supplement the arguments from section 2 and | argue that it goes the same way.”


https://doi.org/10.3384/de-ethica.2001-8819.227131

2024  [805] Kahn, Samuel (2024): Consent and the Mere Means Principle, Journal of Value Inquiry 58, S.

515-33. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10790-022-09909-2.

2024  [806] Kahn, Samuel (2024): Maxim Tokens and Maxim Types: Why Universalizability Need Not Be

Universal, Revue roumaine de philosophie 68, S. 433-46.1%

2004 [807] Kahn, Samuel (2024): Reinterpreting FH in Light of Kant’s Claims About Conscience, Zeitschrift

flr Ethik und Moralphilosophie 7, S. 5-21.140

2004 [808] Kain, Patrick (2004): Self-Legislation in Kant’s Moral Philosophy, Archiv fiir Geschichte der

Philosophie 86, S. 257-306.14

2006 [809] Kain, Patrick (2006): Constructivism, Intrinsic Normativity, and the Motivational Analysis

Argument, in Moralische Motivation. Kant und die Alternativen, hrsg. von Heiner F.
Klemme, Manfred Kiihn und Dieter Schénecker, Hamburg, S. 59-78.

2006  [810] Kain, Patrick (2006): Realism and Anti-Realism in Kant’s Second Critique, Philosophy Compass

1, S. 449-65.142

2009 [811] Kain, Patrick (2009): Kant’s Defense of Human Moral Status, Journal of the History of

Philosophy 47, S. 59-101.143

139

140

141

142

“In this article, | argue that Kant’s Categorical Imperative applies to maxim tokens rather than to maxim
types. The article has three main parts. In the first, | explain my thesis. In the second, | argue for it. In the
third, | argue, further, that, if my thesis is correct, then tokens of different maxim types can have different
deontic statuses for different agents.”

“According to the standard reading of Kant’s ethics, application of the Formula of Humanity (FH) yields
universal rules that are binding on all agents regardless of their beliefs. | argue that the standard reading
needs reconsidering. In particular, | argue that the FH can and should be read as yielding duties that are
sensitive to agents’ beliefs. Thus, different actions might be permissible for different agents.”

“Kant famously insisted that “the idea of the will of every rational being as a universally legislative will” is
the supreme principle of morality. Recent interpreters have taken this emphasis on the self-legislation of
the moral law as evidence that Kant endorsed a distinctively constructivist conception of morality according
to which the moral law is a positive law, created by us. But a closer historical examination suggests
otherwise. Kant developed his conception of legislation in the context of his opposition to theological
voluntarist accounts of morality and his engagement with conceptions of obligation found in his Wolffian
predecessors. In order to defend important claims about the necessity and immediacy of moral obligation,
Kant drew and refined a distinction between the legislation and authorship of the moral law in a way that
precludes standard theological voluntarist theories and presents an obstacle to recent constructivist
interpretations. A correct understanding of Kant’s development and use of this distinction reveals that his
conception of legislation leaves little room for constructivist moral anti-realism.”

“This article surveys recent work on Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason, with a particular focus on his
doctrine of the fact of reason and his doctrine of the practical postulates, assessing the implications of such
work for the debate about realism and antirealism in Kant’s moral philosophy. Section 1 briefly surveys
some salient considerations raised by Kant’s first Critique and Groundwork. In section 2, | survey recent
work on the Kant’s doctrine of the fact of reason and argue that it does not support an anti-realist
interpretation of Kant’s ethics. In section 3, | argue that recent work on Kant's doctrine of the practical
postulates does not support an anti-realist interpretation of Kant's ethics.”
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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: Verhdltnis der beiden Grundbegriffe zueinander. Fazit. Literaturverzeichnis.
Sachregister.

»In der vorliegenden Studie wird argumentiert, dass Achtung in Kants Ethik nicht die Funktion einer
motivierenden Triebfeder hat. Dennoch erflillt sie eine systematisch notwendige Funktion: Als Gefunhl
garantiert sie, dass Menschen ein partikulares Moralbewusstsein bilden kénnen. Insofern ist das Gefiihl der
Achtung epistemisch notwendig, obgleich es sich nur um ein Nebenprodukt der vernunftigen
Willensbestimmung handelt.*
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“Although many take the formula of humanity to be Kant’s best formulation of the Cl, there is no
agreement on his argument for it. Kant says that the argument comes in GMM3, but that section is difficult
to interpret. | draw on his remarks about cognizing other minds in the Paralogisms to interpret the
argument of sub-section 2 of GMM3, the argument that rational beings must “lend” the idea of freedom to
all rational beings. Kant later rejects his attempt to establish the Cl in GMM3 and tries again in the fact of
reason passages of the Second Critique. | follow Willaschek’s reading of these texts: Humans can cognize
their freedom by performing a Gedankenexperiment where they experience their wills being moved
through the moral law.” Kant tries to move from that demonstration to the claim that pure reason gives the
moral law to all humans, but his argument fails. Appealing again to his theory of other minds, | argue that
he could have offered a cogent argument that all humans have an efficacious moral law within.”
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»Diese Arbeit bietet eine umfassende kritische Analyse und Interpretation der praktischen — moralischen
wie politischen — Philosophie Kants vom systematischen Standpunkt der Religion innerhalb der Grenzen der
bloRBen Vernunft aus. Erstmalig wird der in seiner Bedeutung nach wie vor zu Unrecht unterschéatzte Beitrag
der Religionsschrift zur politischen Philosophie kritisch herausgearbeitet, im Kontext der gesamten prakti-
schen Philosophie Kants gedeutet und systematisch dargestellt.” (Klappentext)

»Die Frage, ob wir von allen Menschen verlangen dirfen, denselben Moralstandards zu gehorchen, ent-
scheidet daruber, ob es tberhaupt legitim ist, globale Moralmalstabe, z.B. als Menschenrechte, juridisch
fixieren und VerstoRRe entsprechend sanktionieren zu wollen. Der ethische Relativismus liefert gewichtige
Argumente gegen eine affirmative Haltung dieser Frage gegenuber.

Kant hat fur die praskriptive Gultigkeit seines kategorischen Imperativs fur alle Menschen durch das viel dis-
kutierte Faktum-Theorem argumentiert. Die Studie sucht die Frage zu beantworten, wie dieses von Kant
nachgerade beildufig vorgetragene Theorem uberhaupt zu verstehen ist. Dabei ist es die zentrale These des
Autors, dass man nicht verstehen kann, was Kant mit dem Faktum der Vernunft meint, wenn man nicht
weill, was Vernunft (nach Kant) lberhaupt ist. Aus diesem Grund geht der semantischen Analyse des
Faktum-Theorems eine elaborierte Darstellung des Kantischen Vernunftbegriffs voraus. Mithilfe dieser
Strategie kann die Bedeutung des Faktum-Theorems erfasst und das Theorem selbst auf seine Plausibilitat
hin uberpruft werden.

Trotz einiger systematischer Defizite des Theorems, zeigt die Studie, dass sowohl Kants Vernunftbegriff als
auch das Faktum der Vernunft unserem Alltagsbewusstsein viel vertrauter ist als es auf den ersten Blick
scheinen mag.“
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“Kant’s most prominent formulation of the Categorical Imperative, known as the Formula of Universal Law
(FUL), is generally thought to demand that one act only on maxims that one can will as universal laws
without this generating a contradiction. Kant's view is standardly summarized as requiring the
‘universalizability’ of one’s maxims and described in terms of the distinction between ‘contradictions in
conception’ and ‘contradictions in the will’. Focusing on the underappreciated significance of the
simultaneity condition included in the FUL, | argue, by contrast, that the principle is better read as requiring
that one be able to will two things simultaneously without self-contradiction, namely, that a maxim be
one’s own and that it be a universal law. This amounts to a new interpretation of the FUL with significant
interpretive and philosophical advantages.”

“The prohibition on using others ‘merely as means’ is one of the best-known and most influential elements
of Immanuel Kant’s moral theory. But it is widely regarded as impossible to specify with precision the
conditions under which this prohibition is violated. On the basis of a re-examination of Kant’s texts, the
article develops a novel account of the conditions for using someone ‘merely as a means’. It is argued that
this account has not only strong textual support but also significant philosophical advantages over
alternative conceptions.”

»Das Verbot, andere ,,bloB als Mittel* zu gebrauchen, ist eines der bekanntesten und einflussreichsten Ele-
mente der Moralphilosophie von Immanuel Kant. Es wird jedoch weithin als unméglich angesehen, die
Bedingungen, unter denen dieses Verbot verletzt wird, genau zu bestimmen. Auf der Grundlage einer er-
neuten Prifung der kantischen Texte entwickelt dieser Aufsatz eine neue Interpretation der Bedingungen,
unter denen jemand ,,bloR als Mittel” gebraucht wird. Es wird argumentiert, dass diese Interpretation nicht
nur durch die Texte verlasslich gestutzt wird, sondern auch erhebliche philosophische Vorteile gegeniiber
alternativen Lesarten aufweist.”

“The prohibition against using others ‘merely as means’ is one of Kant’s most famous ideas, but it has
proven difficult to spell out with precision what it requires of us in practice. In ‘How to Use Someone
“Merely as a Means™ (2020), | proposed a new interpretation of the necessary and sufficient conditions for
using someone ‘merely as a means’. | argued that my agent-focused actual consent interpretation has
strong textual support and significant advantages over other readings of the prohibition. In the present
essay, | respond to comments by Claudia Bldser, Irina Schumski, and Oliver Sensen. | first address the role of



2019 [874] Kleingeld, Pauline/Willaschek, Marcus (2019): Autonomy Without Paradox: Kant, Self-Legis-

lation and the Moral Law, Philosophers’ Imprint 19 (6), S. 1-18.%%

1995 [875] Klemme Heiner (1995): Beobachtungen zur Kantischen Vermittlung von Theorie und Praxis in

der praktischen Philosophie, Proceedings of the Eighth International Kant Congress,
Memphis 1995, hrsg. von Hoke Robinson, Milwaukee, Band 2, S. 521-32.

2001 [876] Klemme, Heiner F. (2001): Perspektiven der Interpretation: Kant und das Verbot der Lige, in

Kant verstehen - Understanding Kant. Uber die Interpretation philosophischer Texte,
hrsg. Von D. Schénecker und Th. Zwenger, Darmstadt, S. 85-105.

2003 [877] Klemme, Heiner F. (2003): Einleitung, in Immanuel Kant, Kritik der praktischen Vernunft, mit

einer Einleitung, Sachanmerkungen und einer Bibliographie von Heiner Klemme,
herausgegeben von Horst D. Brandt und Heiner F. Klemme, Hamburg, S. IX-LXIII.

2006 [878] Klemme, Heiner F. (2006): Praktische Griinde und moralische Motivation. Eine deontologische

Perspektive, in Moralische Motivation. Kant und die Alternativen, hrsg. von Heiner F.
Klemme, Manfred Kiihn und Dieter Schénecker, Hamburg, S. 113-53.

2008 [879] Klemme, Heiner F. (2008): Moralisches Sollen, Autonomie and Achtung. Kants Konzeption der

Hlibertas indifferentiae” zwischen Wolff and Crusius, in Recht und Frieden in der Philo-
sophie Kants. Akten des X. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Band 3: Sektionen 11—V,
hrsg. von Valerio Rohden, Ricarda R. Terra, Guido A. de Almeida und Margit Ruffing,
Berlin, S. 215-28.

2010 [880] Klemme, Heiner F. (2010): The Origin and Aim of Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason, in Kant’s

Critique of Practical Reason. A Critical Guide, hrsg. von Andrews Reath und Jens
Timmermann, Cambridge, S. 11-30.

2013 [881] Klemme, Heiner F. (2013): Der Transzendentale Idealismus und die Rechtslehre. Kant tber den

156

maxims in relation to the Formula of Humanity, and | spell out in more detail the relation between the
agent’s belief and the actual facts pertaining to the consent of the person who is used as means to the
agent’s end. | then discuss the importance of the requirement that agents make their use of others
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“This article explores Kant’s view, found in several passages in his late writings on moral philosophy, that
the verdicts of conscience are infallible. We argue that Kant’s infallibility claim must be seen in the context
of a major shift in Kant’s views on conscience that took place around 1790 and that has not yet been
sufficiently appreciated in the literature. This shift led Kant to treat conscience as an exclusively second-
order capacity which does not directly evaluate actions, but one’s first-order moral judgments and
deliberation. On the basis of this novel interpretation, we develop a new defence of Kant’s infallibility claim
that draws on Kant’s account of the characteristic features of specifically moral judgments.”

“Kant’s account of “precepts of prudence” raises a striking interpretive puzzle. On the one hand, he
presents such precepts as normative-practical rules; on the other hand, he relegates them to theoretical
philosophy. | argue that to render these two strands coherent, we must assume that our empirical nature is
a “source of normativity” for us: prudence is normative for us just because we have an “unconditional”
empirical desire for obtaining happiness, a maximum of pleasant sensations. Since rules of prudence
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impoverished form of agency.”
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“Although in his earlier ethical writings Kant explains the concept of moral feeling, inherited from the British
sentimentalists, as a peculiar feeling of respect for the moral law that functions as an incentive for moral
actions, the Doctrine of Virtue seems to add complexity to the issue. There, Kant discusses two similar
aesthetic predispositions, moral feeling and respect, whose relationship to the feeling of respect is far from
clear. This article offers a much needed elucidation of the relationship between these three concepts. In the
first part, | show that Kant, in the writings before the Doctrine of Virtue, transforms the British
sentimentalists’ construal of moral feeling into that of the feeling of respect as the sole moral incentive. In
the second part, | argue that, although in the Doctrine of Virtue Kant distinguishes, for a specific reason,
between the aesthetic predisposition of moral feeling and that of respect, they are both ultimately identical
to the feeling of respect. The conclusion is that nothing of substance changes between Kant’s earlier
thinking and his views in the Doctrine of Virtue; for Kant there is just one feeling that properly deserves the
name of moral feeling, the feeling of respect.”

“This paper attempts to bring to light and to justify the double task that Kant confers on the categories of
freedom. It will be maintained that the categories of freedom do not only function as the ratio cognoscendi
of free actions within the sensible world but they are also well appropriated to ground the concepts of the
good and the evil as genuine rules of moral salience (according to Herman’s well-known label), that is to
say, as rules of how to detect and appraise circumstances and deeds bestowed with moral significance.”
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gebietet der kategorische Imperativ, das eigene Gllck stets nur als Bestandteil allgemeinen Gliicks zu
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somit eine wichtige eigenstandige Funktion in der kantischen Ethik, ohne ihren deontologischen Charakter
in Frage zu stellen.” (Verlagstext)

Inhalt: Vorwort. Inhalt. Einleitung. Teil I: Kants deontologische Ethik. 1. Der kategorische Imperativ und all-
gemeine Gliickseligkeit. 2. Gegensténde praktischer Vernunft. 3. Kants Kritik an heteronomen Moralbegriin-
dungen. Teil Il: Das hochste Gut. 4. Tugend als erstes Element des héchsten Guts. 5. Gliickseligkeit als zwei-
tes Element des héchsten Guts. 6. Die Proportionalitat zwischen Sittlichkeit und Gluckseligkeit. 7. Die Pflicht
zur Beforderung des hdchsten Guts. Schluss. Zitierweise. Literatur. Personenregister. Sachregister.

»-Regeln im Sinne von Handlungsvorschriften setzen ihre Anwendbarkeit schon begrifflich voraus. Alle Re-
geln regeln mdogliches Verhalten, seien es Verkehrsregeln, juridische Gesetze, mathematische und logische
Verfahren, und selbst ,,Bedeutungspostulate”, die festlegen, wie ein Ausdruck versténdlich zu verwenden
ist. Regeln ohne irgendeinen mdoglichen Anwendungsspielraum sind sinnlos. Dabei werden durch Regeln
nicht nur mégliche Anwendungen prasupponiert, sondern umgekehrt aus gegebenen Tatsachen oder Ereig-
nissen RegelméRigkeiten herausgelesen, die sich in der Regel ausdriicken. Die Regel bezeichnet in diesem
Sinne das ,,Prinzip hinter den Tatsachen®, das sie diesen freilich in gewisser Weise erst andichtet. Zweck
dieses Vorgehens ist nicht zuletzt, die mdgliche Fortsetzung der Tatsachenreihe gleichzeitig zu bestimmen
und zu begrunden, jedenfalls aber eine gewisse Ordnung, Rechtfertigung und Voraussagbarkeit des Han-
delns zu gewahrleisten. Regelanwendung verlangt deshalb eine komplexe geistige Kompetenz, die nicht nur
Fahigkeiten der Abstraktion und Reflexion, sondern auch Kénnen und Erfahrung voraussetzt.“



2008 [1053] Merle, Jean-Christophe (2008): Freundschaft innerhalb der Grenzen der bloRen Vernunft.

Freundschaft gegenliber der Menschheit bei Kant, in Recht und Frieden in der Philo-
sophie Kants. Akten des X. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Band 3: Sektionen 111V,
hrsg. von Valerio Rohden, Ricarda R. Terra, Guido A. de Almeida und Margit Ruffing,
Berlin, S. 269-80.

2017 [1054] Merritt, Melissa McBay (2017): Love, Respect, and Individuals: Murdoch as a Guide to Kantian

Ethics, European Journal of Philosophy 25, S. 1844-63.18

2017 [1055] Merritt, Melissa McBay (2017): Practical Reason and Respect for Persons, Kantian Review 22, S.

53-79.18

2018 [1056] Merritt, Melissa (2018): Kant on Reflection and Virtue, Cambridge. (Part Il. Virtue: 4. Con-

ceptions of Reason and Epistemic Normativity. 5. Cognitive and Moral Virtue. 6. Virtue
as a Skill. 7. The Cognitive Basis of Moral Virtue)

2016 [1057] Mertens, Thomas (2016): On Kant's Duty to Speak the Truth, Kantian Review 21, 27-51%"

184 “| reconsider the relation between love and respect in Kantian ethics, taking as my guide Iris Murdoch’s

185

186

view of love as the fundamental moral attitude and a kind of attention to individuals. It is widely supposed
that Kantian ethics disregards individuals, since we don’t respect individuals but the universal quality of
personhood they instantiate. We need not draw this conclusion if we recognise that Kant and Murdoch
share a view about the centrality of love to virtue. We can then see that respect in the virtuous person
cannot be blind to the individual, as critics of Kantian ethics contend. My approach contrasts recent efforts
(Velleman and Bagnoli) to assimilate Kantian respect to Murdochian love, which overlook Murdoch’s
distinctive claims about the singularity of moral activity. This idea is not as un-Kantian as it seems, and it
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independently of its exercise. | conclude that a Kantian account of recognition respect enables us to
accommodate both claims.”

“There can be no doubt that Kant thought we should be reflective: we ought to care to make up our own
minds about how things are and what is worth doing. Philosophical objections to the Kantian reflective ideal
have centred on concerns about the excessive control that the reflective person is supposed to exert over
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Kant's conception of moral virtue as it is developed in his later work, chiefly the Metaphysics of Morals.
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not only to understand Kant's account of virtue, but also to appreciate how it effectively rebuts long-
standing objections to the Kantian reflective ideal.”
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“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
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.”
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“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
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
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notion of a thick ethical concept, | proffer an answer to this question which is intended neither in a spirit of
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“Typically, Kant describes maxims that violate the moral law as engaging in a kind of comparative
judgement: the person who makes a false promise judges it best — at least subjectively — to deceive her
friend. | argue that this is not the only possible account of moral failure for Kant. In particular, when we
examine maxims of so-called despondency (Verzagtheit) we find that some maxims are resistant to
comparative judgement. | 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
despondent agent prone to failures associated with the imagination and its role in creating an ideal of
happiness.”
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consequentialism.”
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“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.

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 Geltungsabhéngigkeit des allgemeinen Rechtsprinzips aus der Rechtslehre vom kategori-
schen Imperativ aus den zwei ethischen Grundlagenschriften Kants kann zweifach angezweifelt werden:
Zum einen bleibt das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip dem Motiv der Adressaten gegenuber indifferent; dieses ist
aber in der grundlegenden Theorie der Moralitat der Grundlagenschriften gerade ausschlaggebend. Zum
anderen ist fir Kant das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip analytisch mit einer duf3erlichen Zwangsbefugnis verbun-
den; dies scheint sogar im Gegensatz zu dem auf Selbstverpflichtung gegriindeten kategorischen Imperativ
zu stehen. Wie ist nun das Verhaltnis zwischen dem kategorischen Imperativ und dem allgemeinen Rechts-
prinzip 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 Grundziige der Ethik Kants (13). Teil Il: Das Vernunftrecht und die
Metaphysik der Sitten (68). Teil Ill: Das allgemeine Rechtsprinzip und die Maximen (149). Teil IV: 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 zunéchst eine Paraphrasierung der einzelnen Kriti-
ken entwickelt und aus einem gemeinsamen erkenntnistheoretischen Horizont heraus interpretiert, der an-
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schlieBend jeweils mit einschlagigen 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” I&sst Kants Standpunkt
einheitlich bestimmen und zeigt unter der Beriicksichtigung der Notwendigkeit fir das menschliche Denken
die grundlegenden allgemeingltigen Strukturen des menschlichen Erkenntnisvermégens. Diese Akzentu-
ierung 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.”

“In this paper | argue that Kant’s claims about conscience in his moral writings of the 1790s reveal a
fundamental instability in his moral philosophy. The central issue is the relationship between the moral law
as the form of universality and the judgment of individuals about specific cases. Against Thomas Hill’s claim
that Kant has only a limited role for conscience, | argue that conscience has a comprehensive role in Kantian
deliberation. I unpack the claims about conscience in the Metaphysics of Morals to show that they describe
conscience as both a basic act of self-consciousness and as an all-things-considered judgment. | outline the
role of conscience in moral motivation, and argue that taken together Kant’s writings about conscience
reveal a way to rethink Kant’s conception of the Fact of Reason.”

“In Kant’s Defense of Common Moral Experience: A Phenomenological Account, Jeanine Grenberg argues for
the centrality to Kant’s ethics of the experience of the feeling of moral constraint, especially as that feeling
is described in Kant’s fact of reason argument. She criticizes interpretations of the fact of reason that
interpret it as primarily a certain kind of act. | defend my version of an act-based interpretation against
Grenberg’s criticisms, flesh out the Fichtean background of that interpretation and raise some further
questions about Grenberg’s account.”
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“This paper is concerned with the normative content of Kant’s formula of humanity (FH). More specifically,
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
FH requires, | then propose, is that we exercise these capacities for planning in such a way that we
accommodate and coordinate with the (permissible) plans and intentions of others. Kant himself, as do
many commentators, emphasizes the idea that our human capacities give us a distinctive kind of value. On
my interpretation, by contrast, what is fundamentally important is not the value of the capacities but rather
what they make possible: distinctive ways of mistreating (using) persons, but also a distinctive kind of
morally desirable relationship.”

“The illusion that Kant respects persons comes from ascribing contemporary meanings to purely technical
terms within his second formulation of the categorical imperative, “[A]ct so that you treat humanity,
whether in your own person or in that of another, always as an end and never as a means only””. When we
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),
but rational selves in all their sameness, in their unvarying conformity to the universal principles of pure
practical reason. Contemporary individualism gets no support from Kant.”

“Kant maintains that it is easy to see how hypothetical imperatives are possible, because the following
proposition is analytic: “Whoever wills the end also wills (in so far as reason has decisive influence on his
actions) the indispensably necessary means to it that is within his control” (GMS, AA 04: 417). | distinguish
three readings of the analytic proposition, which correspond to three ways of understanding how it reveals
hypothetical imperatives to be possible. The first reads it as a theoretical proposition about constitutive
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features of an ideal agent. | argue that this fails to do justice to the first-personal character of the analytic
proposition, as a proposition about the general practical concept ‘I will’ (or more generally, ‘I intend’). The
second reading extracts actual imperatives from the concept of ‘willing an end’ by means of analysis.
Against this, | argue that the derivation of an imperative from an act of willing an end is an act of synthesis,
and that analysis of the concept of ‘my willing an end’ merely yields the possibility of hypothetical
imperatives.”

»Gegenstand der vorliegenden Untersuchung ist das Verhéltnis von Denken und Sein in den verschiedenen
Phasen von Kants Denkentwicklung. Gezeigt wird, dass die vom Sein ausgehende Ontologie der vorkri-
tischen Periode, die in Kants transzendental-kritischer Phase voribergehend beiseite gedrangt wird, im
Spatwerk erneut in den Vordergrund tritt. Diese Rehabilitierung der Ontologie im Nachlass, die jedoch
keinen Bruch mit dem transzendentalen Denken bedeutet, sondern von Kant ,.eine Fortsetzung der Trans-
zendentalphilosophie auf hdherem Niveau“ genannt wird, ist fiir die Interpretation seiner Ethik von
besonderem Interesse. Die von der heutigen Forschung immer noch als Standardinterpretation angenom-
mene Auslegung, nach der die transzendentalphilosophisch begriindete Lehre des kategorischen Imperativs
das Herzstiick der kantischen Ethik darstellt, kann aus der Sicht des ,,neuen Transzendentalismus* der Spat-
phase nicht langer Uberzeugen. Der ethische Formalismus weicht hier dem Phdnomen der konkreten sitt-
lichen Erfahrung, das im Nachlasswerk als das eigentliche Grundph&nomen der Moral angesehen werden
kann. Der spezifisch praktische Charakter von Kants Moralphilosophie gewinnt damit einen systematischen
Stellenwert, den die Kantforschung bis heute kaum beachtet hat.“
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“Writers like Christine Korsgaard and Allen Wood understand Kant’s idea of rational nature as an end in
itself as a commitment to a substantive value. This makes it hard for them to explain the supposed
equivalence between the universal law and humanity formulations of the categorical imperative, since the
former does not appear to assert any substantive value. Nor is it easy for defenders of value-based readings
to explain Kant’s claim that the law-giving nature of practical reason makes all beings with practical reason
regard the idea of a rational nature as an end in itself. This article seeks to replace these value-based
readings with a reading of the idea of rational nature as an end that fits better with the overall argument of
the Groundwork.”

“Kantians are increasingly deserting the universal law formula in favor of the humanity formula. The former,
they argue, is open to various decisive objections; the two are not equivalent; and it is only by appealing to
the human-ity formula that Kant can reliably generate substantive implications from his theory of an
acceptable sort. These assessments of the universal law formula, which clash starkly with Kant’s own
assessment of it, are based on various widely accepted interpretative assumptions. These assumptions, it is
argued in this article, depend on misleading translations of key terms; selective attention to Kant’s concrete
examples; not taking seriously Kant’s theoretical claims about the relations among his various ideas; and a
failure to take into account Kant’s idiosyncratic definitions of key concepts. The article seeks to right these
inter-pretative wrongs, and finds that the universal law formula is not open to many of the standard
objections.”

“It is commonly thought that on Kant’s view of action, ‘everyone always acts on maxims’. Call this the
‘descriptive reading’. This reading faces two important problems. First, the idea that people always act on
maxims offends against common sense: it clashes with our ordinary ideas about human agency. Second,
there are various passages in which Kant says that it is ‘rare’ and ‘admirable’ to firmly adhere to a set of
basic principles that we adopt for ourselves. This article offers an alternative: the ‘normative reading’. On
this reading, it is a normative ideal to adopt and act on maxims: it is one of the things we would do if our
reason were fully in control of our decision-making.”
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“This paper considers two contenders for the title of highest good in Kant's theory of practical reason:
happiness proportioned to virtue and the maximization of happiness and virtue. | defend the
‘proportionality thesis’ against criticisms made by Andrews Reath and others, and show how it resolves a
dualism between prudential and moral practical reasoning. By distinguishing between the highest good as a
principle of evaluation and an object of agency, | conclude that the maximization of happiness and virtue is
a corollary of the instantiation of the proportionality thesis.”

“Kant’s duty of self-knowledge demands that one know one’s heart — the quality of one’s will in relation to
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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“In Theory and Practice Kant challenges the well-worn view that practitioners do not need to rely on theory.
He acknowledges that experts with a deep knowledge of theory may fail as practitioners both in technical
matters, and in matters of morality and justice. However, since action-guiding theories are intended to
shape rather than to fit the world, practitioners have no point of reference other than the theories or
principles that they seek to enact. If theories of duty appear to offer too little guidance for action, they
should look for more rather than fewer principles, which will enable them to guide their practical
judgement with greater, if still incomplete, specificity.”

Contents: Part |. Authority in Reasoning: 1. Vindicating reason. 2. Kant: rationality as practical reason. 3.
Kant's conception of public reason. 4. Constructivism in Rawls and Kant. 5. Changing constructions. Part II.
Authority, Autonomy and Public Reason: 6. Autonomy: the emperor's new clothes. 7. Self-legislation,
autonomy and the form of law. 8. Autonomy and public reason in Kant, Habermas and Rawls. Part IIl.
Authority in Politics: 9. Orientation in thinking: geographical problems, political solutions. 10. Kant and the
social contract tradition. 11. Historical trends and human futures. 12. Cosmopolitanism then and now. Part
IV. Authority in Interpretation: 13. Kant on reason and religion I: reasoned hope. 14. Kant on reason and
religion II: reason and interpretation. Index.

“Kant’s distinction between duties of right and of virtue remains controversial, for a number of reasons. A
close look at the distinctions he draws and the claims that he makes suggests that a distinction between the
requirements of enforceable duties of right and of unenforceable duties of virtue is neither exclusive nor
exhaustive. It is not exclusive because it is possible to fulfil duties of right as a matter of principle, in which
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
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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
second part, the third part of the paper demonstrates that beauty, of both art and nature, symbolizes
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
whether Kant's account of fine art already anticipates the cognitive role later attributed to it by the German
Idealists.”

“Critics of Kant’s moral philosophy often object that his emphasis on individual autonomy makes him
unable to account for our ‘second-personal’ or ‘bipolar’ duties. These are duties we owe to other people
rather than duties we have with respect to them — as we might have duties with respect to the environment
or works of art. With a recent and novel formulation of this objection as my foil, | argue that the apparent
force of the ‘bipolarity’ objections rests on a failure to appreciate Kant’s inherently practical approach to
ethics. On the positive side, reflection on criticisms of Kant’s treatment of ‘bipolar’ normativity helps to
shed new light on his conception of practical agency and its place in his system of morals.”
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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.”

“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.”

Introduction. Chapter One: The Self of Self-Love. Chapter Two: Evil and the Subordination of the Moral Law.
Chapter Three: Kantian Self-Deception. Chapter Four: Self-Deception, the Necessary Conditions of Evil, and
the Entrenchment of Evil. Chapter Five: Self-Deception, Dissimulation, and the Universality of Evil in Human
Nature. Chapter Six: Kantian Self-Cognition. Chapter Seven: Kant's Two-Stage Model of Moral Reform.
Chapter Eight: Moral Misunderstandings and the Ethical Community. Conclusion. Bibliography.
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“This paper introduces Husserl’s ethics by examining his critique of Kant’s ethics. It presents Husserl’s
lectures on ethics in which he offers his own ethical theory in a historical context. The phenomenological
ethics seeks to combine the advantages of both the traditional empiricism and rationalism. HusserlI’s ethics
takes into account that emotions play an essential role in the constitution of values and morals.
Contrariwise, Husserl fights against relativism in ethics and praises Kant for the discovery of an absolute
moral imperative. He considers Kant’s ethics as a rationalistic position that is too formal and that does not

take into account that every will must be motivated by some concrete material good that is evaluated in

our feelings or emotions.”

“The contribution starts with the observation that Kant mentioned Human Dignity in his main works with
great variety in emphasis. In the ‘Grundlegung’ from 1785 we find a significant treatment and again in the
‘Tugendlehre’ from 1798 but none in the ‘Kritik der Praktischen Vernunft’ from 1788 and in the
‘Rechtslehre’ from 1797. This needs an explanation. In the ‘Grundlegung’ human dignity is not attached to

the second formula of the categorical imperative, the formula of self-purposefulness, as it is often assumed,

but to the third formula of a kingdom of ends. It is there explained as self-legislation. This placement needs
also an explanation, which is attempted by the article. In the ‘Tugendlehre’ human dignity is then explained
as self-purposefulness. So Kant changed his understanding of human dignity from the ‘Grundlegung’ to the
‘Tugendlehre’. But the question is: why?”
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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
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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und Festsetzung des obersten Prinzips der Moralitét«. Dieses Prinzip entwickelt er allein aus der Struktur
der reinen Vernunft: Dieser in der Lehre erprobte Kommentar verhilft Studienanfangern zur selbstéandigen
Aneignung des Textes: Die Argumentationsschritte werden transparent gemacht, Schachtelsétze gegliedert
und interpretiert sowie Problemstellung einzelner Passagen erlautert. Fortgeschrittene Studierende finden
zudem eine ausfiihrliche Diskussion des Forschungsstandes in den FuRnoten, was die Literaturrecherche bei
der Erstellung von Referaten, Haus- und Abschlussarbeiten unterstiitzt. Eine Ubersicht der
Argumentationsschritte im Anhang erleichtert die Navigation durch den Text.“

“The idea that our most basic duty is to treat each other with respect is one of the Enlightenment’s greatest
legacies and Kant is often thought to be one of its most powerful defenders. if Kant’s project were
successful then the lofty notion that humanity is always worthy of respect would be vindicated by pure
practical reason. further, this way of defending the ideal is supposed to reflect our autonomy, insofar as it is
always one’s own reason that demands that one treat humanity with respect. in this article, i consider what
i take to be one of the most important and compelling attempts to defend the Kantian project. | draw the
disappointing conclusion that this attempt does not succeed. The reasons this attempt fails shed some light
on the difficulties facing any attempt to defend the Kantian project.”
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“In the middle section of Theory and Practice, Kant speaks briefly ‘against Hobbes’; but for a fuller version of
Kant’s anti-Hobbesianism one must turn to the three Critiques, the Groundwork, and Religion within the
Limits of Reason Alone. It is in those works that one learns that, for Kant, Hobbes’s notion of ‘will’ as fully
determined ‘last appetite’ destroys the freedom needed to take ‘ought’ or moral necessity as the motives
for self-determined action; that Hobbes’s version of the social contract is thus incoherent; that Hobbes is
not even able to show how moral ideas (i.e. ‘ought’) are conceivable through the ‘pressure’ of ‘outward
objects’. For Kant, in short, Hobbes has no adequate notions of will, freedom, moral necessity, ideation, or
even obligatory contract, and therefore fails in his own stated aims.”

“| criticize the widely accepted “practical” interpretation of the universality test contained in Kant’s first
formula of the categorical imperative in the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals — the formula of the
universal law of nature. | argue that this interpretation does not work for contradictions in conception
because it wrongly takes contradictions in the will as the model for them and, as a consequence, cannot
establish a clear distinction between the two kinds of contradiction. This interpretation also assumes an
understanding of universality that departs from Kant’s own and, cannot, for this reason, capture the kind of
contradiction that he explicitly claims to establish. | provide an alternative interpretation, which | call
revised logical interpretation, that allows us to account for contradictions in conception, including those
examples that the practical interpretation cannot handle, as well as to establish a clear distinction between
the two kinds of contradiction.”

“Immanuel Kant, in a much-maligned view, thought that we could only have indirect duties to nhonhuman
animals who have no inherent moral value since they lack rationality. While there are various responses to
this worrisome position, no one seems to consider that animals could conceivably qualify as having
rationality, even on Kantian high standards. Animals engage in various activities (such as playing, seeking
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revenge, and altruistically helping others) that could be taken as indicators of the core aspects of rationality
that Kant requires for having absolute worth (such as a reflective self-consciousness, a free end-setting
ability, and the ability to make moral demands on others). While these animal behaviors will not prove that
animals are rational, we must remember that we also cannot prove that other humans are rational. Instead,
my goal is only to provide a basis for a precautionary moral principle that requires treating animals as
minimally rational, given that they might be. On this basis, we ought to accept some direct Kantian duties
for the respectful treatment of animals.”

“Before and in the Groundwork, Kant argues as follows for the validity of the moral law: we want to be free.
Following the moral law is the only way to be free. So we should follow the moral law. The first premise of
this syllogism is treated differently before and in the Groundwork. First Kant thought it an empirical fact
that men want to be free and want it more than anything else. Later he sought an a priori argument
showing that we ought to want to be free and are right in thinking it good. The former justification of the
moral law is superior. When we look to “salvage the normative core of Kantian moral philosophy” (Guyer
445), we should turn to it. — So far Paul Guyer.

It is evident that Guyer fails to describe Kant’s thought in the Groundwork. It is equally clear that Kant never
held the position Guyer claims he held before the Groundwork. (The quotations Guyer gives in support of
his claim show this.) Therefore | shall not discuss Guyer’s interpretation of Kant. Instead | shall consider the
philosophical merits of the position he ascribes to the pre-critical Kant, and which he recommends as
superior. We shall see that that position makes no sense. This indirectly addresses the interpretive
question, as it is a reason against ascribing it to Kant.”
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~otehen sich Kants Ethik und die mit Edmund Husserl beginnende phdnomenologische Bewegung tatsach-
lich in Form eines Antagonismus gegeniiber? Noch immer wird diese Frage nicht selten bejaht. Die Hypo-
these der vorliegenden Studie ist jedoch, dass die Behauptung eines solchen Antagonismus letztlich weder
aus der Perspektive der kantischen Schriften noch aus der Entwicklungsgeschichte der Phdnomenologie
heraus aufrecht erhalten werden kann. Denn gibt es nicht in Kants Ethik und ihrer Grundlegung Perspekti-
ven, die den Vorwurf des abstrakten, lebensfernen Formalismus bereits entkraften? Und findet sich im
Nachgang zu den materialen Wertethikern nicht innerhalb der ph&nomenologischen Bewegung der Versuch
einer Erneuerung gerade der formalistischen Tendenz der kantischen Ethik? Die systematische Perspektive,
die aus dieser Untersuchung hervorgeht, ist eine Ethik des Begehrens der reinen praktischen Vernunft, in
der sich das individuelle Begehren angesichts einer gebietenden Vernunft auf je eigenem Wege konkreti-
siert, einer reinen praktischen Vernunft, deren Aufkommen allerdings mit Levinas als genuin intersubjektiv
verstanden wird.”

sInhaltsubersicht. A. Einleitung — B. Die ,Metaphysik der Sitten’ als Kritik der reinen Freiheit: Die reine
Freiheit als individuelle Eleutheronomie — Das Factum der Vernunft und die Tat der Person — Die reine Frei-
heit und der Gegenstand der Kantischen Philosophie des Rechts — Rechts- und Tugendlehre als Kritik der
reinen Freiheit — C. Die Freiheit im &uReren Gebrauch: Die Verbindlichkeit einer freien Handlung — Die Per-
son und ihre Tat — Tatfreiheit und Maximenfreiheit — Der moralische Begriff des Rechts — Der rechtliche
Mensch und sein verniinftiger Selbstzweck — Das Subjekt und sein Mein und Dein — D. Rechtsverhaltnis und
Rechtsgeltung: Die Person und ihr rechtlich Eigenes — Die Konstitution des Rechts in der Selbst-
differenzierung des Subjekts — Die ,private’ Konstitution des Rechtsverhaltnisses und die ,provisio’ auf den
burgerlichen Zustand — Das Prinzip des Richters und der Beginn des Rechtsverhéltnisses — Der Staat und die
Demonstration der Freiheit im Rechtsverhaltnis — Wider den Kontraktualismus: der Rechtszustand als
Konstitutionsbedingung von Personalitat — E. Die Freiheit im dufReren Selbstverhaltnis: Recht und Tugend
und die Notwendigkeit einer freien Handlung — ,Fortitudo moralis’ und Pflichtzwecke — Tugendpflichten und
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die Selbsterzeugung der Freiheit in der Welt — Der Ursprung der Tugendpflichten in der Basisargumentation
der Kantischen Ethik — Die Tugend und die autopoietische Konstitution des Menschen als Subjekt — F.
Freiheit und Selbstverpflichtung: Die Antinomie der Pflichten gegen sich selbst und die Autonomie des
Selbstverhdltnisses — Die Pflichten gegen sich selbst und die Selbstauffassung als animalisches und
moralisches Wesen — Selbstverpflichtung und Freiheit in der Animalitat: das Problem des Suizids — Selbst-
verpflichtung und Freiheit in der Moralitat: das Problem der Liige — Der innere Richter und der Beginn des
Selbstverhaltnisses — Das Prinzip der Verpflichtetheit und die Pflichten gegen Andere — G. Die Kritik der
reinen Freiheit als Denken der Differenz des Bewul3tseins: Die kritizistische Aufgabe und der Gedanke der
Differenz — Die Situierung des Denkens der Differenz — Die Differenz als Differenzierung des Bewuf3tseins —
Das ,Ich denke’ und das ,Meine’ — Die Possessivitat ,meiner’ Vorstellungen — H. Riickblick: Der Status einer
Kritik der reinen Freiheit: Die Architektonik des juridischen Modells der Vernunftkritik — Die Konstitution des
,mein’ und die Selbstdifferenzierung des moralischen Subjekts — ,Meine Vorstellungen’ im apperzeptiven
Selbstverhaltnis und die Konstitution von Subjektivitat aus Freiheit — Die Kritik der reinen Vernunft aus der
Perspektive der Kritik der reinen Freiheit — Zusammenfassung — Literatur- und Sachwortverzeichnis*

-In funf 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
»>vollstdndigeren< Ethik aufgefasst, bei der der formale Kern schrittweise durch materiale Momente
angereichert und erweitert wird. Erst dadurch ergibt sich ein adaquates 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 >Komplementaritdt< von formaler und materialer Seite. Die schrittweise
Erweiterung bzw. Anreicherung wird als Anwendung rekonstruiert, ndmlich als eine Anwendung des
kategorischen Imperativs auf den Menschen in ganz konkreten Zustdnden und Umsténden, sodass am Ende
auch kasuistischen Uberlegungen ein angemessener Raum gegeben wird. Dies ist ein Aspekt, der im
>tiberkommenenc< Kant-Bild bislang zu wenig Beachtung gefunden hat.

Durch diesen umfassenderen Blick auf Kants Ethik als Ganzes kdnnen immer wieder erhobene Einwénde
bzw. Vorwirfe (wie z. B. Unanwendbarkeit, Formalismus, Gesinnungsethik sowie Rigorismus) entschéarft
oder auch zurlickgewiesen werden.“

“This paper introduces a referential reading of Kant’s practical project, according to which maxims are made
morally permissible by their correspondence to objects, though not the ontic objects of Kant’s theoretical
project but deontic objects (what ought to be). It illustrates this model by showing how the content of the
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
particular content can be constructed. An apparent problem with this hypothesis is that the medium of
practical sensibility (feeling) does not play a role analogous to the medium of theoretical sensibility
(intuition). In response | distinguish two separate Kantian accounts of mathematical apriority. The thesis
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that maxim universalization is a species of construction, and thus a priori, turns out to be consistent with
the account of apriority that informs Kant’s understanding of actual mathematical practice.”
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“Derek Parfit's On What Matters is widely recognized as elegant, profound, and destined to change the
landscape of moral philosophy. In Volume One, Parfit argues that the distinct—indeed, powerfully
conflicting—theories of deontology and contractualism can be woven together in a way so as to yield
utilitarian conclusions. Husain Sarkar in this book calls this, The Ultimate Derivation. Sarkar argues,
however, that this derivation is untenable. To underwrite this conclusion, this book traverses considerable
Parfitian terrain. Sarkar shows why Parfit hasn’t quite solved what Sidgwick had called "the profoundest
problem in ethics"; he offers a reading of Kant, Rawls, and Scanlon that reveals Parfit’s keen utilitarian bias;
and he demonstrates why Parfit’s Triple Theory does not succeed in its task of unifying conflicting moral
theories (without making substantial utilitarian assumptions). The final chapter of the book is about meta-
ethics. It shows that Parfit’'s Convergence Principle is mistaken even though it unveils Parfit's utterly
humane concerns: Moral philosophers are not, as Parfit thinks, climbing the same mountain. But for all
that, Sarkar maintains, Parfit’s book is arguably the greatest consequential tract in the history of moral
philosophy.”

“Kant views every human action as either entirely determined by natural necessity or entirely free. In
viewing human action this way, it is unclear how he can account for degrees of responsibility. In this article,
| consider three recent attempts to accommodate degrees of responsibility within Kant’s framework, but
argue that none of them are satisfying. In the end, | claim that transcendental idealism constrains Kant such
that he cannot provide an adequate account of degrees of responsibility.”

“The Overdemandingness Objection maintains that an ethical theory or principle that demands too much
should be rejected, or at least moderated. Traditionally, overdemandingness is considered primarily a
problem for consequentialist ethical theories. Recently, Kant and Kantian ethics have also become part of
the debate. This development helps us better understand both overdemandingness and problems with
Kant's ethics. In this, the first of a pair of papers, we introduce the distinction between perfect and
imperfect duties as well as a framework for understanding the overdemandingness objection that allows us
to discuss overdemandingness across different ethical theories. We then consider two ways that Kantians
have sought to avoid the implication that imperfect duties may be overly demanding: (1) via the latitude of
imperfect duties, and (2) by the suggestion that the wider system of duties is self-moderating. We conclude
that it is unclear whether the two most prominent ways of addressing the overdemandingness objection
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work, challenging them on their own terms, and observing that they are inapplicable to potential
demandingness concerns pertaining to perfect duties.”

»Die Frage, wie das, was die Vernunft einsieht, dazu motivieren kann, dies auch zu tun, gehort zu den
Grundfragen von Kants praktischer Philosophie. Die vorliegende Untersuchung erschlief3t Kants Antwort auf
das Problem der moralischen Motivation innerhalb seiner Handlungstheorie und Moralphilosophie. Neben
einer philosophiehistorischen und systematischen Einordnung liefert sie eine umfassende textnahe Analyse
der kantischen Argumente, die auch werkgeschichtliche Aspekte beriicksichtigt. Auf diese Weise entsteht
ein reichhaltiges Bild der kantischen Theorie moralischer Motivation, die in Kants Konzept der
Moralbegriindung nicht nur verwurzelt ist, sondern dieses auch unterstiitzt. So ist die Achtung vor dem
Gesetz als Modus zu verstehen, in dem sich der Mensch die praktische Norm zu eigen macht. Moralische
Grunde erweisen sich nach der hier vorgeschlagenen Interpretation als unbedingte, universal gultige
Regeln, deren praktische Bedeutung als subjektive Handlungsgrundsatze und Motive erst durch Kants
Theorie der moralisch-rationalen Sensibilitat versténdlich wird. Kants Ansatz ist damit nicht nur werkintern
von Interesse, sondern liefert dartiber hinaus einen inspirierenden Beitrag zu einer modernen Theorie
praktischer Normativitat.”
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“In the Introduction of the Tugendlehre, Kant identifies love of human beings as one of the four moral
predispositions that make us receptive to the moral law. We claim that this love is neither benevolence nor
the aptitude of the inclination to beneficence in general (both are also called love of human beings); rather
it is amor complacentiae, which Kant understands as the delight in moral striving for perfection. We also
provide a detailed analysis of Kant’s almost completely neglected theory of moral predispositions. They are
necessary conditions to be aware of the moral law and to be motivated by it.”

“Discussing the concept of duty in Groundwork 1, Kant refers to a ‘second proposition’ and a ‘third
proposition’, the latter being a ‘Folgerung aus beiden vorigen’. However, Kant does not identify what the
‘first proposition’ is. In this paper, | will argue that the first proposition is this: An action from duty is an
action from respect for the moral law. | defend this claim against a critique put forward by Allison according
to which ‘respect’ is a concept that is not, and could not be, introduced in paragraphs 9-13 of Groundwork
1. Further, | will argue that the first proposition as | understand it can also be reconstructed as the
conclusion (‘Folgerung’) of a deductive argument proper; however, | will also discuss the option that
‘Folgerung’ could be understood as a corollary rather than a conclusion. Finally, Allison's own interpretation
will be criticized.”
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247 “Kant is by no means the pure rationalist that Husserl and others represented him as being. To the contrary
| claim that Kant is an ethical intuitionist when it comes to our recognition of the validity of the moral law.
Interpreting Kant’s famous thesis about the “fact of reason”, | will first argue for three interpretative theses:
1. The factum theory explains our insight into the binding character of the moral law; it is a theory of
justification. 2. In our consciousness of the categorical imperative, the moral law is immediately given in its
unconditional and binding validity. 3. The unconditional validity of the ClI is given in the feeling of respect.
Drawing on basic thoughts of Reformed Epistemology, | will then sketch a way to defend Kant’s theory.”

248 “In Kant’s writings there is no worked out theory of values. Nonetheless, he has given some hints as to what
such a Kantian theory of value might look like. | argue for the claim that his theory should be classified as a
version of a fitting-attitude theory of value that is nowadays advocated by several philosophers. Values are,
according to Kant, dependent on proper pro-attitudes (Kant’'s term for pro-attitudes is Wohlgefallen). In
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order for a pro-attitude to be apt, the pro-attitude must be explained by reasons that are grounded in
properties the attitude is about. One problem for this view is the so-called “wrong kinds of reasons
problem”. According to my view, this problem can be solved by delivering distinct definitions of aptness for
first- and second-order pro-attitudes. | try to show that Kant has hinted at this solution for the “wrong kinds
of reasons problem”.”

“According to the standard view, Kant held that hypothetical imperatives are universally binding edicts with
disjunctive objects: take-the-means-or-don’t-have-the-end. But Kant thought otherwise. He held that they
are edicts binding only on some - those who have an end.”

“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.”
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“In her seminal attack on modern moral philosophy, G. E. M. Anscombe claims that Kant’s ‘rule about
universalizable maxims is useless without stipulations as to what shall count as a relevant description of an
action with a view to constructing a maxim about it’. Although this so-called problem of relevant
descriptions has received considerable attention in the literature, there is little agreement on how it should
be understood or solved. My aim in this paper is, first, to clarify the problem by clearing up several
misunderstandings, and, second, to show that the problem is rooted in a standard assumption about Kant’s
stance on the scope of moral principles—an assumption that precludes its solution. | argue that the
problem consists in the fact that Kant’s formula of universal law seems to stand in need of an account of
moral sensibility that does not render the formula superfluous. But, as my discussion of existing solutions
reveals, there can be no such account. Instead, | propose a dissolution: we should think of the formula of
universal law itself as Kant’s account of moral sensibility. In order to do so, we must reject the standard
assumption that a principle is universal if and only if it holds for all instances of the action type that it
specifies.”

“According to Pauline Kleingeld’s account of Kant’s prohibition on using others merely as means, A uses B
merely as a means if and only if (1) A uses B as a means in the service of realizing her ends, (2) without, as a
matter of moral principle, making this use conditional on B’s consent, where (3) by “consent” is meant B’s
genuine actual consent to being used, in a particular manner, as a means to A’s end. | suggest that there are
two readings of what | refer to as her account’s “double reasons-focus”: whether A uses B merely as a
means is either partly or fully determined by A’s reasons (moderate or radical reasons-focus in the criterion
sense) and A’s reasons are either part of what the prohibition assesses or the only thing it assesses
(moderate or radical reasons-focus in the object-of-assessment sense). | then argue that while it is unusual
to interpret Kant’s prohibition as radically reasons-focused in both these senses, doing so is far from
unmotivated and might constitute a fruitful move in the debate on the Categorical Imperative. | conclude by
showing that this move would allow Kleingeld to dismiss what might otherwise seem like a problem for her
account, namely that it cannot accommodate the possibility of non-instrumentalizing violations of perfect
duty.”

“Critics often accuse Kant and Kantians of rigorism: of advocating highly general exceptionless principles of
duty that strictly prohibit action kinds like lying or breaking promises. In this article, | draw on arguments
from the generalism-particularism debate to show that the way in which Kantians usually understand
universality prevents them from solving this problem and leaves them stuck in a trilemma. | then argue that
they should abandon this common conception—the “strict conception,” on which universal principles don’t
permit any excep-tions—in favor of a “relaxed conception,” on which universal principles do permit certain
exceptions, namely principled exceptions.”
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Kant distinguishes sharply between a juridical and an ethical assessment of lies. For the latter, his Doctrine
of Virtue establishes the immorality of maxims of lying. However, not all acts of lying have to result from
maxims of lying. It will be shown that Kant’s conception of moral weakness extends to lies caused by fear. A
morally weak person need not have an immoral character or lose her dignity. Therefore, the inhuman
implications of Kant's strict prohibition of lying can be considerably mitigated if the possibility of fear-
induced lies is taken into account. If a person follows the modern planner’s motto failure is not an option
and excludes lies from her plans of action, she can satisfy the demands of Kant’s doctrine of virtue even if
fear causes her to lie under some circumstances.”

“Kant condemned the probabilism of Catholic moral theology as a vehicle of self-love and moral self-
deception. However, Kant accepted two principles that had become pillars of probabilism in the
seventeenth century. The first principle, claiming that in doubt about ownership the position of the
possessor of a thing is preferable, had been innovatively applied by theological probabilists to the
possession of opinions and beliefs. Kant used the possessor principle for similar purposes. Moreover, Kant
endorsed a second principle, according to which uncertainly valid laws cannot obligate, in a radical
interpretation that had before been championed by theological probabilists. In radical form, both principles
pose serious challenges to any ethics falling short of aprioristic certainty and identification with the moral
law through self-legislation. Thus, Kant’s ethics (if successful) solves problems that had been unveiled by
theological probabilists ¢. 1650 —1750. By posing such a challenge, which the idea of au-tonomy helps to
solve, the probabilism of Catholic moral theology belongs to the prehistory of autonomy in the early
modern era.”

“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
instrumentalism is the position that holds that hypothetical imperatives can by themselves and without the
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
categorical imperatives mistakenly assume that the form of practical reasoning must itself occur as a
premise within the reasoning. An alternative to this assumption will be offered. | will conclude that while
instrumentalism may well be false, there is no reason to believe it is incoherent.”



1898

1898

1971

1973

1983

1986

1924
2010

1999

1988

1988

1990

1991

1996

[1445]

[1446]

[1447]

[1448]

[1449]

[1450]

[1451]
[1452]

[1453]

[1454]

[1455]

[1456]

[1457]

[1458]

von Christoph Halbig und Felix Timmermann, Wiesbaden, S. 321-31.

Schwarz, H. (1898): Der Rationalismus und der Rigorismus in Kants Ethik. Eine kritisch-systema-
tische Untersuchung. Erster Artikel, Kant-Studien 2, S. 50-68.

Schwarz, H. (1898): Der Rationalismus und der Rigorismus in Kants Ethik. Eine kritisch-systema-
tische Untersuchung. Zweiter Artikel, Kant-Studien 2, S. 259-76.

Schwemmer, Oswald (1971): Philosophie der Praxis. Versuch zur Grundlegung einer Lehre vom
moralischen Argumentieren in Verbindung mit einer Interpretation der praktischen
Philosophie Kants, Frankfurt a. M. 1980 (mit einem Nachwort zu Neuausgabe).

Schwemmer, Oswald (1973): Vernunft und Moral. Versuch einer kritischen Rekonstruktion des
kategorischen Imperativs bei Kant, in Kant. Zur Deutung seiner Theorie von Erkennen
und Handeln, hrsg. von Gerold Prauss, KoIn, S. 255-73.

Schwemmer, Oswald (1983): Die praktische Ohnmacht der reinen Vernunft. Bemerkungen zum
kategorischen Imperativ Kants, Neue Hefte furr Philosophie 22: Kants Ethik heute, S. 1-
24. Wiederabgedruckt in Schwemmer, Ethische Untersuchungen. Riickfragen zu eini-
gen Grundbegriffen, Frankfurt a. M. 1986, S. 153-81.

Schwemmer, Oswald (1986): Das ,,Faktum der Vernunft“ und die Realitdt des Handelns.
Kritische Bemerkungen zur transzendentalphilosophischen Normbegriindung und
ihrer handlungstheoretischen Begriffsgrundlage im Blick auf Kant, in Handlungstheorie
und Transzendentalphilosophie, hrsg. von Gerold Prauss, Frankfurt a. M., S. 271-302.
Wiederabgedruckt in Schwemmer, Ethische Untersuchungen. Rickfragen zu einigen
Grundbegriffen, Frankfurt a. M. 1986, S. 182-220.

Scott, J. W. (1924): Kant on the Moral Life. An Exposition of Kant’s “Grundlegung”, London.

Scutt, Marie Zermatt (2010): Kant’s Moral Theology, British Journal for the History of Philos-
ophy 18, S. 611-33.

Secker, Barbara (1999): The Appearance of Kant’s Deontology in Contemporary Kantianism:
Concepts of Patient Autonomy in Bioethics, Journal of Medicine and Philosophy 24, S.
43-66.

Sedgwick, Sally (1988): Hegel’s Critique of the Subjective Idealism of Kant’s Ethics, Journal of
the History of Philosophy 26, S. 89-105.

Sedgwick, Sally (1988): On the Relation of Pure Reason to Content: A Reply to Hegel’s Critique
of Formalism in Kant’s Ethics, Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 49, S. 59—
80.

Sedgwick, Sally (1990): Can Kant’s Ethics Survive the Feminist Critique?, Pacific Philosophical
Quarterly 71, S. 60-79. Erweiterte Version in Feminist Perspectives on Kant, hrsg. von
Robin May Schott, University Park, Pa. 1997.

Sedgwick, Sally (1991): On Lying and the Role of Content in Kant’s Ethics, Kant-Studien 82, S.
42-62.

Sedgwick, Sally (1996): Hegel’s Critique of Kant’s Empiricism and the Categorical Imperative,
Zeitschrift fiir Philosophische Forschung 50, S. 560-581.



1998

2007

2008

1996

1989

2009

1995

1986
2000

2004

2008

[1459]

[1460]

[1461]

[1462]

[1463]

[1464]

[1465]

[1466]
[1467]

[1468]

[1469]

Sedgwick, Sally (1998): Metaphysics and Morality in Kant and Hegel, Bulletin of the Hegel
Society of Great Britain 37, S. 1-16, wiederabgedruckt in The Reception of Kant’s
Critical Philosophy: Fichte, Schelling, and Hegel, hrsg. von S. Sedgwick, Cambridge
2000, S. 306-23.

Sedgwick, Sally (2007): The Empty Formalism of Kant’s Categorical Imperative. Hegel’s Critique
Revisited, Internationale Zeitschrift fur Philosophie 16, S. 5-17.

Sedgwick, Sally (2008): Kant’s Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals: An Introduction,
Cambridge.

Seebohm, Thomas M. (1996): Kant und Mill Uber den Ursprung des obersten Prinzips der
Moral, in Inmitten der Zeit. Beitrdge zur europdischen Gegenwartsphilosophie.
Festschrift fir Manfred Riedel, hrsg. von Thomas Grethlein und Heinrich Leitner,
Wiirzburg, S. 179-217.

Seel, Gerhard (1989): Sind hypothetische Imperative analytische praktische Satze?, in Grundle-
gung zur Metaphysik der Sitten. Ein kooperativer Kommentar, hrsg. von Otfried Hoffe,
Frankfurta. M., S. 148-71.

Seel, Gerhard (2009): How Does Kant Justify the Universal Objective Validity of the Law of
Right?, International Journal of Philosophical Studies 17, S. 71-94.%7

Seel, Martin (1995): Versuch (ber die Form des Gliicks. Studien zur Ethik, Frankfurt a. M., S. 20—
26 (,,Kant: Einheit ohne Identitat®).

Seidler, Victor J. (1986): Kant, Respect, and Injustice, London.

Senn, Marcel (2000): Ethik und Recht bei Kant und Spinoza, in Zur Aktualitét der Ethik Spinozas.
hrsg. von Klaus Hammacher, Irmela Reimers-Tovote und Manfred Walther, Wiirzburg
S.279-316.

Sensen, Oliver (2004): Kants Begriff der Menschenwirde, in Abwagende Vernunft. Praktische
Rationalitat in historischer, systematischer und religionsphilosophischer Perspektive,
hrsg. von Franz-Josef Bormann und Christian Schréer, Berlin, S. 220-36.

Sensen, Oliver (2008): Kant’s Treatment of Human Dignity in the Groundwork, 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. 391-401.
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“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
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.”

“This article raises critical questions about Pauline Kleingeld’s interpretation of how one can derive con-
crete duties from Kant’s Formula of Humanity. Kleingeld has proposed a clear, three-step procedure that
can give guidance for a variety of complicated cases. According to her view, to use someone merely as a
means, one must (i) use the other person as a causal means to one’s end, (ii) have an attitude of not paying
due regard to the patient’s consent, whereby (iii) it is the patient’s genuine, actual consent that is crucial.
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This article raises several examples that question whether the three conditions are jointly sufficient to make

an action morally wrong, and it asks about each condition separately whether it is necessary to violate the

first part of Kant’s Formula of Humanity. The examples suggest that Kleingeld’s interpretation is of local

importance, but might not be the supreme limiting condition of one’s freedom. The article ends with a brief
sketch of an alternative approach.”

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.”
“l 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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23 “In this essay, | examine the motive of inner truthfulness in the moral philosophy of Kant, which came to
the fore in his work in the 1790s. Truthfulness and sincerity are interpreted as the roots of all morality. In
the first chapter, | present two interpretations of inner honesty from two different perspectives: in relation
to a duty to oneself and to the issue of conscience. The second chapter (the core of the essay) works out
the main demand of truthfulness, especially in the context of the theory of radical evil from Religion within
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the Boundaries of Mere Reason. As a last step, | show that with the motive of truthfulness, Kant’s
philosophy meets the thinking of F. Nietzsche, with its emphasis on sincerity.”

~Zwischen Ethik und Religion besteht in der Philosophie Immanuel Kants ein enges Verhaltnis. In seinem
frihen Denken geht Kant davon aus, dass Ethik Metaphysik voraussetzt. Diese Position wird in seiner
kritischen Philosophie zugunsten der bekannten These, dass Ethik keine Religion voraussetzt, zu ihr jedoch
»unausweichlich« fiihrt, abgeldst. Im Zentrum der Uberlegungen des vorliegenden Buchs steht der Versuch
einer plausiblen Erklarung, wie diese Unausweichlichkeit zu verstehen ist und warum Ethik in die
Metaphysik miindet. Das Ziel der Untersuchung besteht darin zu zeigen, dass die Religion oder bestimmte
metaphysische Annahmen in der ethischen Systematik Kants eine konstitutive und konstruktive Rolle
spielen.”

“This paper aims to offer an analysis of ‘Against Hobbes’, the title of the second section of Kant’s essay On
the Common Saying: That May be Correct in Theory but is of no Use in Practice. The paper suggests that we
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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“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 Moralitéat als verniinftiges
Phédnomen 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.*

“Immanuel Kant promised, ‘as Your Majesty's loyal subject’, to abstain from all public lectures about
religion. All past commentators agree this phrase permitted Kant to return to the topic after the King died.
But it is not part of the ‘at-issue content’. Consequently, ‘as Your Majesty’s loyal subject’ is no more an
escape clause than the corresponding phrase in ‘I guarantee, as your devoted fan, that these guitar strings
will not break’. Just as the guarantee stands regardless of whether the guarantor ceases to be your devoted
fan, the compliance conditions of Kant's promise are not affected by Kant’s ceasing to be the king’s loyal
subject. For good or ill, Kant made a lying promise to King Friedrich Wilhelm Il in 1794.”
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maxims, and her defence of the ‘practical’ interpretation is shown to be less faithful to the text than the
competing ‘logical’ interpretation. The works of Barbara Herman and Allen Wood are also discussed and
evaluated.”
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»1. Hinfihrung: Zwei Kernthesen Kants und ihre Erlduterung. 2. Bedingtes und unbedingtes Sollen. 3. Die
Begrindung des moralischen Sollens. 4. Zum Gehalt moralischen Sollens. 5. Literaturhinweise”

“The aim of this article is twofold. First, it is argued that while the principle of ‘ought implies can’ is certainly
plausible in some form, it is tempting to misconstrue it, and that this has happened in the way it has been
taken up in some of the current literature. Second, Kant's understanding of the principle is considered. Here
it is argued that these problematic conceptions put the principle to work in a way that Kant does not, so
that there is an important divergence here which can easily be overlooked.”

Contents: I. Themes from Kant's Ethics. 1: Kant, Moral Obligation, and the Holy Will. 2: Constructivism and
the Argument from Autonomy. 3: The Value of Humanity: Reflections on Korsgaard’s Transcendental
Argument. 4: Moral Scepticism and Agency: Kant and Korsgaard. 5: Moral Scepticism, Constructivism, and
the Value of Humanity. 6: Does 'Ought’ Imply ‘Can'? And Did Kant Think It Does? 7: Why Does Ought Imply
Can? Il. Ethics after Kant. 8: On Hegel’s Critique of Kant's Ethics: Beyond the Empty Formalism Objection. 9:
Does Hegelian Ethics Rest on a Mistake? 10: ‘My Station and its Duties’: Social Role Accounts of Obligation



1981 [1565] Stevens, Rex P. (1981): Kant on Moral Practice, Macon, GA.

2015 [1566] Sticker, Martin (2015): Educating the Common Agent: Kant on the Varieties of Moral

Education, Archiv filr Geschichte der Philosophie 97, S. 358-87.%74

2015 [1567] Sticker, Martin (2015): Parfit und Kant tber vernunftige Zustimmung, Zeitschrift fir praktische

Philosophie 3, S. 221-54.77

2017 [1568] Sticker, Martin (2017): Experiments in Ethics? Kant on Chemistry, Means of Education and

Methods of Practical Philosophy, Idealistic Studies 46, S. 41-63.

2017 [1569] Sticker, Martin (2017): Kant’s Criticism of Common Moral Rational Cognition, European Journal

of Philosophy 25, S. 85-108.27

274

275

276

in Green and Bradley. 11: The Ethics of the British Idealists: Perfectionism after Kant. 12: Round Kant or
Through Him? On James's Arguments for Freedom, and their Relation to Kant’s 13: ‘Duty and Virtue are
Moral Introversions’: On Lagstrup's Critique of Morality. 14: Divine Commands and Secular Demands: On
Darwall on Anscombe on ‘Modern Moral Philosophy’. Bibliography. Index.

“I discuss the relation between Kant’s trust in the rational capacities of ordinary agents and education. First,
| show that Kant is very optimistic regarding our common moral capacities. Then | discuss what room this
leaves for moral education. | 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).”
»Zusammenfassung: Nach Parfit konvergieren die systematisch starksten 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 zunéchst,
wie die Einfiihrung unparteilicher, nichtmoralischer Grinde, auf der viel Gewicht in Parfits Zustimmungs-
prinzip liegt, in einigen Féllen die Zweck-an-sich-Formel zu dem intuitiv richtigen Ergebnis fihren kann. An-
schliefend wende ich mich kritisch gegen Parfit. Ich diskutiere zwei Einwénde gegen Parfits Zustimmungs-
prinzip: Das Zustimmungsprinzip ist unterbestimmt und daher nicht relevant fiir die Falle, die Kantianismus
und Konsequentialismus unterscheiden. Zudem l&sst das Zustimmungsprinzip, wie Parfit es versteht, mehr
Instrumentalisierung zu, als Parfit selbst bereit ist einzurdumen.*

“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, | 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. | 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. | finally discuss how his critical practical philosophy can become popular and achieve the
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correction of the common perspective. | stress the role of education informed by philosophical theory for
this and contrast it with so called ‘popular philosophy’.”

“| 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. | 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.”

“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. | argue that whilst Kant and Act-Consequentialists 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 self-interest of the respective agent, as Kant thinks eudaimonism
does. Act-Consequentialism is thus closer to Kant’s ethics than is often assumed. | 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. Act-Consequentialists can accept the Fact as well.”

“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. | 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, | 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 | 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.”
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280 “This paper contributes to the debate about how the overdemandingness objection applies to Kant’s ethics.
| first look at the versions of the overdemandingness objections Kant himself levels against other ethicists
and ethical principles and | discuss in what sense he acknowledges overdemandingness as a problem. Then |
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.”

21 “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/Verninfteln 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 BedurfniR) 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, | 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, | 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.”

23 “| 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. | 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.”



2018 [1578] Sticker, Martin/van Ackeren, Marcel (2018): The Demandingness of Beneficence and Kant’s

System of Duties, Social Theory and Practice 44, S. 405-36.

2002 [1579] Stohr, Karen E. (2002): Virtue Ethics and Kant’s Cold-Hearted Benefactor, Journal of Value

Inquiry 36, S. 187-204.

2011 [1580] Stohr, Karen (2011): Kantian Beneficence and the Problem of Obligatory Aid, Journal of Moral

Philosophy 8, S. 45-67.2%

2007 [1581] Stolzenberg, Jirgen (2007): Kants Ethik und die Mdglichkeit des Altruismus (Thomas Nagel), in

Kant in der Gegenwart, hrsg. von Jirgen Stolzenberg, Berlin, S. 247-68.

2008 [1582] Stolzenberg, Jirgen (2008): The Pure “I Will” Must Be Able to Accompany All of My Desires:

The Problem of a Deduction of the Categories of Freedom in Kant’s Critique of
Practical Reason, in Recht und Frieden in der Philosophie Kants. Akten des X. Inter-
nationalen Kant-Kongresses, Band 3: Sektionen IlI-IV, hrsg. von Valerio Rohden,
Ricarda R. Terra, Guido A. de Almeida und Margit Ruffing, Berlin, S. 415-25.

1979 [1583] Storheim, E. (1979): Kants und Fichtes Begriindung der Moral, in Erneuerung der Transzen-

dentalphilosophie im AnschluB an Kant und Fichte. Reinhard Lauth zum 60.
Geburtstag, hrsg. von Klaus Hammacher und Albert Mues, Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt, S.
411-24.

1993 [1584] Stratton-Lake, Philip (1993): Formulating Categorical Imperatives, Kant-Studien 83, S. 317-40.

1998 [1585] Stratton-Lake, Philip (1998): Kant and Contemporary Ethics, Kantian Review (Cardiff) 2, S. 1-13.

1999 [1586] Stratton-Lake, Philip (1999): Recent Work on Kant’s Moral Philosophy, Philosophical Books 40,

S. 209-18.

2000 [1587] Stratton-Lake, Philip (2000): Kant, Duty and Moral Worth, London.%

2006 [1588] Stratton-Lake, Philip (2006): Moral Motivation in Kant, in A Companion to Kant, hrsg. von

Graham Bird, Oxford, S. 322-34.

284

285

“Common sense tells us that in certain circumstances, helping someone is morally obligatory. That intuition
appears incompatible with Kant's account of beneficence as a wide imperfect duty, and its implication that
agents may exercise latitude over which beneficent actions to perform. In this paper, | offer a resolution to
the problem from which it follows that some opportunities to help admit latitude and others do not. | argue
that beneficence has two components: the familiar wide duty to help others achieve their ends and a
narrow duty to avoid indifference to others as end-setters. Although we are not always required to help, we
are always required not to be indifferent. When helping someone is the only way not to be indifferent to a
person, helping him/her is obligatory. My account avoids certain difficulties with other proposed solutions
and can also address an important concern about proximity.”

“An examination of Kant’s account of moral worth. The debate over whether or not Kant said moral actions
have worth only if they are carried out from duty or whether actions carried out from mixed motives can be
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.”



2008

1995

1991

2004

2013

1974

1989
1994
1995

1996

1997

2007

2014
2005

2008

2015

[1589]

[1590]

[1591]

[1592]

[1593]

[1594]

[1595]
[1596]
[1597]

[1598]

[1599]

[1600]

[1601]
[1602]

[1603]

[1604]

Stratton-Lake, Philip (2008): Being Virtuous and the Virtues: Two Aspects of Kant’s Doctrine of
Virtue, in Kant’s Ethics of Virtue, hrsg. von Monika Betzler, Berlin, S. 101-21.

Stuhlmann-Laeisz, Rainer (1995): Obligation and Prohibition: The Only Possible Outcomes of a
Moral Decision Following Kant’s Categorical Imperative, Proceedings of the Eighth
International Kant Congress, Memphis 1995, hrsg. von Hoke Robinson, Milwaukee,
Band 2, S. 605-20.

Sturma, Dieter (1991): Autonomie und Kontingenz. Kants nicht-reduktionistische Theorie des
moralischen Selbst, Akten des Siebenten Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Mainz
1990, hrsg. von Gerhard Funke. Bonn/Berlin, Band Il, 1, S. 573-88.

Sturma, Dieter (2004): Kants Ethik der Autonomie, in Kants Ethik, hrsg. von Karl Ameriks und
Dieter Sturma, Paderborn 2004, S. 160-77.

Sudakow, Andrej (2013): Person und Perdnlichkeit. Ansatze zum konkreten Personalismus in
Kants Metaphysik der Sitten, in Kants »Metaphysik der Sitten« in der Diskussion. Ein
Arbeitsgesprach an der Herzog August Bibliothek Wolfenbuttel 2009, hrsg. von Werner
Euler und Burkhard Tuschling, Berlin, S. 211-20.

Sullivan, Roger J. (1974): The Kantian Critique of Aristotle’s Moral Philosophy: An Appraisal,
Review of Metaphysics 28, S. 24-53.

Sullivan, Roger J. (1989): Immanuel Kant's Moral Theory, Cambridge.
Sullivan, Roger J. (1994): An Introduction to Kant’s Ethics, Cambridge.

Sullivan, Roger J. (1995): The Influence of Kant’s Anthropology on His Moral Theory, Review of
Metaphysics 49, S. 77-94.

Sullivan, Roger J. (1996): Introduction, in Immanuel Kant, The Metaphysics of Morals, hrsg. von
Mary Gregor, Cambridge, S. vii—xxvi.

Sullivan, Roger J. (1997): The Positive Role of Prudence in the Virtuous Life, in Jahrbuch fur
Recht und Ethik Band 5: Themenschwerpunkt: 200 Jahre Kants Metaphysik der Sitten,
hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, Berlin, S. 461-70.

Surprenant, Chris W. (2007): Cultivating Virtue: Moral Progress and the Kantian State, Kantian
Review 12, S. 90-112.

Surprenant, Chris W. (2014): Kant and the Cultivation of Virtue, New York.2®

Sussman, David (2005): Perversity of the Heart, Philosophical Review 114, S. 153-77. [Uber das
radikale Bose, on radical evil.]

Sussman, David (2008): From Deduction to Deed: Kant’s Grounding of the Moral Law, Kantian
Review 13, S. 52-81.

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.

26 1. The Project of Kant’s Practical Philosophy. 2. Freedom and Civil Society. 3. Autonomy, Coercion, and the
Moral Law. 4. Moral Education and the Cultivation of Virtue. 5. Making Moral Decisions.



2001 [1605] Sverdlik, Steven (2001): Kant, Nonaccidentalness and the Availability of Moral Worth, Journal

of Ethics 5, S. 293-313.%7

2012 [1606] Svovoda, Toby (2012): Duties Regarding Nature. A Kantian Approach to Environmental Ethics,

Kant-Yearbook 4: Kant and Contemporary Moral Philosophy, S. 143-63.%8

2015 [1607] Svovoda, Toby (2015): Duties Regarding Nature: A Kantian Environmental Ethic, New York,

Abingdon.?®

2023 [1608] Svovoda, Toby (2023): A Kantian Approach to the Moral Considerability of Non-human Nature,

Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Ethics 36:22, S. 1-16.2%

287

288

289

290

“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.”

“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.”

“A Kantian approach can establish that non-human natural entities are morally considerable and that
humans have duties to them. This is surprising, because most environmental ethicists have either rejected
or overlooked Kant when it comes to this issue. Inspired by an argument of Christine Korsgaard, | claim that
both humans and non-humans have a natural good, which is whatever allows an entity to function well
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according to the kind of entity it is. | argue that humans are required to confer normative value on the
natural good of all entities that have a natural good. This is so because, as a matter of fact, humans confer
normative value on their own natural good simply because it is a hatural good, which commits humans to
the position that any natural good deserves to have normative value conferred on it. Since non-human
natural entities have a natural good, their natural good deserves to have normative value conferred on it as
well, and this is sufficient to make non-human natural entities morally considerable such that humans have
duties to them.”

“Kant notoriously privileges the motive of duty over other motives as uniquely capable of conferring moral
worth upon our actions. When we look closely at the reasons he and his contemporary defenders offer for
favouring the motive of duty, we find considerable confusion. When we take care to distinguish between
the various criteria that are (sometimes only implicitly) invoked, we find that the case for the motive of
duty's superiority falls apart. | show that with respect to one frequently invoked criterion, efficaciousness,
the emotions fare no worse than the motive of duty—given their availability, it is within our power to will
action from emotions no less than from the motive of duty. On examination, the Kantian case for the duty
motive's superiority turns out to hinge on a different criterion: summonability. A motive satisfies this
criterion only if it is within our power to summon the motive itself into our possession—to make it available
to begin with. | offer the Kantian progressively more qualified interpretations of the claim that the duty
motive is summonable and show that only the most enervated version of the claim survives, one on which
the emotions and the motive of duty are on par.”

“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
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’.
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“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
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.”
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2% “One way of understanding Kant’s views about moral emotions is the cultivation view. On this view,
emotions play a role in Kantian morality provided they are properly cultivated. | evince a sceptical position
about the cultivation view. First, | show that the textual evidence in support of cultivation is ambiguous. |
then provide an account of emotions in Kant’s theory that explains both his positive and negative views
about them. Emotions capture our attention such that they both disrupt the mind’s composure and serve
as a surrogate for reason. As such, Kant cannot recommend that we cultivate our emotions. ”

297 “Kant's Transition Project and Late Philosophy is the first study to provide a close reading of the connection
between texts written by Kant during 1796 and 1798. Connecting Kant's unfinished book project, the Opus
postumum, with the Metaphysics of Morals, it identifies and clarifies issues at the forefront of Kant's focus
towards the end of his life.
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Labelled by Kant as the “Transition Project”, the Opus postumum generates debate among commentators
as to why Kant describes the project as filling a “gap” within his system of critical philosophy. This study
argues for a pervasive transition project that can be traced through Kant's entire critical philosophy and is
the key to addressing current debates in the scholarship.

By showing that there is not only a Transition Project in Kant's theoretical philosophy but also a Transition
Project in his practical philosophy, it reveals why an accurate assessment of Kant's critical philosophy
requires a new understanding of the Opus postumum and Kant's parallel late writings on practical
philosophy. Rather than seeing Kant's late thoughts on a Transition as afterthoughts, they must be seen at
the centre of his critical philosophy.”

~Kant vertritt in der Kritik der praktischen Vernunft und im Gemeinspruch die Auffassung, da man eine
Leihgabe auch dann nicht einfach einbehalten darf, wenn dies gefahrlos mdglich wéare. 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 fur 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
einbehalt, ist die, sein Vermdgen mit allen sicheren Mitteln zu vergréRern; wére nun diese Maxime all-
gemein verbreitet, so wiirde es der urspringliche Eigentiimer gar nicht wagen, sich von seinem Eigentum zu
trennen. Es gébe keine Deposita. Derjenige, der sich so am Gut eines andern bereichern méchte, untergrébt
bei Allgemeinheit seiner Maxime tatsachlich die Bedingung der Mdglichkeit der Einbehaltung des Deposi-
tums. Entscheidend wichtig fuir den Erfolg der Rekonstruktion ist die prazise Unterscheidung von ,,Regeln*

und ,,Maximen®“.
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“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
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.”
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“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.”

“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.”
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“Pauline Kleingeld’s “Contradiction and Kant’s Formula of Universal Law”, published in this journal in 2017,
presents a powerful challenge to what has become the standard (‘practical’) reconstruction of the
categorical imperative. In this response to Kleingeld, | argue that she is right to emphasise the ‘simultaneity
requirement’ — that we must be able to will a proposed maxim and ‘simulataneously’, ‘also’ or ‘at the same
time’ the maxim in its universalised form — but | deny that this removes the categorical imperative test from
the world of universalisation because the agent must be understood as part of that world. There are two
distinct types of conflict: a contradiction that results from non-universalisability and Kleingeld’s ‘volitional’
conflict, located within the will of the immoral agent. The standard ‘practical’ reconstruction of the
categorical impera-tive remains largely intact.”

“Is Kant’s ethical theory too demanding? Do its commands ask too much of us, either by calling for self-
sacrifice on particular occasions, or by pervading our lives to the extent that there is no room for
permissible action? In this article, | argue that Kant’s ethics is very demanding, but not excessively so. The
notion of ‘latitude’ (the idea that wide duty admits of ‘exceptions’) does not help. But we need to bear in
mind (i) that moral laws are self-imposed and cannot be externally enforced; (ii) that ‘right action’ is not a
category of Kantian ethics — there is a more and a less, and lack of perfection does not entail vice; and (iii)
that only practice makes perfect, i.e. how much virtue can realistically be expected can vary from agent to
agent. The principle that ‘ought’ is limited by ‘can’ is firmly entrenched in Kant’s ethical thought.”

“How does conscience react to violations of imperfect duty in Kant’s mature ethical theory? On the one
hand, conscience is given the role of relating an abstract moral law to an agent’s self, and this clearly
encompasses perfect and imperfect duty alike. On the other hand, Kant sees conscience as an internal court
that condemns and acquits (but does not reward); and there are concrete passages, such as the famous
example of the Grand Inquisitor in the 1793 Religion, that similarly indicate that conscience speaks up only
if strict or maybe juridical duties have been or are about to be violated. In this article, | discuss five prima
facie plausible solutions to this puzzle. | conclude that conscience can prohibit non-compliance with
imperfect duty if it is an expression of a culpable flaw at the level of the agent’s underlying maxim.”
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“It is well known, that the in text On a Supposed Right to Lie from Philanthropy Kant holds that lying is
always morally wrong. In this essay | try to demonstrate the paradoxical thesis that it is possible and maybe
even necessary to contest this view by arguing exactly from the main premises of Kant’s moral philosophy:
In Kantian terms, the thesis of the text On a Supposed Right... is false. The so-called Kantian formalism relies
on the criterium of the universalization of the maxim, but this criterium implies the need to always consider
circumstances. It is in fact impossible to have a Typic of the Moral Judgement, that means that it is
impossible to build a “bridge” between the form and the matter in moral actions: therefore, the problem of
the moral judgement is always grounded, in Kantian terms, in the problem of finding an adequate maxim to
describe the situation that has to be judged. Describing a matter of fact in universal terms compels to prefer
and underline only some circumstances that characterize a situation. Moreover, the criterium of
universalizing the maxim necessarily presupposes the plurality of subjects, so that the duty of sincerity must
be reconducted to the duties towards the others and not towards oneself. The others are a transcendental
condition of possibility of the moral law, so that an application of the moral law that would harm the others
to preserve oneself’s dignity would be a contradiction.”

»Die Studie schérft das Profil von Kants Konzeption der Tugend durch eine Interpretation der einschlagigen
Primartexte und eine Gegenuberstellung zur antiken Tugendethik. Charakteristisch fiir den kantischen
Tugendbegriff ist nicht nur die von Interpreten oft hervorgehobene Stérke des Willens, sondern der Habitus
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der Freiheit, mit dem eine aus der Starke der gesetzgebenden Vernunft hervorgehende Leichtigkeit
einhergeht. Diese Leichtigkeit kann keine auf Gewohnheiten basierende Gleichférmigkeit des Handelns
sein, sondern muss als freie Fertigkeit verstanden werden. Das Fundament der zur inneren Freiheit
fihrenden Tugendpraxis ist ein Gemiitszustand, der eine freie Uberlegung der Grundsitze und eine
entsprechende Willensbestimmung erméglicht.”
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“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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“Individualist normative theories appear inadequate for the complex moral challenges of cli-mate change.
In climate ethics, this is especially notable with the relative marginalization of Kant. | argue that Kant’s
philosophy, understood through its historical and cosmopolitan dimensions, has untapped potential for the
climate crisis. First, | situate Kant in climate ethics and evaluate his marginalization due to perceived
individualism, interiority and anthropocentrism. Then, | explore aspects of Kant’s historical and cosmo-
politan writings, which present a global, future-orientated picture of humanity. Ultimately, Kant’s philos-
ophy offers a unique take on the climate deadlock capable of sustaining the individual in the collective.”
“Kant’s account of the pain of remorse involves a hybrid justification based on self-retribution, but
constrained by forward-looking principles which say we must channel remorse into improvement and
moderate its pain to avoid damaging our rational agency. Kant’s corpus also offers material for a revisionist
but textually grounded alternative account based on wrongdoers’ sympathy for the pain they cause. This
account is based on the value of care, and has forward-looking constraints much like Kant’s own account.
Drawing on Kant’s texts and recent work in empirical psychology, | argue that sympathetic remorse may
fulfil Kant’s forward-looking goals better than self-retributive remorse.”

“Kant’s notion of (what | will call) rational sympathy solves a problem about how we can voluntarily fulfill
our imperfect duty to adopt those ends of others which have value only because they have been set by
rational agents, ends which | will refer to as merely permissible ends (MPEs). Others’ MPEs are individuated
in terms of their own concepts of their MPEs, and we can only adopt their MPEs in terms of their concepts,
since to adopt them in terms of different concepts would be to adopt different ends. Others’ concepts of
their MPEs may contain marks of the first person, and should contain no marks of law apart from
permissibility. Rational sympathy allows us to adopt ends individuated in terms of concepts with marks of
these kinds because rational sympathy allows us to voluntarily adopt others’ first-person perspectives in
imagination, and to voluntarily shape our contingent feelings so that such concepts motivate us despite
their underdetermination by law.”
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“This paper aims to discern the limits of the highly influential Incorporation Thesis to give proper weight to
our sensuous side in Kant’s theory of moral action. | first examine the view of the faculties underpinning the
theory, which allows me to outline the passage from natural to rational action. This enables me to
designate the factors involved in actual human agency and thereby to show that, contrary to what the
Incorporation Thesis may tempt one to believe, we do not always act on maxims. The result is a revised and
more balanced view of how Kant sees the character of moral life.”

“Most scholars assume that Kantian moral strength is needed only when it comes to following maxims.
However, accounts based on this assumption can be challenged by Kant’s claim that virtue, as moral
strength of the human will, can never become a habit because its maxims must be freely adopted in new
situations. Even some accounts that are not based on this assumption fail to meet this challenge. By
drawing on my interpretation of the Kantian capacity for self-control, | propose a twofold account of moral
strength that can accommodate Kant’s point that maxims of virtue must always be freely adopted.”

“As a rule, the Kantian capacity for self-control is interpreted as a kind of tool for compelling ourselves to
act on the basis of the maxims we have adopted. To the extent that we merely acknowledge its role in
following already-adopted maxims, however, we fail to capture the distinctive aspect of moral self-control
identified by Kant. In this paper, | propose a fuller account of the Kantian capacity for moral self-control; |
do so mainly by analyzing this capacity as our ability to “abstract from” various sensible impressions. This
analysis shows that Kant’s conception of moral self-control involves two intimately related levels, which are
subject to different criteria. Whereas the first level is connected to our ability to adopt moral maxims and
requires that we abstract from all sensible impressions, the second is associated with our ability to follow
these maxims and does not necessarily require this radical abstraction.”
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“In this paper, | sketch a Kantian account of duties of rescue, which | take to be compatible with Kant’s
theory. | 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, | 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. | 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.”

“In this paper, | analyze the least discussed of Kant’s four examples of duty in the first section of his
Groundwork to the Metaphysics of Morals: the gout sufferer who is no longer motivated by natural interest
in his long-term wellbeing, and is thus in a unique position to secure his own happiness from duty. This
example has long been wrongly interpreted as a failure of prudential rationality, as recently illustrated by
Allen Wood’s reading of that example. | 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. | 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
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there can be a direct duty to promote our own happiness under certain circumstances | also elucidate
Kant’s distinction between direct and indirect duties.”

“Commentators disagree about the extent to which Kant’s ethics is compatible with consequentialism. A
guestion that has not yet been asked is whether Kant had a view of his own regarding the fundamental
difference between his ethical theory and a broadly consequentialist one. In this paper | argue that Kant
does have such a view. | illustrate this by discussing his response to a well-known objection to his moral
theory, namely that Kant offers an implicitly consequentialist theory of moral appraisal. This objection was
most famously raised by Mill and Schopenhauer, but also during Kant’s time by Pistorius and Tittel. | show
that Kant’s response to this objection in the second Critique illustrates that he sees the fundamental
difference between his moral theory and a broadly consequentialist one to be one that concerns
methodology.”

“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 of justification in the Critique of Practical Reason. In the final section, | address a few possible
objections to my reading, one of which | anticipate coming from Dieter Henrich (1989) and lan Proops
(2003), who have argued that Kant’s Fact of Reason is best understood under a legal analogy”

“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, | argue that Kant's relationship with skepticism is active and systematic (contrary to Hill, Wood,
Rawls, Timmermann, and Allison). On the other hand, | 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
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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, | argue, the Groundwork turns out to have a profoundly educative
task.”

324 “In this article | offer a critical commentary on Jeanine Grenberg’s claim that, by the time of the second
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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. | defend an
alter native interpretation, according to which the fact of reason refers to the actuality of our moral
consciousness.”

“It is commonly held that Kant ventured to derive morality from freedom in Groundwork lll. It is also
believed that he reversed this strategy in the second Critique, attempting to derive freedom from morality
instead. In this paper, | set out to challenge these familiar assumptions: Kant’s argument in Groundwork IlI
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, | argue, there is no reversal in the proof-structure of Kant’s two works.”

“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

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
paradigmatic way of reading Kant’s arguments for morality and freedom, situating them within Kant's
critical methodology at large. The result is a novel understanding of Kant that challenges much of what goes
under the banner of Kantian arguments for moral normativity today.”
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327 “A number of neo-Kantians have suggested that an act may be morally worthy even if sympathy and similar
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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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