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“In this paper | analyze the tension between realism and antirealism at the basis of Kantian constructivism.

This tension generates a conflictive account of the source of the validity of social norms. On the one hand,
the claim to moral objectivity characteristic of Kantian moral theories makes the validity of norms depend
on realist assumptions concerning the existence of shared fundamental interests among all rational human
beings. | illustrate this claim through a comparison of the approaches of Rawls, Habermas and Scanlon. On
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“This paper questions nearly every major point Christina Lafont (2004) makes about “the validity of social
norms’ and their relation to moral realism and Kantian constructivism. | distinguish realisms from theories
of objective or subjective knowledge, then from cognitivism. Next, | distinguish Kant and constructivism
from Rawls political constructivism. Finally, | propose clues for an aternative theory of moral
constructivism.”

“Kantian congtructivists locate the source of normativity in the rational nature of valuing agents. Some
further argue that accepting this premise thereby commits one to accepting the intrinsic or unconditioned
value of rational nature itself. Whereas much of the critical literature on this “regress on conditions’
argument has focused either on the cogency of the inference from the valuell conferring capacity of the will
to the unconditional value of that capacity itself or on the plausibility of the initial constructivist premise,
my aim is to press the argument from a different direction by asking just how Kantian the constructivist
needs to be in order to support a regress on conditions argument. Specifically, | maintain that the argument
succeeds only given a full-fledged Kantian moral psychology, including a presupposition of transcendental
freedom. If correct, this could have implications regarding the compatibility of Kantian ethics and
philosophic naturalism.”
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