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  ñThis paper analyzes Kantôs thesis in the Tugendlehre that there are certain ends (oneôs 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 

advance over the treatment of broad duties in the Grundlegung and can serve as a basis for defending Kantôs 

ethics against the familiar emptiness charge.ò 
2
  ñGuyer 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 oneôs own inclinations and from other people, rather than happiness, is the fundamental value. From this 
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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, ñnamely that freedom is the value that is 

realized by adherence to the moral lawò (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 ñcausal lawò of this freedom. Fourth, this deduction is a disaster, indeed, one of 

Western philosophyôs ñmost spectacular train wrecksò (Guyer 445). I shall discuss each in turn, devoting the 

bulk of my attention to the last.ò 
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  ñKantôs most familiar and widely read works in practical reason are the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of 

Morals (1785) and the Critique of Practical Reason (1788). His principal aims in these works are to analyze 

the nature and ground of morality and to justify its supreme principle (the categorical imperative). 

Nevertheless, in these texts, Kant also paints a picture of what it means to have a good will or good character, 

and it is this account of the good will and the associated theory of moral motivation that have been the target 

of many of the historical and contemporary objections to Kantôs rationalism. From the perspective of these 

foundational works in Kant's moral theory, it appears that all that is required for Kantian character is a firm 

commitment to do oneôs duty from the motive of duty in the absence of inclination, or in the teeth of 

countervailing inclination. Kantôs defenders have rightly insisted that it would be hasty to draw any final 

conclusions about his considered views on character and moral psychology on the basis of the Groundwork 

and the second Critique. An adequate assessment of these kinds of charges against Kant, they have argued, 

must address his theory of virtue, as it is set out in his other important ethical texts, especially the Doctrine of 

Virtue (1797) and Religion Within the Boundaries of Mere Reason (1793). In his theory of virtue, Kant 

presents a detailed account of virtue as a character trait, provides lengthy discussions of the various virtues he 

sees as central for the ethical life, and maintains that there are moral feelings that are part of a virtuous 

character and serviceable for morality. For these reasons, those interested in gleaning a more complete picture 

of Kantôs ethics await a detailed, systematic account of Kantôs views about virtue. This entry aims to sketch 

the outlines of such an account.ò 
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5
  ñIn this paper I develop a critique of Kantian ethics, and more precisely a critique of a particular conception 

of moral reasoning. The fundamental assumption that underlies the conception that I am targeting is that to 

justify (morally or otherwise) an action is (perhaps with an óall things being equalô clause) to settle its value, 

in such a way that all rational participants would have to acknowledge that value. As an alternative to the 

Kantian conception, I propose a conception in which the basic unit of moral reasoning is not an action but 

rather what I call an óethical positionô ï where an ethical position is where, at any given moment and with 

respect to the matter at hand, you stand, and where moral reasoning consists in the articulation of ethical 

positions.ò 
6
  ñThis paper presents a critique of a prevailing conception of the relation between moral reasoning and 

judgment on the one hand, and moral goodness on the other. I argue that moral reasoning is inescapably 

vulnerable to moral, as opposed to merely theoretical, failure. This, I argue, means that there is something 

deeply misleading in the way that Kant's moral theory, and some of its main rivals, have invited us to 

conceive of their subject matter.ò 
7
  ñIt is common for Kantôs rights-based liberalism to be contrasted with the communitarian authoritarianism of 

the later Fichte and of Hegel, and it is the concept of autonomy that is generally regarded as the theoretical 

fount of Kantôs theory of natural rights, providing the analytical link between Kantôs moral philosophy and 

his political and legal theory. The author argues that this view is erroneous: The notion of autonomy 

ultimately remains contentless and incapable of providing practical political and legal prescriptions without 

Kantôs substantive account of human nature, an account specifying both the proper moral ends that humans 

should strive for and the anthropological limits of human perfectibility. Kantôs theory of rights is informed by 

both sets of considerations. Contrary to the received view, Kant develops a socially sensitive account of the 

self in his later writings, and comes to believe that individual autonomy depends in large measure on the 

realisation of certain propitious sociocultural and political arrangements. For Kant, natural rights, like 

individual freedom, are not ahistorical, universal standards of political justice but the historical outcome of 

the long process of enlightenment. As such, what is right will depend on what is timely. Here Kant is much 

closer to Fichte and Hegel than is generally acknowledged.ò 
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8
  ñCan we regard ourselves as having free will? What is the place of values in a world of facts? What grounds 

the authority of moral injunctions, and why should we care about them? Unless we provide satisfactory 

answers to these questions, ethics has no credible status and is likely to be subsumed by psychology, history, 

or rational decision theory. According to Ermanno Bencivenga, this outcome is both common and regrettable.   

 Bencivenga points to Immanuel Kant for the solution. Kantôs philosophy is a sustained, bold, and successful 

effort aiming at offering us the answers we need. Ethics Vindicated is a clear and thorough account of this 

effort that builds on Bencivengaôs previous interpretation of transcendental philosophy (as articulated in his 

Kantôs Copernican Revolution) and draws on the entire Kantian corpus.ò 
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absichten. Jedoch ist nicht jede beliebige Absicht eine Maxime. Eine Maxime zu haben, heißt für Kant, sich 

bewußt 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 schließlich 

sind Maximen solche Absichten, die nicht auf eine singulare Verwirklichung abzielen, sondern für einen gan-

zen Lebensbereich das leitende Handlungsprinzip aufstellen.ñ 
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  ñKantôs ethics do not include a discussion of justice as a specific virtue, and the ñMetaphysical First 

Principles of the Doctrine of Rightò appear to deal only with private and public law, but not with justice. In 

fact, Kantôs ethics in the three Critiques and later relevant writings is dependent on Godôs iustitia distributiva 

as the highest good and the institution of the state is labelled as ñpublic justiceò. This article attempts to 

explain this connection and to provide a contribution to the topic of Kantian justice. The Epilogue to this 

article discusses a letter dated November 6, 1790, which Kant wrote in one of his official capacities at the 

University of Kºnigsberg and which as of yet has remained unpublished.ò 
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claim that nothing counts as an action, nor as morally assessable, unless it has a maxim. One cannot take both 

thoughts seriously without implausibly constricting the range of behavior that counts as action, hence as 

morally assessable. This difficulty can be overcome, I suggest, by jettisoning the idea that maxims must be 

consciously affirmed, and by stressing the way in which maxims are grounded in the pruning and shaping of 

oneôs emotions and desires during socialization. This opens the door to a rich Kantian theory of virtue. It also 
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raises questions about the scope and ground of our moral responsibility, which I address at the end of the 

paper.ò 
12

  ñKant maintained that dutiful action can have the fullest measure of moral worth even if chosen in the face of 

powerful inclinations to act immorally, and indeed that opposing inclinations only highlight the worth of the 

action. I argue that this conclusion rests on an implausibly mechanistic account of desires, and that many 

desires are constituted by tendencies to see certain features of oneôs circumstances as reasons to perform one 

or another action. I try to show that inclinations to violate moral requirements sometimes manifest a morally 

objectionable half-heartedness in oneôs commitment to those very requirements, and ï by extension ï to the 

values that undergird these requirements.ò 
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  ñIn this paper I take up two problems that arise in connection with the Kantian duty to cultivate certain moral 

and non-moral feelings and emotions.ò 
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  Ch. 1: The Relation of Theoretical and Practical Reason. Ch. 2: The Formulation of the Moral Law. Ch. 3: 

The Idea of Freedom. Ch. 4: Moral Feeling. Ch. 5. The Summum Bonum. Ch. 6: Applied Ethics ï The 

Principles of Jurisprudence. Ch. 7: Applied Ethics ï The System of the Moral Virtues. 
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  ñEarly in the Preface to Religion within the Limits of Reason Alone, Kant claims that ñmorality leads 

ineluctably to religionò. This thesis is hardly an innovation of the Religion. Again and again throughout the 
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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 Kantôs positions ï 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 ñgood willò, 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?ò 
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  ñEmbarrassed by the apparent rigorism Kant expresses so bluntly in óOn a Supposed Right to Lie,ô numerous 

contemporary Kantians have attempted to show that Kantôs 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. I 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 Kantôs 

understanding of moral duty was that duties are symmetrical, such that if one has a duty to perform a given 

action on oneôs own behalf or to protect oneôs own rational nature, then one also has a duty to perform similar 

acts on otherôs 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.ò 
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  ñKantian 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 I favor, 

focuses directly on the special value of our rational nature. According to this consequentialist conception, we 
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  ñIn what follows I will consider Kant's and Habermasôs conceptions of moral validity in a comparative and 

critical way. First, I will reconstruct Habermas's discursive or deliberative reformulation of Kantôs moral 
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that are to be enforced by a coercive state apparatus) is of course of great importance, but I will not address it 

here.ò 
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  ĂGegen soziale oder sogar politische Umdeutungen der Kantischen Tugendlehre wird eingewandt, daß sich 

Kant nicht auf die empirische Tatsache einer intersubjektiven Menschenvernunft beruft, sondern im Gegenteil 

dazu behauptet, daß die Tugendlehre bis auf die Elemente der Metaphysik zurückgehen muß. Es wird die 

These vertreten, gemäß welcher die Tugendlehre keine Anthropologie, sondern eine  ĂAnthroponomieñ (VI 

405ï406) ist, welche ohne den Rückbezug auf die Metaphysik weder Sicherheit noch Reinheit und vor allem 

keine bewegende Kraft haben kann. Außerderm wird die Besonderheit der Kantischen Tugendlehre als 

Eleutheronomie und Anthroponomie betont, in welcher den Ăªsthetischen Vorbegriffenñ (Ziffer XII der Ein-
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dierende Rolle apriorischer Gef¿hle zu betonen.ñ 

http://www.secretum-online.it/default.php?idnodo=8&PHPSESSID=b5b311690ea1ddabebbc148bfed0e1f5
http://www.secretum-online.it/default.php?idnodo=8&PHPSESSID=b5b311690ea1ddabebbc148bfed0e1f5
http://www.filosofia.unimi.it/itinera/mat/saggi/?ssectitle=Saggi&authorid=giordanettip&%1fdocid=tugendlehre&format=html
http://www.filosofia.unimi.it/itinera/mat/saggi/?ssectitle=Saggi&authorid=giordanettip&%1fdocid=tugendlehre&format=html
http://www.filosofia.unimi.it/itinera/mat/saggi/giordanettip_tugendlehre.pdf


ner Aufklärung. Akten des IX. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, hrsg. von Volker Ger-

hardt, Rolf-Peter Horstmann und Ralph Schumacher, Berlin, New York, Bd. III, S. 211ï

19. 

2003 [302] Glasgow, Joshua M. (2003): Expanding the Limits of Universalization: Kantôs Duties and Kantian 

Moral Deliberation, Canadian Journal of Philosophy 33, S. 23ï47.
28

 

2007 [303] Glasgow, Joshua (2007): Kantôs Conception of Humanity, Journal of the History of Philosophy 

45, S. 291ï308.
29

 

1971 [304] Glass, Ronald (1971): The Contradictions in Kantôs Examples, Philosophical Studies 69, S. 65ï

70. 

1988 [305] Goldman, Alan H. (1988): Moral Knowledge, London, S. 91ï130 (ñKant: Objective Rationality 

and Obligationò). 

2006 [306] González Valenzuela, Juliana (2006): Kantôs Ethics and its Influence on Bioethics, in Kant Today 

ï Kant aujourd'hui ï Kant heute. Results of the IIP Conference/Actes des Entretiens de 

l'Institut International de Philosophie Karlsruhe/Heidelberg 2004, hrsg. von  Hans Lenk 

und Reiner Wiehl, Münster, S. 127ï41. 

1994 [307] Gowans, Christopher W. (1994): Innocence Lost. An Examination of Inescapable Moral Wrong-

doing, New York, Oxford, S. 184ï217 (ñKantian Critiques of the Phenomenological 

Argumentò). 

2007 [308] Goy, Ina (2007): Immanuel Kant über das moralische Gefühl der Achtung, Zeitschrift für philoso-

phische Forschung 61, S. 337ï60. 

2005 [309] Graband, Claudia (2005): Das Vermögen der Freiheit: Kants Kategorien der praktischen Ver-

nunft, Kant-Studien 96, S. 41ï65. 

1990 [310] Graham, Gordon (1990): Living the Good Life. An Introduction to Moral Philosophy, St. Paul, 

MN., S. 92ï124 (ñThe Moral Life I: Duty for Dutyôs Sakeò). 

2004 [311] Graham, Gordon (2004): Eight Theories of Ethics, London, S. 98ï127 (ñKantianismò). 

1992 [312] Green, Michael K. (1992): Kant and Moral Self-Deception, Kant-Studien 83, S. 149ï69. 

                                                 
28
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  ñIn 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. Förster's challenge may 

therefore be reformulated as the problem of explaining why practical reason has a canon in the first Critique, 

a dialectic in the Groundwork, and an antinomy in the second Critique. In this paper, I answer this challenge. 

I argue that these differences are due to the different aims and scope of the works, and in particular, the 

different place of the inclinations in their arguments.ò 
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  ñIn 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.ò 
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  ñMaxims play a crucial role in Kantôs ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what 

maxims are. In this two-part essay, I survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their 

strengths, and their weaknesses. Part I: Established Approaches, begins with R¿diger Bubnerôs view that Kant 

took maxims to be what ordinary people of today take them to be, namely pithily expressed precepts of 

morality or prudence. Next comes the position, most associated with Rüdiger Bittner and Otfried Höffe, that 

maxims are Lebensregeln, or ólife-rulesô ï 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 Kantôs 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 ï 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 OôNeill, make better sense of the fact that people always act on maxims, for they hold that maxims 

are intentions ï either specific intentions, such as óto open the doorô, or general intentions, such as óto make 

guests feel welcomeôï 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 óhighest maximô, 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.ò 
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  ñMaxims play a crucial role in Kantôs ethical philosophy, but there is significant disagreement about what 

maxims are. In this two-part essay, I survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their 

strengths and their weaknesses. In Part II: New Approaches, I look at three more recent views in somewhat 

greater detail than I do the five treatments canvassed in óRecent Works on Kantian Maxims I: Established 

Approachesô. First, there is Richard McCartyôs Interpretation, which holds that Kantôs 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 Kantôs distinction between rules and maxims, as well as Kantôs concept of happiness, allows us to 

make sense of almost all of Kantôs remarks on maxims. It may be, however, that on Schwartzôs view agents 

turn out to perform actions as opposed to thoughtlessly habitual behaviors much less often than is plausible. 

This leads to the final approach, exemplified by Jens Timmermann, which is that Kant understands maxims 

equivocally. I claim that something like Timmermannôs approach is the only way to make sense of all of what 

Kant has to say on maxims.ò 
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  ñDuring the 1760s and 1770s, Kant entertained a naturalistic approach to ethics based on the supposed 

psychological fact of a human love for freedom. During the critical period, especially in the Groundwork for 

the Metaphysics of Morals, Kant clearly rejected such an approach. But his attempt at a metaphysical 

foundation for ethics in section III of the Groundwork was equally clearly a failure. Kant recognized this in 

his appeal to the ñfact of reasonò argument in the Critique of Practical Reason, but thereby gave up on any 
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  ñIf, as Kant says, ñthe will is practical reasonò, 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 ï our 
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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.ò 
37

  ñThat an act can have moral worth even if the end of the action is not realized seems asymmetrical with 

Kantôs dual notion that acts cannot have moral worth if the maxim for action is impermissible. Recent 

scholarship contends that fixing the asymmetry will allow impermissible acts done from a morally worthy 

motive to have moral worth.  I argue against the asymmetry thesis and contend that Kant cannot consistently 

maintain a class of impermissible, morally worthy action and the view that right acts respect the dignity of 

humanity.ò 
38

  ĂEine der deutschen Krankenhausketten versucht, ihr Geschäftsmodell u. a. auf Elemente der Kantschen Mo-

ralphilosophie zu stützen. In den Dienstverträgen der führenden Manager werden Verhaltensnormen spezifi -

ziert, und es wird auf den kategorischen Imperativ Bezug genommen. Frage ist, ob dies mit der Kantschen 

Ethik vereinbar ist, und ob es sich dazu eignet, moralischen Anforderungen an Krankenhäuser besser gerecht 

zu werden. Eine Analyse der einschlägigen Texte zeigt, dass Kants kategorischer Imperativ mit der Goldenen 

Regel gleichgesetzt wird, wogegen Kant sich ausdrücklich gewehrt hat. Die Goldene Regel wird außerdem 

entstellt. Dass der kategorische Imperativ nicht nur Achtungs-, sondern auch Fürsorgepflichten normiert, wird 

übersehen. Es bleibt offen, ob aus der Kantschen Ethik nicht doch Folgerungen für die Krankenhausorganisa-

tion zu ziehen sind, der hier kritisierte Versuch ist jedoch missglückt, weil ï ganz abgesehen von den Anwen-

dungsproblemen ï schon die Kantschen Konzepte missverstanden wurden. Immerhin zeigt der Versuch, dass 

es im Management ein Bewusstsein f¿r die Wichtigkeit moralischer Vorgaben im Krankenhaus gibt.ñ 

 ñProblem   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 companiesô 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.ò 
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  ñWhy should we be interested in Kantôs 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 
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  ĂDie Frage, ob wir von allen Menschen verlangen dürfen, denselben Moralstandards zu gehorchen, entschei-

det darüber, ob es überhaupt legitim ist, globale Moralmaßstäbe, z.B. als Menschenrechte, juridisch fixieren 

und Verstöße entsprechend sanktionieren zu wollen. Der ethische Relativismus liefert gewichtige Argumente 

gegen eine affirmative Haltung dieser Frage gegenüber. 

 Kant hat für die präskriptive Gültigkeit seines kategorischen Imperativs für alle Menschen durch das viel dis-

kutierte Faktum-Theorem argumentiert. Die Studie sucht die Frage zu beantworten, wie dieses von Kant nach-

gerade beiläufig vorgetragene Theorem überhaupt 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 weiß, was 

Vernunft (nach Kant) überhaupt ist. Aus diesem Grund geht der semantischen Analyse des Faktum-Theorems 

eine elaborierte Darstellung des Kantischen Vernunftbegriffs voraus. Mithilfe dieser Strategie kann die Be-

deutung des Faktum-Theorems erfasst und das Theorem selbst auf seine Plausibilität hin überprüft 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 schei-

nen mag.ñ 
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of Kantôs against Garve are discussed in brief in this paper.
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Garveôs claim that óKantian morality
 
destroys all incentives that can move human beings to act at

 
allô. I argue 

that Kant and Garve rely on two different models
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) usefully illuminates the difference between Kant and Garve
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  ñKant 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 
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Kantôs anthropological (that is, psychological) works.ò (Publisherôs (Ohio University Press) description) 
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ĂMetaphysikñ, ĂTranszendentalphilosophieñ und Ătranszendentale Kritikñ lªsst Kants Standpunkt einheitlich 

bestimmen und zeigt unter der Berücksichtigung der Notwendigkeit für das menschliche Denken die grund-

legenden allgemeingültigen Strukturen des menschlichen Erkenntnisvermögens. Diese Akzentuierung der Be-

trachtung hat einige Verschiebungen des heute gelehrten Kant-Bildes zur Folge, die bes. den Kategorischen 

Imperativ und die sogenannte Ă sthetikñ der Kritik der Urteilskraft betreffen.ñ 
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  ñIn this paper I argue that Kantôs 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 Hillôs claim 

that Kant has only a limited role for conscience, I 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. I outline the 

role of conscience in moral motivation, and argue that taken together Kantôs writings about conscience reveal 

a way to rethink Kantôs conception of the Fact of Reason.ò 



S. 291ï301. 

1978 [706] Mulholland, Leslie A. (1978): Kant: On Willing Maxims to Become Laws of Nature, Dialogue 

18, S. 92ï105. 

1990 [707] Mulholland, Leslie A. (1990): Kantôs System of Rights, New York, S. 1ï198. 

1991 [708] Mulholland, Leslie (1991): Formalism in Kantôs Ethical Theory, Akten des Siebenten Internatio-

nalen Kant-Kongresses, Mainz 1990, hrsg. von Gerhard Funke. Bonn/Berlin, Band II, 1, 

S. 353ï64. 

1974 [709] Moritz, M. (1974): Über einige formale Strukturen des kategorischen Imperativs, in Akten des 4. 

Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Mainz 1974, Teil 1: Symposien, hrsg. von G. Funke 

und J. Kopper, Berlin, S. 201ï8. 

1995 [710] Munzel, G. Felicitas (1995): óThe Beautiful Is the Symbol of the Morally-Goodô: Kantôs 

Philosophical Basis of Proof for the Idea of the Morally-Good, Journal of the History of 

Philosophy 33, S. 301ï30. 

1999 [711] Munzel, G. Felicitas (1999): Kantôs Conception of Moral Character. The ñCrticialò Link of 

Morality, Anthropology, and Reflective Judgment, Chicago. 

2002 [712] Munzel, G. Felicitas (2002): ñDoctrine of Methodò and ñClosingò (151ï163), in Immanuel Kant, 

Kritik der praktischen Vernunft, hrsg. von Otfried Höffe, Berlin, S. 203ï17. 

1964 [713] Murphy, Arthur E. (1964): The Theory of Practical Reason, La Salle, S. 285ï301. 

1965 [714] Murphy, Jeffrey G. (1964): The Highest Good as Content for Kantôs Ethical Formalism. Beck vs. 

Silber, Kant-Studien 56, S. 102ï10. 

1970 [715] Murphy, Jeffrey G. (1970): Kant: The Philosophy of Right, London, S. 55ï86 (ñMorality and 

Freedomò), 87ï108 (ñThe Criterion of Moral Rightò). 

1991 [716] Nagel, Thomas (1991): Equality and Partiality, New York, S. 41ï52 (ñKantôs Testò). ï Eine 

Abhandlung über Gleichheit und Parteilichkeit und andere Schriften zur politischen 

Philosophie, Paderborn 1994, S. 62ï77 (ĂKants Maximenprobeñ). 

1957 [717] Nahm, Milton C. (1956/57): ñSublimityò and the ñMoral Lawò in Kantôs Philosophy, Kant-Stu-

dien 48, S. 502ï24. 

2008 [718] Nahra, Cinara (2008): Acting from the Motive of Duty and the Incorruptible Ideal Moral Agent, 

in Recht und Frieden in der Philosophie Kants. Akten des X. Internationalen Kant-Kon-

gresses, Band 3: Sektionen IIIïIV, hrsg. von Valerio Rohden, Ricarda R. Terra, Guido A. 

de Almeida und Margit Ruffing, Berlin, S. 303ï11. 

1985 [719] Nakhnikian, George (1985): Kantian Universalizability and the Objectivity of Moral Judgments, 

in Morality and Universality, hrsg. von Nelson T. Potter und Mark Timmons, Dordrecht, 

S. 187ï233. 

1992 [720] Nakhnikian, George (1992): Kantôs Theory of Hypothetical Imperatives, Kant-Studien 83, S. 21ï

49. 

2003 [721] Nauckhoff, Josefine (2003): Incentives and Interests in Kantôs Moral Psychology, History of 

Philosophy Quarterly 20, S. 41ï60. 

1994 [722] Neiman, Susan (1994): The Unity of Reason. Rereading Kant, Oxford, S. 105ï44 (ñThe Primacy 



of the Practicalò). 

1975 [723] Nell [= OôNeill], Onora (1975): Acting on Principle. An Essay on Kantian Ethics, New York. 

1914 [724] Nelson, Leonard (1914): Die kritische Ethik bei Kant, Schiller und Fries. Eine Revision ihrer 

Prinzipien, in ders., Gesammelte Schriften in neun Bänden, hrsg. von Paul Bernays, Willi 

Eichler, Arnold Gysin, Gustav Heckmann, Grete Henry-Hermann, Fritz von Hippel, 

Stephan Körner, Werner Kroebel, Gerhard Weisser, Band VIII, Hamburg 1971, S. 27ï

192: S. 41ï99 (ĂErster Teil. Kantñ). 

1991 [725] Nelson, William N. (1991): Morality: Whatôs in It for Me? A Historical Introduction to Ethics, 

Boulder, S. 39ï58 (ñThe Moral Point of View: Immanuel Kant, 1724ï1804ò). 

2008 [726] Nelson, William (2008): Kantôs Formula of Humanity, Mind 117, S. 85ï106.
62

 

1997 [727] Nenon, Thomas (1997): The Highest Good and the Happiness of Others, in Jahrbuch für 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. 419ï35. 

2000 [728] Neumann, Michael (2000): Did Kant Respect Persons?, Res Publica 6, S. 285ï99.
63

 

1989 [729] Nisters, Thomas (1989): Kants Kategorischer Imperativ als Leitfaden humaner Praxis, Freiburg. 

2008 [730] Nodari, Paulo César (2008): The Moral Law as Expression of the Autonomy of Reason in the 

Critique of the [! ] Practical Reason, in Recht und Frieden in der Philosophie Kants. 

Akten des X. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses, Band 3: Sektionen IIIïIV, hrsg. von 

Valerio Rohden, Ricarda R. Terra, Guido A. de Almeida und Margit Ruffing, Berlin, S. 

313ï22. 

2008 [731] Noordraven, Andreas (2008): Kants moralische Ontologie. Historischer Ursprung und systemati-

sche Bedeutung, Würzburg.
64

 

                                                 
62

  ñThis paper is concerned with the normative content of Kantôs formula of humanity (FH). More specifically, 

does FH, as some seem to think, imply the specific and rigid prescriptions in óstandardô deontological 

theories? To this latter question, I argue, the answer is ónoô. I propose reading FH largely through the formula 

of autonomy and the formula of the kingdom of ends, where I understand FA to describe the nature of the 

capacity of humanity ï a capacity for self-governance. The latter, I suggest, is akin to the capacity for 

planning and intentional action described in Michael Bratman's work. A significant part of what FH requires, 

I 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.ò 
63

  ñThe illusion that Kant respects persons comes from ascribing contemporary meanings to purely technical 

terms within his second formulation of the categorical imperative, ñ[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'ò. When we realize that 

ñhumanityò means rational nature and ñpersonò 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.ò 



1998 [732] Norman, Richard (1998): The Moral Philosophers. An Introduction to Ethics, Oxford, 2. A., S. 

70ï91 (ñKant: Respect for Personsò). 

2007 [733] Nortmann, Ulrich (2007): Kants Kategorischer Imperativ in der neueren Diskussion, in Logik, 

Begriffe, Prinzipien des Handelns, hrsg. von Thomas Müller und Albert Newen, Pader-

born, S. 249ï73. 

1981 [734] Nusser, K.-H. (1981): Das Kriterium der Moralität und die sittliche Allgemeinheit. Zur Bestim-

mung von Moralität und Rechtsbegründung bei Kant und Hegel, Zeitschrift für philoso-

phische Forschung 35, S. 552ï63. 

1995 [735] Nuyen, A. T. (1995): The Heart of the Kantian Moral Agent, American Catholic Philosophical 

Quarterly 69, S. 51ï62. 

1992 [736] Oakley, Justin (1992): Morality and the Emotions, London, S. 86ï121 (ñKantian Arguments 

against Emotions as Moral Motivesò). 

1983 [737] Oberer, Hariolf (1983): Kants praktische Philosophie, in Zur Geschichte der Philosophie Bd. 2: 

Von Kant bis zur Gegenwart, hrsg. von Karl Bärthlein, S. 15ï30. 

1986 [738] Oberer, Hariolf (1986): Zur Vor- und Nachgeschichte der Lehre Kants vom Recht der Lüge, in 

Kant und das Recht der Lüge, hrsg. Von Georg Geismann und Hariolf Oberer, Würz-

burg, S. 7ï22. 

1997 [739] Oberer, Hariolf (1997): Sittengesetz und Rechtsgesetze a priori, in Kant. Analysen ï Probleme ï 

Kritik. Bd. III. Hans Wagner zum 80. Geburtstag, hrsg. von Hariolf Oberer, Würzburg, 

S. 157ï200. 

2004 [740] Oberer, Hariolf (2004): Honeste vive. Zu Immanuel Kant, Die Metaphysik der Sitten, AA 06, 

236. 20ï30, in Metaphysik und Kritik. Festschrift für Manfred Baum zum 65. Geburts-

tag, hrsg. von Sabine Doyé, Marion Heinz und Udo Rameil, Berlin, New York, S. 203ï

13. 

2006 [741] Oberer, Hariolf (2006): Sittlichkeit, Ethik und Recht bei Kant, Jahrbuch für Recht und Ethik 14, 

hrsg. von B. Sharon Byrd, Joachim Hruschka und Jan C. Joerden, S. 259ï67. 

1982 [742] OôConnor, Daniel (1982): Kantôs Conception of Happiness, Journal of Value Inquiry 16, S. 189ï

205. 

                                                                                                                                                         
64

  ĂGegenstand der vorliegenden Untersuchung ist das Verhªltnis von Denken und Sein in den verschiedenen 
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kaum beachtet hat.ñ 
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  ñIn 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.ò 
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grounding of a universal morality in the broadly Kantian tradition, the paper concludes with a suggestion as to 

how the value of freedom can form the core of an adequate response to reasonôs demand for such a ground.ò 
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  ñIn this paper I 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, I 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, I 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 ñformalisticò 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.ò 
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  ñThe contribution starts with the observation that Kant mentioned Human Dignity in his main works with 

great variety in emphasis. In the óGrundlegungô from 1785 we find a significant treatment and again in the 

óTugendlehreô from 1798 but none in the óKritik der Praktischen Vernunftô from 1788 and in the 

óRechtslehreô from 1797. This needs an explanation. In the óGrundlegungô 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 óTugendlehreô human dignity is then explained as 

self-purposefulness. So Kant changed his understanding of human dignity from the óGrundlegungô to the 

óTugendlehreô. But the question is: why?ò 


































































