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AThi s paper analheZugendlekrd rhtads tthtee i sarien ctert ain ends
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 attempteduetimmsty 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 theeatment of broad duties in ti&@undlegungand can serve as a basis
ethics against the familiar emptiness charge. 0
fiGuyer argues for f our muariticaldisctshionsof morality Kantadvgcatdada hi s
version of rational egoism, in which freedom, understood naturalistically as a freedom from domination by
both oneds own inclinations and from other peopl e,
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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 natwapafisoach and while
ning the same substantive thesis as his early

ret ai

real
grounding fo 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 (houmenally) free

ized by adherence to the mor amhatutaliatiw @iranéc&dentaly

455)

and the moral Il aw i s dmhFmourth, ¢chs dexliaction it @ disastep ihdedd,honesof f r e e
Western philosophyés fAmost spectacular train wrecks
bul k of my attention to the |l ast. o
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character and serviceable for morality. For these reasons, those interested in gleaning a more complete picture

of
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outlines of such an account. 0
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®> fiin this paper | 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 | am targettrtg is th
justify (morally or otherwise) an action is (perhap
in such a way that all rational participants would have to acknowledge that value. As an alternative to the
Kantian conception, | propge a conception in which the basic unit of moral reasoning is not an action but
rather what | ¢ ail whereaan etltcal tpdsition & Whene,casanyt givenrmdment and with
respect to the matter at hand, you stand, and where moral reasonsigts in the articulation of ethical
positions. 0

fiThis 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. | argue that moral reasoning &blinescap
vulnerable to moral, as opposed to merely theoretical, failure. This, | 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.

"'At is common -bhsed libekabism tode contrasgpdhwitls 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 Kant 6 shttsh,eopryowifdinmag utrted arnagl yti cal l'ink b

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 politicalegat prescriptions without

Kant 6s substantive account of human natur e, an acco
should strive for and the anthropol ogical l'imits of
both sets bconsiderations. 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 apdlitical 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 tieedyKant is much

closer to Fichte and Hegel than is generally acknowl
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the authority of moral injunctions, and why should we care aldmm? Unless we provide satisfactory

we regard ourselves as having free will?

Wh a t

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

ef fort
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urteit wird, die Handlungsabsicht oder Intention. Der bedeutendste Vertreter des ethischen Intentienalis

uti on

t hat bui | idus interpretaiom ofdrangcendental glsilosgphydas articulated in his

Copernican Revolution) and draws on the

ent il

ntentionalistischen Ethik oder Gesinnungsethi

Il mmanuel Kant , spricht freilich nicht orurdegeldgierbsi cht e
Verstandnis zufolge sind Maximen weder Hamdjsmotive noch Handlungsstrukturen, sondern Hiugd:
absichten. Jedoch ist nicht jede beliebige Absicht eine Maxime. Eine Maxime zu haben, heil3t fir Kant, sich
bewul3t entschlossen zu habenusd-so zu handeln. Handeln nach Maximen ist rggeitetes Verhalten.
Der Begriff der Maxime bezieht sich nur auf okkurente (nicht auf dispositionakritbn. Und schlieRlich
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dazu behauptet, dal3 die Tugendlehre bis auf die Elemente der Metaphysik zuriickgehen mu3. Es wird die
These vertreten, gefavelcher die Tugendlehre keine Anthropologie, sondern dient hr opono mi e f
405 406) ist, welche ohne den Rickbezug auf die Metaphysik weder Sicherheit noch Reinheit und vor allem
keine bewegende Kraft haben kann. AuRerderm wird die Besonderheitatdisdken Tugendlehre als
El eut heronomie und Ant hroponomie betont, i n -wel cher
leitung) eine wesentliche Rolle zukommt. Sie sind insgesamt &sthetisch und vorhergehende, aber natirliche
Gemitsanlagen, durddflichtbegriffe affiziert zu werden. Das Bewul3tsein 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 Triebfetiezl und mit der ebenfalls apriorischen

Methodenlehre der Kritik der praktischen Vernunft ans Licht gestellt und zwar in der Absicht, die fun

dierende Roll e apriorischer Gef¢ghle zu betonen.
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AConventional wisdom on Kafnitnidano uett hiifc so nheodl sd sa ctthiaotn ii
one must Ainterpersonally wuniversalized the maxim &
without falling into some sort of contradiction. | argue in this paper that this conventionahwiadst be

suppl emented by a requirement to fitemporally wuniver
for all times. Doing so, I argue, allows us to bett
Groundwork, and it also ales us to avoid putative problem maxi ms
contradictiond interpretation of the universalizat:i
contain a coordination featuwmaayesodgdg. 0 Al will play t
AiContemporary Kant scholarship generally takes o6hum

rational capacities. However, his claims that only the good will has unqualified goodness and that humanity is
unconditionally valuale 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 otleecanventional view that humanity and

the good will are distinct. o
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Ailn a recent paper, Eckart F°rster challenges inter
has a canon but no dialectic, whereas in the second Critique, timerteoisly 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
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 ahee to the different aims and scope of the works, and in particular, the

di fferent place of the inclinations in their argumer
Ailn recent year s, phil osophers have either ignored
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 Aristtyteljdrut still

deeply Kantian, virtuous character traits. $ineposes 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 Kantéatheory 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 mor al ps)
Contents: Al ntroducti on; Ruadrcarrupt rationél agency; 2. rConstriaints om e : 1.
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 Kafitiae of

Humility: 5. The Kantian virtue of humility; 6. Humility and seHspect; 7. The humble person; Part IV. The
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Virtues of Kantian Humility: 8. The humble pursuit of skifowledge; 9. The humble pursuit of respect for

persons; Conclusion. o

AMxims play a cruci al role in Kantds ethical phil o
maxims are. In this twpart essay, | survey eight different views of Kantian maxims, presenting their
strengths, and their weaknesses. Part |: Estdble d Appr oaches, begins with R¢gdi

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 aed Biife, that

maxi ms ar e L eb-ens$iegid gdneral rulesrfor how fo tanduct oneself based on equally
general outlooks on how the world is. These first t
anthropological and pedagical 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 maxaftsr all, how can people learn

how to act on something they always act on anyway? The nextiéws, each advanced, at different times,

by Onora O6Neill, make better sense of the fact tha
areintention§ ei t her specific intentions, such atomékkeo open
guest s f & anditisperfectly seasible 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 albave to learn how to act on them? Henry Allison, the main representative of the
fifth view, cl ai ms, on the basis of Kant's doctr i
organized hierarchically, such that an agent endorses one maxim bdwesed@ses a more general maxim.
Unfortunately for Allison, there is little direct textual support for his claim that maxims are organized
hierarchically. o

iMaxims play a cruci al role in Kantds edbbut whatl phil
maxims are. In this twpart 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 fiveetat ment s canvassed in 6Recent Works o
Approacheso. First, there is Richard McCartyobs I nt
maxims can be illuminated by placing them in the context of the Wollfian traddmrgrding to which

maxims are the major premises of practical syllogisms. The next subject Maria Schwartz, holds that careful
attention to Kantds distinction between rules and m:
make sense of almot a | | of Kantés remarks on maxi ms. I't may
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 Timmaen, which is that Kant understands maxims

equi vocally. I claim that something |ike Timmer mann
Kant has to say on maxi ms. 0
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fiKant
motivation. Kant tells us that the feeling of respect is the incembiv@oral action, but he is notoriously

scholars since the early nineteenth century h

ambiguous on the question of what exactly this mearisaint and the Role of Pleasure in Moral Actjdain

Morrisson offers a new view on Kantds theory of mor:
In a clear, straightforward style, Morrissoesponds to the ongoing interpretive stalemate by taking an
original approach to the probl em. Whereas previous
feeling of respect by studying the relevant textual evidence in isolation, Morrisson illuriimatesidence

by determining what Kant 6s more gener al theory of
|l ooking at how Kantoés treatment of desire and feel

maximbased action, Morrisson arguéhat 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 6s anthropol ogi cal (that is, psychological)
Aziel dieser Untersuchung ist es, den @usnenhang der kantischen Kritiken unter Wahrung einer transzen

60

wor |

dentalkritischen Perspektive nachzuweisen. Dazu wird zunéchst eine Paraphrasierung der einzelnen Kritiken
entwickelt und aus einem gemeinsamen erkenntnistheoretischen Horizont heraus iettenpeetaschlie
Bend jeweils mit einschlagigen Positionen der Forschungsliteratur diskutiert wird. Der inhaltliche-Schwer

punkt der Arbeit zielt auf eine besondere Einordnung der Leistung Kants: Eine Differenzierung der Bereiche
AMet aphysi MdfentATpand dsmphi efi und Atranszendentale K
bestimmen und zeigt unter der Beriicksichtigung der Notwendigkeit fir das menschliche Denken die grund
legenden allgemeingiltigen Strukturen des menschlichen Erkenntniseersn@jese Akzentuierung der Be

trachtung hat einige Verschiebungen des heute gelehrterBildas zur Folge, die bes. den Kategorischen

| mperativ und die KnikderUaailskrafio eA r ®tf H etni. Kii der

Glﬁl

n t

hi s paper -claimsabogtwenscienteain hisknaomlt wiitthigs 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 specificscase Agai nst

Thomas Hi

that Kant has only a limited role for conscience, | argue that conscience has a comprehensive role in Kantian
deliberation. | unpack the claims about conscience irMbphysics of Moralgo show that they describe

consciege as both a basic act of setfnsciousness and as anthlhgsconsidered judgment. | outline the

ro
a

| e
way

of conscience in moral motivation, and argue t

to rethink Kdanto§ds Reamsoweptdoi on of the Fac
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AThis paper is concerned with the normative content
does FH, as some seem to think, i mply the specifi
theories? To this latter ques o n I argue, the answer is 6nob. I pr o

of autonomy and the formula of the kingdom of ends, where | understand FA to describe the nature of the
capacity of humanityi a capacity for selfovernance. The latter, duggest, 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
coordnate 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 nibé value of the capacities but rather what they make
possible: distinctive ways of mistreating (using) persons, but also a distinctive kind of morally desirable
el ationship. o

-

iThe i1l lusion that Kant respect smepnngsdoopursly tecloniced s f r or
terms within his second formulation of the categori
in your own person or in that of another, always as
Ahumahimeans rational nat ur e an dhompreunem)me finchthat ns t he

we are to respect, not human selves in all their diverdsdynd phaenomenprbut rational selves in all their
sameness, in their unvarying conformity to timéversal principles of pure practical reason. Contemporary
individualism gets no support from Kant. o
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fi | Teory and Practic&ant challenges the wellorn view thapractitioners do not need to rely on theory.

He acknowledgethat experts with a deep knowledge of theory may fail astipoaersboth in technical

matters, and in matters of morality and justidewever, since actieguiding theories are intended to shape

rather than to fit the world, practitioners have no poimetdrence other than the theories or principles that
theyseekto enact. If theories of duty appear to offer too little guiddocaction, they should look for more

rather than fewer principlesshich will enable them to guide their practical judgement wgitater, if still
incomplete, specificity.o
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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 for mdetmaerdc droeg ofucdain aa dje
Ailn this paper | argue that, on Kant's view, the wol
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 fos 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. Drawitige 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 Al Il
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 cognitiveroleclat at t ri buted to it by the Ger man |
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paper introduces Husserl ds ethics by exami

lectures on ethics in which he offers his own ethical theory in a historical context. The phenginaholo

et hics

seeks to combine the advantages of both
takes into account that emotions play an essential role in the constitution of values and morals. Contrariwise,

Husserl fights against relatém in ethics and praises Kant for the discovery of an absolute moral imperative.
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He

considers Kantédés ethics as a rationalistic
every will must be motivated by some concrete material gobdat i s eval uated in
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“AThe contribution starts with the observation that
great variety in emphasis. I n the O6Grundl enghengd fro
6Tugendl ehreé6 from 1798 but none i n t he OKritik (
60Rechtslehreé from 1797. This needs an explanation.
the second formula of the categorical imperatthe, formula of sefpurposefulness, as it is often assumed,
but to the third formula of a kingdom of ends. It is there explained ategalfation. This placement needs
al so an explanation, which 1is att eigniytisehegnepainddlase ar t i
sefpur poseful ness. So Kant changed his wunderstanding

6Tugendl ehr eb. But the question is: why?o



































































































