Kantian Ethics
· Set out in the Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals 1785
· Wanted to create a philosophical system that covered all areas of life and knowledge, including ethics.

· Purely rational moral system, almost cold in pursuit of ethical truth without emotion, intuition or inclination.

2 normal types of statement:

1) a priori analytic: “All spinsters are female”

· Independent of experience.

· Analytically and necessarily true (answer contained within the subject.)

2) a posteriori synthetic: “All bachelors are happy”

· Requires testing to prove.

· Tells us something not contained in the subject. Not analytically or necessarily try.

BUT moral statements are “a priori synthetic”- independent of experience, but not analytically or necessarily true.
Kant attempts to establish the “a priori” principles by which we make moral judgements.

Deontological

· Deon-duty. It is duty and the intention to do our duty that is morally right.

· There is nothing “which can be taken as good without qualification, except for the good will”.
· The only good is to do our duty.
· The outcome can never be judged as there are so many factors beyond our control that affect it.

· Assumes freedom, as Kant argues that without it we cannot be moral agents.

Hypothetical vs Categorical

· Hypothetical Imperatives are performing an act as a means to an end, ie. “If I do x I get y, so I will do x”

· eg. Giving money to charity makes me look good so I will give to charity.

· Categotical Imperatives are done simply for themselves. It is our duty to do them. ie. “x so x”

· eg. “It is my duty to give to charity, so I will give to charity.”

· no reference to desires, needs, intuition or inclination.

· Kant Rejects inclination, emotion and intuition as these things we share with animals, but duty is known by reason and it is our faculty of reason that separates us from them.

· Therefore only categorical imperatives are moral.

· The only answer to the question “why should I do my duty?” is “because it is your duty. This means only duty is our motive and we cannot be using duty as a means to an end.

The Categorical Imperative

3 Formulations:
Formula of the Law of Nature
Act as if the maxim of your action was to become through your will a universal law of nature.
· The general principle behind every action should be able to be universally applied.

· What is right/wrong for me is right/wrong for all

· Exceptions have an eroding effect on society eg. if all could lie then we’d never know the truth.

Formula of the End in Itself

Act in such a way that you always treat humanity, whether in your own person or in the person of another, never simply as a means but also as an end.
· Kant describes humans as “holy” because they are always ends.
· Humans can never be used or enslaved.
· No case for sacrificing the individual for the good of the many.
· Egalitarian, all humanity not just one race/gender/social class etc.
· We have a duty to promote happiness, but not at the expense of another’s.
Formula of the Kingdom of Ends

So act as if you were by your maxims a law making member of the Kingdom of Ends.
· Act as if you and everyone else were treating each other as ends.
· Each individual makes laws for themselves but by reason all come to follow the same rules.

· Like “love your neighbour as yourself”[Jesus in Matthew’s gospel] Kierkegaard described it as “non-preferential love”
Test of Universalisability
· A test of moral imperatives is to see if they are universalisable.
· 2 tests:

· Conradictions in the law of nature- logically inconsistent maxim that does not fit with other principles. Eg. Everyone should tell the truth, I can lie.

· Contradictions of the will- against self interest. When we might be restricting our future actions, eg. “No one can borrow money” when one day that principle might be contrary to our will. Guarantees that we treat others as we would be treated
Strengths
· Human beings have high intrinsic worth as the rational pinnacle of creation.

· Rejects consequentialism which makes us morally responsible for outcomes beyond our control.

· Inclination and irrational means of coming to moral judgements condemned.

· Autonomy as we determine the rules and are free moral agents.

· High view of reason.
· Universal.

· Justice of the individual guaranteed.

· Both religious and secular.
Weaknesses
· Has to assume that we are free to allow us status of moral agents, although it is not demonstrated.
· Assumes all humans are able to be rational, and that they would always come to the same conclusions, never making mistakes or genuinely disputing what is right.
· Rationality all under the same umbrella, we must all think within the same rigid structures.
· Arguably too many assumptions to claim to be a rational system e.g. freedom, that there is any duty, that all can be rational. Perhaps only assumed because of his Lutheran background.
· Kant had a problem when people fail to act rationally; once someone’s life is run by irrational maxims they are trapped. Either there is no escape from this or no trap. Only answer he could find was divine intervention through Christ’s sacrifice, seems unsatisfactory to Vardy.
· Can formulate complex categorical imperatives to suit ourselves e.g. one can lie to a ticket inspector when one needs to get the train and has no money on a Thursday after 11:00pm.
