INTRODUCTION

METHODOLOGY AND TWO KINDS OF ETHICS

Kant’s theory of moral motivation is notoriously controversial. Indeed,
few areas of Kant scholarship have drawn as much attention or prompted
as much disagreement. Kant himself was so confounded by the issue
of how the moral law can provide an incentive that moves the will to
action that he refers to this problem as the “philosophers’ stone” (LE
27:1428). Unfortunately, Kant’s perplexity ultimately translates into an
unusually elusive theory of moral motivation. As a result, the list of
scholars who have presented divergent, often mutually exclusive interpre-
tations of Kant’s account of moral motivation is long and distinguished.'
In this study, I want to contribute to the debate over how Kant thinks
we are moved to act morally by approaching the issue in a new and, I
argue, wholly enlightening way.

The problem that is perhaps central to this debate is as follows:
how can Kant account for moral motivation while divorcing the basis
of morality from the pathological, and therefore motivational, side of
human agents?? To put this pivotal question another way: if Kant thinks
that morality is not grounded in our sensuous and affective natures (as
the British moral sense theorists suggest), then how does he think we
are moved by moral considerations at all? Kant (notoriously) introduces
the concept of respect (Achtung) as an answer to this question. On the
face of it, his solution seems to be that respect is a moral feeling, and,
as such, bridges the gap between the moral law and the capacity of hu-
mans—as sensuously affected beings—to be motivated. But, to get to
the heart of the matter, it has proven extremely difficult for readers of
Kant to grasp the precise nature and function of this bridging feeling
of respect.











































































