[bookmark: _GoBack]PAPERS ARE DUE PRIOR TO THE START OF THANKSGIVING BREAK

Kant Paper Topics: It is the student’s responsibility to understand what the paper topics want you to do.  If you’re not sure, please, of course, ask me.  Students are encouraged to come up with their own paper topics, but must run them by me first for approval.

Formatting, length requirements, rubric and guidelines remain the same as for the Plato papers.

Topic One

Kant claims that the natural law formula (NLF) of the categorical imperative (CI) tests the moral worth of actions.  Explain the criteria for moral worth that Kant attaches to the Natural Law has anything to do with testing moral worth.  A brief statement of what you think these criteria have to do with moral worth will be your thesis statement.

a. In your intro paragraph announce that you intend to show why the criteria for testing moral worth attributed to the NLF are in fact tests of moral, giving a brief statement for why you think they do (this is your thesis statement).  In the briefest way, tell the reader what argument you use to show this.  You’ll supply the details and justifications in the body of the paper.

b. In your second paragraph, explain what the CI is and explain the features that it possesses.  Since the CI is a command of reason and an imperative (p. 24) be sure to explain what these are in addition to the other features (pp. 25-26 and 29-30).  This is not a book report where you merely repeat what Kant says or what a handout says.  Quote what Kant says and interpret what it means.  

c. In your third paragraph, quote the NLF of the CI (p. 30) Explain (1) what the NLF commands of the will and (2) explain the two criteria the NLF uses to test the moral worth of maxims (see pp. 32-33 [424 to 425]).  Quote Kant and explain what he says means.

d. For the remainder of the paper, provide an interpretation that explains why the criteria discussed in the third paragraph have anything to do with indicating moral worth.  This will be your interpretation, but it must be based on quoted/cited textual evidence.  Your interpretation should be derived from language in the text, not whatever happens to float through your head independently from what Kant says.  Single authors should devote no less than an entire page to this, co-authors certainly more.  Single authors certainly should refer to at least one of Kant’s examples.  Co-authors, as many as needed.

NOTE: DO NOT BRING IN THE HUMANITY OR AUTONOMY FORMULAS.  THE TOPIC IS ABOUT THE NATURAL LAW FORMULA ALONE.


Topic Two

Kant claims that the representation of a rational being is what grounds the possibility of an unconditional obligation, i.e., a categorical imperative.  Why?

a.  In your intro paragraph announce the problems you plan to take up and the solutions you will offer.  Specifically, why does Kant think that the representation of rational being grounds a categorical imperative and why does Kant think that a rational being is owed respect?

b. In your second paragraph, carefully explain what a command of reason is, what a categorical imperative is and what sort of obligation (necessitation) the categorical imperative imposes on the will and why.  Then explain what requirements Kant thinks a principle of the will must meet in order to ground a categorical imperative.  This is crucial for the paper given (a) above.

c.  In your third and subsequent paragraphs, explain why Kant thinks the representation of a rational being grounds a categorical imperative (that is, identify and explain his reasoning).  In your explanation:
(1) Be sure to explain fully what a will is and a rational being is and why the former requires the latter, according to Kant.
(2) Be sure to explain Kant’s distinction between a person and a thing.  What causes something to be a person or a thing?  Explain fully the relevant concepts involved.
(3) Be sure to explain and explore why Kant might think a rational being is owed respect, based on textual evidence.  That is, given (1) and (2), why are rational beings owed respect (i.e., can never be treated as a mere means).
Don’t lose sight of the forest: your explanations in 1-3 need to help your reader (me) see why the representation of a rational being grounds a categorical imperative.

d. IF CO-AUTHORING: incorporate into your analysis in c. (3) the extent to which you think Kant is justified in moving from a descriptive claim to a normative claim.  In short, do you think Kant has an “is-ought” problem or not?[footnoteRef:1] [1:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Is%E2%80%93ought_problem] 



Topic Three

Kant claims rational beings are owed respect because of their rational nature, but there is ambiguity regarding the status of a rational being.  Rational nature can be in respect of potentiality or in respect of actuality.  In your paper, take up a position about whether Kant is committed to respect for rational nature according to potentiality (and thus also actuality) or whether Kant restricts respect to rational nature according to actuality alone.

a.  In your first paragraph set up the problem and announce the position you stake out: do you think rational nature according to potentiality or only according to actuality is owed respect?

b. In your second paragraph, carefully explain what Kant’s reasoning seems to be for why rational beings are owed respect.  In your explanation:
(1) Be sure to explain fully what a rational being is, according to Kant.
(2) Be sure to explain Kant’s distinction between a person and a thing.  What causes something to be a person or a thing?  Explain fully the relevant concepts involved.
(3) Be sure to explain and explore why Kant might think a rational being is owed respect, based on textual evidence.  That is, given (1) and (2), why are rational beings owed respect (i.e., can never be treated as a mere means).

c. In your third paragraph, present your argument, based on textual evidence, for whether you think Kant is committed to respect for rational nature according to potentiality (and thus also actuality) or whether Kant restricts respect to rational nature according to actuality alone.
KEEP IN MIND A CRUCIAL DILEMMA:
(1) Those who argue that only rational nature according to actuality is owed respect must deal with the fact that what is rational in potentiality still possesses a rational nature and so seems to fit Kant’s criterion.
(2) But those who argue that rational nature according to potentiality is owed respect just as much as rational nature according to actuality must deal with the fact that rational nature according to potentiality is not yet self-determinant.

The issue of abortion hovers in the background of the dilemma.

d. IF CO-AUTHORING: in addition, assess whether abortion is morally permissible given your interpretation of Kant’s reasoning about rational being.  Obviously whether respect is owed to rational nature according to potentiality or only in actuality will determine whether the fetus is owed respect as an end or whether it is permissible to treat the fetus as means.  You may wish to discuss particularly abortion in the case of a mother’s health.  Suppose the mother were to die if she comes to term (ignore how we could know this, suppose we do).  The mother is actually rational, the fetus only potentially so.  What is permissible? CO-AUTHORS MUST KEEP IN MIND AND ADDRESS THE DILEMMA in c.

NOTE: DO NOT BRING IN THE NATURAL LAW OR AUTONOMY FORMULAS.  THE TOPIC IS ABOUT THE HUMANITY FORMULA ALONE.
