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Abstract  

Reason and morality emerge in Kant's Transcendental Idealism as a 

complex tapestry that forms part of his structure, challenging an in-depth 

exploration of human agency and ethical imperatives. The paper 

investigates Kant's statement that reason is more than just an organ for 

understanding the empirical world but rather represents an ultimate 

meeting point with moral law that forms our ability to autonomy and 

ethical deliberation. The paper explores issues that shed light through 

concepts such as the categorical imperative and indeed the role of 

practical reason in order to try and enlighten how Kant attempts to 

reconcile the realms of theoretical knowledge and moral obligation, 

suggesting that true moral action comes from rational deliberation 

grounded in universal principles. The paper evaluates practical reason's 

role in moral judgments and examines how Kant's duty versus inclination 

shapes ethical behaviour. The study seeks to explore continued 

appropriateness of Kantian ethics in modern philosophical debates in 

discussions in which reason stands paramount to basis responsibility. 

Keywords: Transcendental Idealism, categorical imperative, ethics, 

Morals, Obligation. 

 

 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

Immanuel Kant is an essential moment in the history of Western thought, 

especially through the vehicle of transcendental idealism. His framework tightly 

interweaves the positions of reason and morality, assuming that humans have an 

inherent capacity for rational thought necessary for moral judgment. Kant's work 

departed radically from previous philosophical paradigms concerning what 

morality is, as he claimed that morality cannot be a product of empirical 

experience but instead finds its source in rationality itself. Kant's critical 

philosophy, particularly articulated in his seminal works such as the Critique of Pure 

Reason (1781) and Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals (1785), introduces 

the idea that reason is fundamental to understanding both the world and our moral 
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obligations.1 He famously set out three questions: “What can I know?”, “What ought 

I to do?”, and “What may I hope?” The first of these is relevant to epistemology, 

while the latter two have texts dealing with ethics and metaphysics. According to 

Kant, we can never know things-in-themselves (noumena) but that we are still able 

to understand phenomena based on a human reason which imposes structure onto 

our experience.2 

Central to Kant's moral philosophy is the universal principle of the categorical 

imperative, supposed to govern human action. According to Kant, he says persons 

should only act according to maxims that can be willed as universal laws. For 

instance, if one planned to lie to benefit himself, Kant would say the act cannot be 

universalized without contradiction since it would undermine trust-the base of social 

interaction.3 This also helps demonstrate how reasoning influences ethical decisions, 

compelling an individual to consider consequences based on those actions. Again, 

the interplay of reason and morality enables Kant to make autonomy a core 

component. In this respect, Kant contends that only actions based on free will are 

properly moral, including those rooted in regard for the moral law rather than those 

caused by inclination or coercion. This is a big deal in the sense that it distinguishes 

Kant's ethics from consequentiality theory, which often measures actions by their 

outcome. But Kant argues that the intention, on which an action is based, as 

determined by rational deliberation, determines what makes an action morally 

significant.4 

In Kant's ethical system, practical reason guides moral judgments and actions, 

allowing individuals to discern their duties through rational deliberation. This 

emphasizes acting from duty rather than inclination, ensuring that moral actions are 

grounded in ethical principles. Kant distinguishes between duty and inclination, 

asserting that genuine moral behaviour arises from a commitment to universal moral 

laws, fostering responsibility and shaping our understanding of obligation.5 He 

acknowledged the limits of human cognition, famously stating, “I had to deny 

knowledge in order to make room for faith,” suggesting that while reason illuminates 

moral action, it cannot answer metaphysical questions about God or the afterlife. 
Kant's influence extends to law and political theory, with his ideas on human dignity 

and rights informing modern democratic thought and human rights narratives. His 

rational approach to morality remains relevant in contemporary ethical debates on 

autonomy and respect for persons, inviting reflection on how we navigate a complex 

world and reaffirming the significance of his insights in today's discourse on ethics.6 

1.2 OBJECTIVES  

The objectives of the paper are firstly, to consider the fundamental role of reason in 

Kant's moral philosophy, particularly in underpinning the formulation of the 

categorical imperative, and secondly, to appraise the relationship between 

theoretical knowledge and moral action in the context of Kant's Transcendental 

Idealism. The study looks into the implications of Kantian ethics on contemporary 

moral dilemmas and assesses the relevance of his ideas in modern philosophical 



Volume 27 : 2024-2025 
Journal of Philosophy and the Life-world 
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.62424/JPLW.2025.27.00.09 

______________________________  
82 © 2025 Vidyasagar University Publication Division, Vidyasagar University, Midnapore 

discourse. The study has a deep interest in how Kant's concept of autonomy 

crystallizes our understanding of moral responsibility and the process of ethically 

decisive choice-making in a rational framework. It similarly weighs the role of 

practical reason in making moral judgments and actions in Kant's ethical system and 

deems relevant to discuss the significance of Kant's distinction between duty and 

inclination in shaping moral obligation and ethical behaviour. 

1.3 STATEMENT OF PROBLEM  

The interplay between reason and morality in Kant's transcendental idealism reveals 

a complex philosophical landscape where rational faculties are tied to ethical 

imperatives. The research outlines how Kant's epistemological framework informs 

his moral philosophy by examining the tension between empirical reality and the 

categorical imperative. By synthesizing reason and morality within his works, the 

study explains how Kant's idealism enriches contemporary understandings of ethics 

and decision-making. It also addresses how practical reason influences moral 

judgments and actions within Kant's framework and clarifies the significance of 

Kant’s distinction between duty and inclination in shaping moral obligation and 

ethical behaviour. 

1.4 SIGNIFICANCE OF STUDY  

The relation of reason with morality in transcendental idealism probes the intricate 

relationship between rational thought and ethical imperatives that underlie much of 

modern philosophy. What was significant about Kant was that actual moral action 

was less based on empirical experience than on prior conditions found in reason. 
This foundation makes us think about human agency and the capability to render 

judgments in terms of morality, which means that reason itself is inextricably linked 

with moral responsibility. The paper analyzed with the aim of illuminating how 

Kant's framework, apart from providing very rigorous philosophical structure about 

the understanding of morality, critically discusses some implications of reason on 

the aspect of ethical behaviour in modern society. 

1.5 METHODOLOGY 

The study adopted a descriptive and analytical method with a qualitative approach to 

examine the interplay of reason and morality within Kant’s transcendental idealism. 
It relies primarily on secondary data, including articles, books, websites, and 

national and international documents relevant to Kantian philosophy. The 

descriptive aspect outlines Kant's key philosophical concepts, particularly his theory 

of reason and moral philosophy, while the analytical approach critically evaluates 

the relationship between these elements. The qualitative approach allows for a 

deeper exploration of theoretical arguments and interpretations, rather than relying 

on empirical data. 
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RESULT AND DISCUSSION  

1.6 KANT'S MORAL PHILOSOPHY AND THE CATEGORICAL 

IMPERATIVE 

Immanuel Kant's ethical theory is one of the integral cornerstones of modern moral 

thought, advocating for the primacy of reason in the determination of moral actions. 
At the very centre of the ethic chosen by Kant lies the Categorical Imperative 

principle, which seeks to prescribe action based upon universal reason rather than 

specific desires. How reason forms the basis of Kant's moral philosophy, especially 

through the articulation of the Categorical Imperative.7 Kant (1724–1804) argued 

that morality is not about exterior contingencies or results but about reason and 

autonomy. He distinguished between two types of imperatives: hypothetically and 

categorically conditioned. Hypothetically conditioned, or conditional imperatives, 

rely on personal desires; for example, “If you want to be healthy, exercise.” 
According to Kant, the categorical imperatives, however, are unconditional and hold 

for all who can present no reasons against them based on individual inclinations. 
Kant said this famously in his first formulation: “Act only according to that maxim 

whereby you can at the same time will that it should become a universal law”. This 

form points out that moral actions are such that they would apply to all, and that 

they are made upon rational deliberation.8 

A prominent role entrusted to reason in Kant's ethics is the capacity for self-
legislation of moral law for rational agents, in his terms, autonomy.9 There is an 

implication here: an agent is not governed or determined by extraneous forces but by 

reason in governing herself. The autonomy required for self-legislation is essential 

for moral responsibility since it establishes the individual as aware of her duty and 

her capability in working for it. Kant believed that moral value is only inherent 

when actions are moral based on respect for the moral law and not from habit or 

desire.10 For instance, a person who gives charity only to be acknowledged by others 

is an example of acting on a hypothetical imperative-having no real moral value. 
The one, who gives, being under duty, shows morality in action, reason.  Again, 

Kant's second formula of the Categorical Imperative is directed at the value in worth 

of human beings, but he asserts that “Act in such a way that you treat humanity, 

whether in your own person or in the person of any other, always at the same time as 

an end and never merely as a means”. This now considers their dignity, as well as 

the right of another human being to also be treated as an end. This is based on 

reason; therefore, the outcome will be grounded in mutual respect and equality that 

is a worthy approach to the world as posited by Kant.11  

The major criticisms of Kant’s ethics are that they are too idealistic or abstract; 

emotions will never be able to be located in such an ethics. Kant held that reason 

needs to guide ethical behaviour and moral principles based on emotion or 

consequences alone could never be universal or objective.12 Rather, Kant seeks a 

reason for morality that will stabilize and make ethical conduct objective rather than 

anchoring moral principles on the capriciousness of human beings. Reason is central 
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to Kant's moral philosophy because it grounds the formulation of the Categorical 

Imperative. Kant's focus on autonomy and universalizability speaks to an ideal that 

has morality constructed on reason rather than the moving whims of human 

beings.13 An ethical framework demands not merely morality and duties but human 

dignity and equality among persons. Much criticism has been aimed at Kantianism 

as somehow ossified; however, the case that Kant makes for reason in the guise of 

morality remains unassailable to making a contribution to ethics generally and 

informs much in contemporary debates on autonomy and moral responsibility. 

1.7 THEORETICAL KNOWLEDGE AND MORAL ACTION IN KANT’S 

TRANSCENDENTAL IDEALISM 

This was a deep shift in the epistemology and ethics landscape emanating in late 

18th century, with his work Critique of Pure Reason published in 1781. Generally 

speaking, Immanuel Kant used his idealism to reconcile the different claims made 

by rationalism and empiricism. He thus nurtured a theory that since our knowledge 

begins with experience through the senses, it is not constituted by sense experiences; 

instead, it is contributed by the active mind in shaping our perception of reality.14 

The philosophical doctrine not only determines our concept of knowledge but has 

tremendous implications in shaping moral action, forming a critical dependency 

between theoretical knowledge and ethical behaviour. One of the most prominent 

implications of Kant's Transcendental Idealism is the difference between phenomena 

and noumena. Phenomena are the objects of our experience, given shape by our 

cognitive faculties, while noumena refer to things-in-themselves that exist 

independently of our perception but remain essentially unknowable to us. Kant 

famously declared: “Though we cannot know these objects (noumena) as things in 

themselves, we must yet be in a position at least to think them as things in 

themselves” (Kant,1929). This statement also highlights the limits of human 

cognition, indicating that it falls within the limits of our understanding apparatus to 

obtain knowledge. But this does not prevent the existence of moral imperatives that 

derive from our rational capacities.15 

Kant's ethical framework is deeply intertwined with his epistemological views. He 

posits that moral actions are grounded in reason rather than empirical inclinations. 
In his Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals (1785), he introduces the 

Categorical Imperative, a principle that commands individuals to act according to 

maxims that could be universally applied.16 This principle underscores the 

importance of autonomy and rational agency in moral decision-making. Kant argues 

that true moral action stems from duty derived from rationality rather than from 

personal desires or external influences. Thus, theoretical knowledge—rooted in 

rational understanding—becomes essential for guiding moral actions. The interplay 

between theoretical knowledge and moral action can be further illustrated through 

Kant's concept of autonomy. For Kant, autonomy is not merely self-governance but 

a manifestation of one's capacity to legislate moral law through reason. He asserts 

that “the will is a law unto itself,” emphasizing those individuals must rely on their 

rational faculties to discern right from wrong. The reliance on reason fosters a sense 
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of responsibility and accountability in moral conduct. Consequently, Kantian ethics 

advocates for actions that respect the dignity and autonomy of all rational beings, 

thereby promoting a universal moral law.17 

According to Kant, transcendental idealism then assumes that moral knowledge is an 

a priori and therefore originates from reason itself rather than experience. Thus the 

empirical approaches towards morality are done away with because those methods 

“base ethical principles upon observed consequences or social contracts.”18 By 

asserting the existence of moral truths in a way that relates to the nature of rational 

thought, Kant moves ethical concerns into the realm of principles, making sure that 

moral activity not merely occurs according to observation but rather follows 

objective, universal criteria instead of personal experiences. In the Kantian Critical 

Philosophy, Transcendental Idealism serves as a foundation for bringing knowledge 

together with moral action. His philosophy presumes that, while all sensory 

experience must inform our understanding of the world, ethics moves out of the 

realm of the empirical and into the arena of reason and rationality. In addition to 

this, by setting limits to the human cognitive, Kant also argues for the necessity of 

reason in order to guide human moral behaviour. The work thus opens up for a 

reflection on our autonomously carried out decision-making capacity and the role of 

reason as it arrives at our understanding of reality and our ethical responsibilities 

within reality.19 

1.8 IMPLICATIONS OF KANTIAN ETHICS FOR CONTEMPORARY 

MORAL DILEMMAS 

Immanuel Kant's ethical philosophy, which he propounded at the end of the 18th 

century, continues to be an essential part of the theory of ethics and has, directly or 

indirectly, influenced many of the current discussions on ethics. Indeed, it 

challenges one to put out of consideration consequences and to concentrate solely on 

duty and intrinsic worth. In the articulation of his categorical imperative, Kant 

grounded moral activity in objective universal principles; for example, Kant stated 

that one should act only according to that maxim which can be willed as a universal 

law. This principle underlines the authority of rationality in moral decision-making 

while highlighting the inviolable dignity of every human. Kant's ethical theory will, 

therefore be highly applicable to the majority of today's dilemmas, especially in 

bioethics and corporate responsibility. For example, in medical ethics, the issue of 

euthanasia is really one of the greatest challenges. The Kantian ethic view again 

would ban euthanasia since “treat human life merely as a means to an end—healing, 

relief from pain, etc.” instead of treating it as an end in itself. Such perspective is in 

conformance with Kant's assertion that everybody has a value in their own right to 

be respected. The implications of this view are profound as it compels health care 

professionals to cherish life and dignity, even at the cost of suffering, thereby 

establishing a culture of care and respect for autonomy.20 

Kant's thoughts stretch into current subjects related to corporate ethics. As much 

criticism against firms on social responsibilities, the precepts of Kant can be very 
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useful towards recommendations to ethical business activities of the organization. 
For example, many firms make decisions that may seem short-term gains rather than 

ethical, such as exploiting labour or the environment. Treatment of employees, 

consumers, and communities as ends in themselves rather than means to pure 

financial gains would be a Kantian dictate.21 

An attitude of this nature would direct businesses towards practices sustainable and 

fair in labour use in their operations, thus serving the purpose of ethical 

responsibility. Another criticism of Kantian ethics is its stiffness and perceived 

incapability in unravelling intricate moral conflicts. In his writings, Kant negated the 

existence of such a thing as a proper moral dilemma; he argued that moral conflicts 

arise due to mistaken understanding of duties rather than conflicting claims on 

morals. However, modern-day thinkers contend that this position can fail to pay 

attention to the subtleties incorporated into actual life, where competing duties can 

actually give birth to genuine ethical tensions. For instance, consider a scenario 

where honesty would gravely harm someone else.22 

Even though Kant would confirm that honesty is a categorical imperative, critics 

argue that such a principle fails to consider the intricacy and emotive nature of 

human relations. However, his work in terms of promoting reason and autonomy has 

been revived, especially considering problems like AI and data privacy. As 

technology is developed, deeper questions grounded in ethical precepts are 

nevertheless asked. In what light would consent and individual rights be grasped? A 

Kantian framework can take strength within a mode of making the advocacy of 

individuals' rights against potential abuses by a corporation or government. When 

something is required for treating individuals as ends in themselves, there will be the 

reinforcement of informed consent and transparency involved in advancing 

technological theory and practice.23 The remains of Immanuel Kant's ethical theories 

keep resounding within contemporary philosophical discourse and practical 

applications. As the call for universal moral principles presses toward navigating 

harder moral landscapes with integrity and respect for human dignity, one can at 

least say that though one may move to criticize him for being too rigid when the 

time calls for nuances in tackling difficult dilemmas, the essence of Kant's ethics—
be it universalizability or respect for persons—gives the most important direction for 

finding solutions in modern ethical challenges. Hindsight and insights from Kant, 

for instance, may make our ethics a little richer and shed light on the major decisions 

already taken within this new moral landscape that technology and globalization 

have dictated.24 

1.9 KANT'S AUTONOMY AND ITS IMPACT ON MORAL 

RESPONSIBILITY AND ETHICAL DECISION-MAKING 

Immanuel Kant’s philosophy has profoundly influenced our understanding of 

autonomy, particularly in the context of moral responsibility and ethical decision-
making. His notion of autonomy, which he articulates in works such as the Critique 

of Practical Reason (1788), posits that true moral agents act according to principles 
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that they legislate for themselves, independent of external influences.25 The concept 

not only reshapes the landscape of moral philosophy but also provides a rational 

framework for understanding ethical behaviour. Kant defines autonomy as the 

capacity of rational agents to govern themselves by self-imposed laws. He contrasts 

this with heteronomy, where actions are dictated by external forces such as societal 

norms or personal inclinations. In his essay “What is Enlightenment?” (1784), Kant 

famously states, “Sapere aude! Have courage to use your own understanding!” This 

call for self-determination emphasizes the importance of rationality in moral 

decision-making. For Kant, autonomy is not merely about making choices; it is 

about making choices based on universalizable maxims, which can be applied 

consistently across all rational beings. Implications of Kant's autonomy stretch into 

areas as diverse as bioethics and political philosophy. For instance, in the former, 

the principle of patient autonomy has become a cornerstone of medical ethics since 

the late 20th century. In this regard, autonomy describes the right of an individual to 

make thoughtful decisions about matters regarding his own health care, free from 

coercion or manipulation. In practice, the increased importance placed on a patient's 

right to self-autonomy takes on the meaning Kant would give to his statement that 

moral agents must be treated as an end in themselves rather than as a means to an 

end. An ethical principle of the realization that healthcare providers must respect 

individual patient choices is very close to Kant's categorical imperative which 

demands that we act according to maxims that could be universally accepted.26 

Kant’s categorical imperative serves as a practical guideline for ethical decision-
making. It requires individuals to consider whether the maxims guiding their actions 

could be willed as universal laws applicable to everyone. The framework 

encourages individuals to reflect critically on their motivations and the broader 

implications of their choices. For example, if a person considers lying to achieve a 

personal goal, they must ask themselves whether they would want everyone else to 

lie under similar circumstances. If not, then such an action would violate Kant’s 

principle of universality and undermine their moral responsibility. Kant’s emphasis 

on rationality distinguishes his concept of autonomy from other interpretations, such 

as those proposed by John Stuart Mill. While Mill advocates for individual liberty 

based on personal desires and preferences, Kant insists that genuine autonomy arises 

from adherence to objective moral laws derived from reason. The distinction is 

crucial; it suggests that true ethical decision-making transcends subjective 

inclinations and is rooted in a commitment to universal moral principles.27 

Kant also acknowledges the challenges inherent in exercising autonomy. He 

recognizes that human beings are often influenced by emotions and desires that can 

cloud judgment and lead to heteronymous actions. However, he argues that through 

critical reflection and adherence to rational principles, individuals can cultivate their 

moral capacities and enhance their ability to act autonomously. The process of self-
governance is essential for fulfilling one’s moral responsibilities and achieving 

ethical integrity. In contemporary discussions surrounding autonomy, Kant's ideas 

remain relevant as societies grapple with issues like consent in medical treatments 
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and the ethical implications of emerging technologies. The insistence on informed 

consent reflects Kantian principles by ensuring that individuals retain control over 

decisions affecting their lives. The debates about privacy rights and personal 

freedoms echo Kant's advocacy for self-determination against paternalistic 

interventions. Kant’s concept of autonomy fundamentally shapes our understanding 

of moral responsibility and ethical decision-making within a rational framework. By 

emphasizing self-governance based on universally applicable principles, Kant 

provides a robust foundation for evaluating moral actions in various contexts. His 

insistence on treating individuals as ends in themselves underscores the intrinsic 

value of human dignity and reinforces the idea that true moral agency requires both 

rational deliberation and respect for others’ autonomy. As we navigate complex 

ethical landscapes today, Kantian ethics offers vital insights into fostering 

responsible decision-making rooted in respect for human dignity and rationality.28 

1.10 PRACTICAL REASON IN GUIDING MORAL JUDGMENTS IN 

KANT'S ETHICS 

In the system of ethics by Immanuel Kant, practical reason is a crucial role in the 

determination of moral judgments and actions because rationality stands at the top of 

his decision to make a moral judgment. Indeed, during the Enlightenment period 

(1724-1804) was when many influential philosophers lived, thus leading one like 

Immanuel Kant to support the contention that moral precepts should come from 

reason, rather than experience or desire. His works, particularly the Critique of 

Practical Reason (1788) and Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals (1785), lay 

down the foundations for understanding how practical reason becomes a guide for 

morality. The very heart of Kant's ethical system is the categorical imperative, 

which he introduced as a universal moral law. This maxim determines that a person 

can only act according to that maxim which one can will to become a universal law. 
Thus, in the case where a person plans to lie for a private advantage, he should ask 

himself whether it is alright that everybody could so act if placed in such a state of 

affairs. As long as it leads to a contradiction or contradicts the idea of trust, then it is 

considered immoral. This explains how practical reason functions as a rational 

instrument for the appraisal of moral actions, ensuring that they can be valid under 

all circumstances without contradicting their principles.29 

According to Kant, moral action must emerge from the sense of duty rather than 

from the force of inclination or consequences. There are well-known words 

claiming, “An action is morally good if done from duty” (Groundwork for the 

Metaphysics of Morals, 1785). This statement outlines the centrality of practical 

reason; it nudges people into acting on respect for the moral law, not out of desire 

for themselves or pressure from outside the self. For example, one may desire to 

help a friend in need but will not do it if it violates the law of fairness or justice in 

another case. Kant introduced three postulates on which his morality theory is 

anchored: freedom, God, and immortality. According to him, in reality, moral 

agency is only possible with freedom; otherwise, one will not have a sense of 

responsibility for whatever they do. To Kant, freedom is necessary for practical 
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reason as it can enable individuals to legislate moral laws in their autonomously 

conceived manner. He believes that we cannot know God and immortality through 

empiric means; yet, we must believe in them for our moral reasoning. The very fact 

of God's existence will establish the structure of ultimate justice; and immortality 

will suggest that virtue will be vindicated after this life. His insistence on autonomy 

and rationality ultimately leads Kant also to the assertion of humanity as an end in 

itself. He insisted that individuals should never be treated as a means to an end but 

always as an end for themselves. The principle further reiterates that practical reason 

obliges us to respect the inherent dignity of all rational beings. For instance, the 

exploitation of a person for benefit—Illustrative, that is, to use them to capture their 

labour without reasonable compensation violates this ethical requirement.30 

Kant's ethical systems have always argued that his approach was too rigid and far 

removed from the complexity in which real life placed values. However, Kantianism 

remains influential since his mechanism gives a strong well-based framework for 

understanding the source of moral obligations located in reason rather than 

subjective likes or dislikes, or based on the basis of societal values. Universality and 

impartiality in Kant's approach guarantee that judgments are consistent and 

applicable in other contexts. In the construct of Kant's ethical system, practical 

reason steps forward to govern moral judgments and practice. By insisting on 

rationality over inclination and a universalizable maxim, Kant establishes a moral 

system in which duty and respect for human dignity stand supreme. The postulates 

elaborate this framework by linking morality with ideas of freedom and justice 

additional to existence empirically. This is exactly where the Kantian philosophy 

moulds our argument on ethics and then invites participation in moral responsibility 

in the framework of rational deliberation.31 

1.11 KANT’S DISTINCTION BETWEEN DUTY AND INCLINATION IN 

SHAPING MORAL OBLIGATION 

Immanuel Kant's moral philosophy, articulated in the late 18th century, 

fundamentally reshaped the landscape of ethical thought. Central to his doctrine is 

the distinction between duty and inclination, which he elaborates in works such as 

the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals (1785) and Metaphysics of Morals 

(1797). This distinction is not merely academic; it serves as a crucial framework for 

understanding moral obligation and ethical behaviour. Kant posits that true moral 

actions arise from duty, rather than personal inclinations or desires.  Kant defines 

duty as an action performed out of respect for the moral law, which he refers to as 

the categorical imperative. The imperative commands individuals to act only 

according to maxims that can be universally applied. For instance, if one considers 

lying to be permissible, the action must be justifiable as a universal law applicable to 

everyone. Kant argues that if one acts based on inclination—such as empathy or 

personal desire—the action lacks true moral worth. He famously states, “An action 

has moral worth only if it is done from duty”. The assertion emphasizes that the 

motivation behind an action is what confers its moral value.32 
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To illustrate the concept, consider two scenarios: One person donates to charity out 

of genuine concern for others (inclination), while another donates solely because it 

is their duty, irrespective of personal feelings. According to Kant, the latter's action 

possesses greater moral significance because it aligns with their obligation to uphold 

moral law. The first individual may perform a good deed, but their motivation 

dilutes the moral worth of their action. Thus, Kant's framework compels individuals 

to evaluate their motivations critically, fostering a deeper understanding of ethical 

behaviour. Kant's distinction also addresses the complexities of human motivation. 
He acknowledges that many actions may stem from a mixture of duty and 

inclination. For example, volunteering at a local shelter can arise from both a sense 

of obligation and personal enjoyment derived from helping others. However, Kant 

asserts that moral credit should be awarded only to the extent that actions are 

performed out of duty. The nuanced approach encourages individuals to strive for 

actions motivated purely by duty, thereby enhancing their moral character.33 

The implications of Kant’s philosophy extend beyond individual actions; they 

influence societal norms and legal frameworks. By prioritizing duty over inclination, 

Kantian ethics advocates for a society governed by principles rather than emotions. 
The perspective aligns with Enlightenment ideals that emphasize reason and 

rationality in ethical decision-making. In contrast to consequentialist theories like 

utilitarianism—where outcomes dictate morality—Kant’s framework insists that 

adherence to duty is paramount, regardless of potential consequences. The principle 

has significant implications for legal systems, where laws are designed to reflect 

universal moral duties rather than fluctuating human emotions. Kant's emphasis on 

autonomy reinforces the importance of moral agency. He argues that individuals 

must recognize themselves as rational agents capable of determining their duties 

through reasoned reflection. Autonomy empowers individuals to act morally instead 

of yielding to external pressures or personal desires, fostering responsibility and 

accountability in ethical behaviour. Immanuel Kant’s distinction between duty and 

inclination is crucial for understanding moral obligation. He argues that true 

morality stems from actions performed out of duty, challenging individuals to 

evaluate their motivations and act according to moral law. This framework 

influences both personal ethics and broader societal norms and legal principles, 

highlighting the enduring relevance of Kant’s insights in contemporary discussions 

on morality.34 

1.12 FINAL REFLECTIONS OF THE STUDY  

1. In Kant's moral philosophy, reason serves as the foundation for moral law, 

guiding individuals to act according to the categorical imperative rather than 

personal desires or inclinations.  

2. The categorical imperative is an unconditional moral law derived from reason, 

applicable universally; emphasizing that rational being must act in ways that 

could be willed as universal laws.  

3. Kant posits a strong connection between theoretical knowledge and moral 
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action, asserting that understanding moral principles through reason informs 

ethical behaviour and decision-making.  

4. Kantian ethics remains significant in modern philosophical discourse, offering a 

framework for addressing contemporary moral dilemmas by emphasizing duty, 

autonomy, and rationality in ethical considerations.  

5. Kant’s notion of autonomy is crucial for understanding moral responsibility; it 

asserts that individuals are self-legislating agents who must adhere to laws they 

prescribe through reason.  

6. Practical reason in Kant's ethical system directs moral judgments, enabling 

individuals to discern their duties and act accordingly, reinforcing the 

importance of rational deliberation in ethics.  

7. Kant distinguishes between duty and inclination. He argues that it is morally 

right to conduct actions when they find their grounding in duty, for that shall be 

according to rational principles rather than yielding persons' desires or 

inclinations. 

8. Duty and Desire Line the natural order of things between duty and desire 

arranges our vision of moral obligation, where actions done with a degree of 

duty have set the basis for an even higher moral standard than those who act 

from self-interest.  

9. The principle of universalizability underpins Kant's ethics, requiring that one's 

actions can be universally applied without contradiction, thus ensuring fairness 

and consistency in moral reasoning.  

10. For Kant, moral law is a rational command that transcends subjective desires; it 

obligates individuals to act according to principles that respect the autonomy of 

all rational beings.  

11. Kant’s framework encourages ethical decision-making based on rational analysis 

rather than emotional responses, fostering a more objective approach to 

morality.  

12. Kant’s ideas continue to influence contemporary ethical theories by promoting 

the importance of rationality and autonomy in discussions about justice, rights, 

and moral responsibilities. 

1.13 CONCLUSION  

Kant talks of reason as that role in formulating his categorical imperative, which 

serves as an absolute moral law. Because the imperative is a call to act for rational 

beings according to universal maxims, it goes ahead to give an ethical framework. 
By prioritizing reason over inclinations, Kant asserts that morality is not contingent 

on individual desires but is rooted in rationality, making it an objective guide for 

moral conduct. The relationship between theoretical knowledge and moral action in 

Kant's Transcendental Idealism highlights the necessity of practical reason in ethical 
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decision-making. Kant argues that genuine moral actions stem from rational 

deliberation rather than empirical experiences or emotions. The interplay suggests 

that understanding moral principles theoretically is essential for applying them 

practically, thus bridging the gap between knowledge and ethical behaviour in a 

coherent philosophical framework. Kantian ethics remains relevant in contemporary 

moral dilemmas by providing a robust framework for evaluating actions based on 

universal principles rather than consequences. His categorical imperative makes one 

think about how their actions go well into the welfare of the world: this sparks a 

sense of a moral obligation to perform such actions. This work finds itself aptly 

situated within historical considerations, as modern society seeks answers to 

intricate questions in the sphere of ethics. Kantian thought on duty and rationality 

provides an important lesson on how to navigate these challenges while respecting 

individual autonomy.  Kant's concept of autonomy is pivotal in shaping our 

understanding of moral responsibility within a rational framework. By asserting that 

individuals are autonomous agents capable of self-legislation, Kant underscores the 

importance of personal accountability in ethical decision-making. The perspective 

not only empowers individuals to act according to rational principles but also 

emphasizes that true moral agency involves recognizing and adhering to duties 

derived from the categorical imperative, reinforcing the essence of ethical 

behaviour. 
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