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2. It turns out that, in Kant’s view, these two ways
of being unable to will that one’s maxim shall become
a universal law yield two distinct tests for morally
permissible action and these tests coincide with the
tests associated with the negative and positive
treatment of humanity as an end in it self. (P,80)
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3. On the face of it, C1 places a mere negative
restriction on permissible actions: I act in a morally
permissible way when and only when I can consistently
will that a generalized from of my maxim should be a
universal law. (P, 79)
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1. To the extent that our motive concerns it, our
motive concerns something that, because it is the final
end of nature, is an object of absolute, nonrelative
value. This justifies calling it an "end", even though, as
the object of a rational motive, it is not something that
we endeavor to realize or bring into existence.

It might be suggested that, contrary to what Kant
says, there is a significant sense in which rational
nature can be an end that creatures like us might
endeavor to realize. (P. 82)
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This justifics calling it an "end," even though, as
the object of a rational motive. it is not something that

we endeavor to realize or being into existence.
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6. But Kant’s thought is perhaps this: Instead of
being determined to action by some urge or desire,
the will can be determined to action by a willed
principle of action (P. 71 - 2)
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7. But perhaps Kant’s thought can be clarified by a
double use of "ground": he might be saying that the
ground of (= the basis for accepting) the categorical
imperative is an objectively valid motive that is
grounded on (based on the conception of) a thing
that, because it is an end in itself, has absolute value
for every rational being. (P, 75)
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4. Take the second remark first. On the face of it,
one would think that if C3 were an essentially negative
principle having the same content as Cl, the following
would be both necessary and sufficient for treating
rational beings as ends: (P, 78)
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5. we act in such a way that we not only do not
thwart their permissible ends but endeavor, so far as
possible, to realize (or help them realize) those
permissible ends. (P, 78)
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9. The violator of the rights of man intends to use
the person of others merely as a means without taking
into consideration that, as rational beings, they ought
always at the same time to be rated as ends-that is,
only as beings who must themselves be able to share
in the end of the very same action. (P. 77)
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10. This is however, merely to agree negatively and
not positively with humanity as an end in itself unless
everyone endeavors also, so far as in him lies, to
further the ends of others. (P. 77)
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8. For to say that in using means to every end I
ought to restrict my maxim by the condition that it
should also be universally valid as a law for every
subject is just the same as to say this - that a subject
of ends, namely a rational being himself, must be
made the ground for all maxims of action, never
merely as a means, but as a supreme condition
restricting the use of every means - that is, always as
an end. (P. 77)
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13. In fact, the ground just mentioned seems to be
an ingredient of the categorical imperative for later in
the paragraph Kant seems to be saying that "it must
be possibie to derive all laws of the will" from this
“"supreme practical ground. (P, 74)
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14. This line of thought seems to be supported by
several remarks Kant makes. (P, 75)
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15. This claim might seem surprising, for when
Kant first introduced the categorical imperative in the
first chapter of the Groundwork, he said, "since I have
robbed the will of every inducement that might arise
for it as the consequence of obeying any particular
law, nothing is left but the conformity of actions to
universal law as such, and this alone must serve the
law as its principle. (P, 71 - 2)
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11. If we are to understand the formula C3 we
must, of course, know what is involved in treating
humanity, or rational nature, as an end. (P, 77)
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12. As an illustration of this, we can imagine Kant
saying that a rationa! being will develop its talents
because it views the development of its talents as
required by its nature as a rational being. (P, 73)
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the motive is, we do not have it because rational
nature serves some further end that we value. (P, 82)
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16. The principle "So act in relation to every
rational being (both to yourself and others) that he
may at the same time count in your maxim as an end
in himself" is thus at bottom the same as the principle”
Act on a maxim which at the same time contains its
only universal validity for every rational being." (P. 76)
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17. Second, since it is self-existent, our motive

must be ultimate in the sense that, whatever exactly
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