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Questions/comments to start the class



Kant on morality

Kantian morality is split into two domains:

Ethics: Concerns your internal motivations for acting in the way that
you do (your maxims). The supreme principle of ethics is the
Categorical Imperative.

Politics (Right): Concerns the consistency of your external (i.e.,
physical) actions with the freedom of others. The central principle of
politics is the Universal Principle of Right. Right is fundamentally
coercive. You can be forced to act in accordance with what it requires.



Divisions of right

• Public (domestic) Right

• The Right of Nations

• Cosmopolitan Right



The Structure of Perpetual Peace

• Preliminary Articles

• Definitive Articles

• First Supplement: Nature’s Guarantee (Kant’s teleology)

• Appendix: The relation between morality and politics

Don’t worry about the First Supplement or Appendix. They take you far
beyond the requirements for this course.



Preliminary articles

1 No peace treaty must contain a secret intention to start another war.

2 No state can be inherited, acquired by, or gifted to another state.

3 All standing armies are to be abolished.

4 Do not incur debts of state in connection with international affairs.

5 Uphold the principle of non-intervention in other states’ domestic
affairs.

6 Abide by principle of just conduct in war (jus in bello).



Definitive articles

1 “The civil constitution in every state shall be republican”

2 “The right of nations shall be based on a federalism of free states.”

3 “Cosmopolitan right shall be limited to conditions of universal
hospitality”



Definitive articles

1 Domestic right: “The civil constitution in every state shall be
republican”

2 Right of nations: “The right of nations shall be based on a federalism
of free states.”

3 Cosmopolitan right: “Cosmopolitan right shall be limited to
conditions of universal hospitality”



The Right of Nations: federalism or world state?

Why does Kant stop short of endorsing a world state?

Conceptual argument: we cannot have a right of nations in a
world state, since nations would cease to exist.

Practical argument: states don’t want to join a world state.

Are these good arguments? What has happened to the coercive nature of
Right if we only have a federation of states?



Kant and the EU

Activity: What should a Kantian think about the EU? Is it a step in the
right direction or does it violate the sovereignty of its members? Speak
about this in your breakout rooms, and then we will speak about it
altogether.



The Cosmopolitan Right: is hospitality enough?

Does Kant’s cosmopolitan right require enough from us? On the next slide,
we will consider a widely influential contemporary cosmopolitan argument.
What do you make of it?



Peter Singer’s moral cosmopolitanism

1 Suffering and death from lack of food, shelter, and medical care are
bad.

2 If it is in our power to prevent something bad from happening
(regardless of our distance to it), without compromising anything of
comparable moral significance, then we ought, morally, to do it.

3 There is much suffering from lack of food, shelter and medical care
that we can prevent without compromising anything of comparable
moral significance.

:. So, we ought, morally, to prevent that suffering.

From ‘Famine, Affluence, and Morality’, Philosophy & Public Affairs 1972.


