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Reath’s Kantian Constitutivism on the Authority of Morality
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Andrews Reath defends Kantian constitutivism about the authority of morality. On
this constitutivist account, morality has normative authority over us, because the
nature of rational volition is the source of the formal practical principle that
authoritatively governs rational volition, and we have rational volition. The goal of
this paper is to show that Reath’s Kantian constitutivism fails to explain the
authority of morality. For this goal, I argue mainly for two things. First, on
Reath’'s view, Kant's thesis of autonomy of the will is a key component of Kant's
account of the authority of morality. And he interprets this thesis through the idea
that the nature of rational volition is the source of the formal practical principle
that authoritatively governs rational volition. But this autonomy is better
understood through the idea that we have no other way but to defend the formal
principle of practical reason on the basis of reasons, and this idea by itself falls
short in explaining the authority of morality. Second, Reath holds that the
Categorical Imperative serves as the internal norm which authoritatively governs
rational volition. But the guiding role of categorical imperatives is better
understood from an intersubjective or social perspective, rather than from an
internalist or a first-person perspective. In particular, we can engage in the social

division of labor regarding what we are obliged to follow as moral norms.
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