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ABSTRACT

Contemporary discourses on Kant's concept of the

highest good

Kang, Ji-Young

Since the highest good is the combination of morality and
happiness, the knotty point is a function of the heterogeneity of one
of the concept's ingredients, happiness. Therefore many scholars
consider the highest good as injurious to the characteristics of
Kant's moral philosophy, namely, the formality of the moral law,
autonomy of will. But we assert its significance to Kant's moral
theory. First, the highest good gives material contents, for example
"the moral world" or "ethical commonwealth", to the moral law
which is determined by universal form. Second, the highest good
extends our personal duty to the social/historical level. The fact
that the principle meaning of the highest good is transcendent
implies that we need to understand the empirical world as
teleologically ordered towards a final goal. It has implications
concerning how an agent must conceive of nature in order to pursue

rationally the ends dictated by morality.

Keywords: the highest good(das hochste Gut), Kant, ethical

formalism, teleology

A3 H4Y: 2008, 01. 22/ A A ks 2008. 02. 16





