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Welcome to metaethics.
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Your theory 1s unsatisfying; May
be rejected by philosophers.
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[ ate ice cream when I woke up"

Yes \\10

You've made a
breakthrough 1n ethics.
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actions have?
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all agents' rationality —
Kant/Kantianism
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[ am a Kantian because I have pre-philosophical intuitions and dispositions that aligns most closely to Kantianism. I agree with the
underlying Kantian meta-ethical truths, such as there 1s one moral principle, and that we can discover said moral principle.
Furthermore, Kantianism accurately represents the nature of moral dilemmas. There 1s no solution. Kantianism provides a satisfactory
explanation as to why — the totalising disrespect of victims.

While there are problems with rationality predicating who and what 1s available for deontic assessment, I take it to be sensible as
rationality empowers one to understand morality and to be moral.

However, I suspect there are problems with rationality as the underlying differentiator. Kantianism relies on rationality, which i1s
currently ontologically ambiguous to me. How does rationality arise? When does it arise? Are there degrees of rationality? At what
point 1s one rational enough to be up for deontic assessment? Are people with diminished capacity really off the hook, morally?



