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would be as follows: When 1 believe myself to be in need of money, I will
borrow money and promise to repay it, although I know 1 shall never do so.
Now this principle of self-love or of his own benefit may very well be
compatible with his whole future welfare, but the question is whether it is
right. He changes the pretension of self-love into a universal law and then
puts the question: How would it be if my maxim became a universal law? He
immediately sees that it could never hold as a universal law of nature and be
consistent with itself; rather it must necessarily contradict iself. For the
universality of a law which says that anyone who believes himself to be in
need could promise what he pleased with the intention of not fulfilling it
would make the promise itself and the end to be accomplished by it im-
possihle; no one would helieve what was promised to him but would only
laugh at any such assertion as vain pretense.

3. A third finds in himself a ralent which could, by means of some
cultivation, make him in many respects a useful man. But he finds himself in
comfortable circumstances and prefers indulgence in pleasure to troubling
himse}f with broadening and improving his fortunate natural gifts. Now,
however, let him ask whether his maxim of neglecting his gifts, besides
agreeing with his propensity to idle amusement, agrees also with what is
called duty. He sees that a system of narure could indeed exist in accordance
with such a law, even though man (like the inhabitants of the South Sea
lslands) should let his talents rust and resolve to devote his life merely 1o
idleness, indulgence, and propagation—in a word, to pleasure. But he can-
not possibly will that this should become a universal law of nature or that it
should be implanted in us by a natural instinct. For, as a rational being, he
necessarily wills that all his faculties should be developed, inasmuch as they
are given to him for all sorts of possible purposes.

4. A fourth man, for whom things are going well, sees that others (whom
he could help) bave to struggle with great hardships, and be asks, "What
concern of mine i it? Let each one be as happy as heaven wills, or as he can
make himself; | will not take anything from him or even envy him; but to his
welfare or to his assistance in time of need I have no desire to contribute.” If
such a way of thinking were a universal law of narure, certainly the human
race could ezist, and without doubt even better than in a state where
everyone talks of sympathy and good will or even exerts himself occasion-
ally to practice them while, on the other hand, he cheats when be can and
betrays or otherwise violates the rights of man. Now although it is possible
that a universal law of nature according to that maxim could exist, it is
nevertheless impossihle to will that such a principle should hold everywhere
as a law of nature. For a will which resolved this would conflict with itself,
since instances can often arise in which he would need the love and sym-
pathy of others, and in which he would bave robbed himself, by such a law
of nature springing from his own will, of all hope of the aid be desizes.






[The Foundations of the Metaphysics of Morals in The Philosophy of Immanue Kant, iv, trans.
L. W. Beck (University of Chicago Press: Chicago, 1948), 80-7. First published in 1785.)





