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(eds.), Kant’s “Tugendlehre”: A Comprehensive Commentary, Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter,
2013, p.313.

022 QIZtAT X572 HE



iy

Q1 Avhe 7| B WA FolAA & 5 glewee, 1
Aste BHom 42 Y9 A5 o] Pus 5
2 9ol Batsta, web AR oA W9 5
oltt. ZhES W= QAT 47t @ F gl

FHo)| AR B oz ALY L “4d o] EAT(MS

r

rlr
I
X
rlo
to
Y
S

6:380) 80|, o] A "ol FAlO FAQl A2 Aple] e
733t ERRle] E(Ms 6:385) otk ), A o= Bl
o] g5, Z BRI IR{T B My HolA] g @
Ao = A= A7 (MS 6:450) 0|t}

B QIR 2AH o R Al FES FetEE 24l
L2 AT Ol Sl 0] & = glrk. SRk Eljle
FEo thar) o7k BAJZ o= glele] PE-S Arle] B o
= Atol FebA] etk ol Aol ElQle] ARL "o

Aol =4 0] & = gl=l, Hukshd "zt Wi AR, (A%
o)) o]5el !t ARt glol= L A=, AAE shte] ot
=54 A=A A A8 si BT MS 6:458)5}7
ot e ke B o w Ao YRS Fehe A
d Rk ol 24 07 BT EAo)7] wiiell, 22 Al
of &% ElQlC] To8 a7 o)’ TR ERIYA 59E
HSF= 2 QIR Rl Tk ARale] o)y <tel]l Al RS

ZZ3= YA o)A MS 6:451)2] A o)1 HAZ Q] HEH o

[e5

A. Trampota, “The Concept and Necessity of an End in Ethics”, in A. Trampota, O. Sensen
& J. Timmermann(eds.), Kant’s “Tugendlehre”: A Comprehensive Commentary, Berlin/Boston:
De Gruyter, 2013, pp.154~155,
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* Satne, “Forgiveness and Moral Development”, p.1035.

** Satne, “Forgiveness and Moral Development”, p.1032.
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Sussman, “Kantian Forgiveness”, p.89.
** Sussman, “Kantian Forgiveness”, p.87. 22 1= 8A12] 0|2 z|Asle| @717} “EHXMOR 2
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* Sussman, “Kantian Forgiveness”, p.85; p.86.
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C. L. Griswold, Forgiveness: A Philosophical Exploration, New York: CUP, 2007, p.xv.
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* J. Butler, Joseph Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on

Ethics, ed. by D. McNaughton, New York: OUP, 2017, pp.75~76.
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Butler, Joseph Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on
Ethics, pp.69~71. Butler= 0|21 EE HF0 FHME, o2 PEHo| Uizt I A A
SIAl= =Lt flo] QUIEEUIME ‘2Rt ‘Bir's BHSI EE|0 AMBEIX| 9H=Ct

Butler, Joseph Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on
Ethics, p.68; Cf. p.75.
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9| Jr|1 THEE2 XHx|0{of St (Butler, Joseph Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the

Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on Ethics, p.72; p.73)IL Ysict,

Butler, Joseph Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on

Ethics, p.69.
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St "o 2 Ho|EIrtn HEXI=LHGriswold, Forgiveness: A Philosophical Exploration, p.36).
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Butler: Fifteen Sermons Preached at the Rolls Chapel and Other Writings on Ethics, p.77 =X,

=E 0l= Sussman0| E50l| & &AM JHEECH ZHEQ| M JiE0| o S4Zo|2k= 2|0|7} ofL|Ch
M2l ‘SHE olnl= oix0 E2YE Sl i, HAL 7|Sme| M JHEE J7IESE Af=Ct
Stoztz, 22 EEtX|X| ph=Ct 715we| BHEIME Crst M 7HE0] 7ks3817| uiZolct.
2 R2l2] FR2 7HEQ| A 7HH0| Sussman2| A1 JEECt o SAXo|2k= Z40] ofL|2f, 2t
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** Moran, “For Community’s Sake — A Self-Respecting Kantian Account of Forgiveness”,

p.422, EESE K. Moran & J, Timmermann, “Kant on Punishment, Pardon, and Forgiveness”,
pp.237~238 EH=,
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* T. E. Hill, Jr., “Kant on Imperfect Duty and Supererogation”, Kant—Studien, 62(1971), p.58.

** Baron, Kantian Ethics Almost without Apology, p.89.
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Kant’s Concept of Forgiveness and the Duty
to Forgive: Focusing on Sussman’s Three

Problems

Hong, Woo Ram

(Kyungpook National University - Philosophy - Associate Professor)

This paper explores the concept of forgiveness and its
obligatory character within Kant's ethics. In the Metaphysics of
Morals, Kant briefly defines forgiveness as one of the duties of
virtue, yet this concise definition gives rise to various challenges
in understanding Kant's concept of forgiveness and the duty
to forgive. Sussman summarizes these challenges into three
problems, arguing that they can be resolved only by moving
beyond Kant's ethical writings to his works in the philosophy
of religion. However, this paper argues that proper answers to
the three problems raised by Sussman can indeed be found

within Kant'’s ethical writings, with a focus on the Metaphysics
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of Morals. Through this argument, it is revealed that in Kant's
ethics the concept of forgiveness can be defined, under the
presupposition of just public punishment, as the renunciation
of the hatred-dominated desire for private revenge, and thus
the duty to forgive can be understood as an imperfect duty
to cultivate a disposition that enables one to free oneself from
hatred or the desire for revenge. In conclusion, this paper not
only shows that the duty to forgive can coherently be situated
within Kant’s ethical system, but also contributes, directly
or indirectly, to contemporary constructive discussions on

forgiveness.

OO0
Keywords: Kant, forgiveness, punishment, revenge, hatred, imperfect

duty, latitude
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