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“When the Good Suffer and the Evil Prosper”
— A Challenge for Religious Ethics
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The fact that good people often suffer and evil people often prosper
generates a problem for morality. Immanuel Kant believes that only the
postulate of God can resolve this problem. However, the defenders of the
autonomy of ethics resist this move and argue that morality must stand on
its own feet. In this paper, I argue that those defenders have exaggerated
the autonomy of ethics. I also defend the plausibility of the Kantian argu-
ment. I further discuss the issue of moral motivation from the perspective
of religious ethics. I argue that the dichotomy between moral and non —
moral motives is too simplistic and we need a theory of the stages of moral

motivation, which can be provided by religious ethics.
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