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1. Introduction

One of the most significant contributions to the legal is the concept
developed by Ronald Dworkin. His views on interpretation, ethics,
human rights, politics, and the legal system form a unified framework,
which is most clearly articulated in his later work Justice for
Hedgehogs (2011). These insights provide a valuable understanding
of the nature of the legal. Teleological ethics, the value of humanity,
and reason as a tool in the service of humanity, all form the common
ground between Kant’s and Dworkin’s ideas. This perspective shifts
the focus from moral—legal integrity to political integrity rooted in
ethics, where equal concern and respect for individuals become central
to governance. In turn, this opens a new perspective on the nature of
governance. The present study tried to answer the following
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questions: What is the nature of the legal according to Dworkin? How
does Dworkin’s conception of the legal relate to Kant’s idea of the
inherent dignity of human beings? And what are the implications of
adopting Dworkin’s approach to the legal and the moral for political
issues and governance?

2. Literature Review

There are few studies in Persian, but they do not thoroughly examine
Dworkin’s legal theory in light of Kant’s ideas.

3. Materials and Methods

The present study employed a descriptive—analytical research method.
In explaining Dworkin’s legal theory, it tried to provide a
comprehensive analysis and demonstrate the Kantian foundations
underlying his theory.

4. Results and Discussion

Dworkin argues that the legal system encompasses not only specific
rules established through societal procedures but also principles that
offer the most compelling moral justification for those rules. From this
perspective, the concept of law is understood as an interpretive
concept, and both the legal system and law itself are regarded as parts
of political morality. A deeper understanding of Ronald Dworkin’s
legal and political philosophy is achieved by recognizing Kant as a
cornerstone of his thought. Indeed, Dworkin’s conception of law and
politics cannot be fully grasped without reference to a Kantian or Neo-
Kantian framework. In Justice for Hedgehogs (2011), Dworkin draws
on Kant’s idea that true self-respect is expressed through equal respect
for the humanity of all individuals, thus linking ethics with morality.
This reflects Kant’s fundamental emphasis on moral lawfulness,



265 | Moradi Berelian

which Dworkin highlights in his work. A more precise reading of
Dworkin’s claim is that both individuals and political communities
ought to act in accordance with principles that embody a morally
appropriate conception of law. This corresponds to his notion of law
as integrity, which echoes Kant’s moral imperative to act according to
internal principles or general rules that take legal form and are
objectively binding on all individuals. For Dworkin, the principles of
human dignity consist of equal concern and equal respect. The
principle of equal concern requires that no government can claim
legitimacy unless it shows equal attention and concern for the well-
being of every individual under its authority. The principle of equal
respect requires that government honor each person’s right and
responsibility to make informed choices about how to live their own
life.

5. Conclusion

The political implications of Dworkin’s ideas, which link legal
integrity to political integrity, can be better understood in the context
of Kant’s philosophy. Kant regarded humanity not as an end we create
or produce, but as an end for the sake of which we act. To act for
humanity as an intrinsic end requires adopting an attitude that properly
acknowledges its value. Within Dworkin’s conceptual framework,
humanity is precisely such an end—one that must be taken seriously.
This necessitates treating it as the constraining factor of our pursuit of
both immediate and ultimate ends. These limits establish acceptable
principles of action that take the form of law, that is, systematic,
comprehensive, and equally applicable to all in similar circumstances.
This requirement or limitation is what Dworkin identifies as political
integrity. A failure to act with integrity constitutes a failure to meet
the formal condition of respecting human dignity. Integrity, in turn,
serves the ideal of equality, under which all citizens should be subject
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to the same benefits and limitations arising from a coherent system of
political principles. From a Kantian perspective, treating humanity as
an intrinsic end requires aligning the actions and decisions of the
political community with universal laws that express equal concern
and respect for all individuals.

Keywords: The Moral, The Political, Humanity, Integrity,
Teleologism.
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1. Ronald Dworkin, Justice for Hedgehogs (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
2011).

2. Value.

3. Science.

4. Independence of Arguments of Value.

5. Ibid. PP. 7-11.
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1. Science.

2. Moral Objectivity.

3. External Skeptics.

4. Ronald Dworkin, “Hard Cases”, in: Taking Rights Seriously (Massachusetts:
Harvard University Press, 1977) pp. 81-130.
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John W. Van Doren, “Theories of Professors H.L.A. Hart and Ronald Dworkin - A
Critique”, Cleveland State Law Review, Vol. 29, Issue. 2, (1980), P. 297.
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1. Hume.
2. Ethics.
3. Morality.
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1. Ronald Dworkin, Justice for Hedgehogs, op.cit., pp. 13-15.
2. Herbert L. A. Hart.
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Practical Philosophy: The Cambridge Edition of the Works of Immanuel Kant,
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1. Dworkin, R., Law's Empire, op.cit. p. 225.
2. All-or Nothing Fashion.



YWY | oW 63l e

i ool G L amien 53 Ol5 o 1) (B35 0o opl S 550 oK Sl se
(L5 ooy dals auw (GLasl & SOT Ko 054 Aal i poine aaliCos g0 &5 ) 5 s
Lot 015 a5 o OT (sl B s tme 0dels &G dals aw 5935 b s Slesls i 3
e Aol 84S Gl 0T 51Nl jme 5 oy L& 93 Sliel 4 &S (Glasbicany 5 S
s Bl B b (55 3 il 5 el 0T (i s oo o pums Jos 51 Y L
e Bl e 0ol 93 0T 51 LSS o80T el asls Loslw K aK L odels 53 S
"0 avmr gl 65513 513 Aol g8 L Olusal amd s 53 Jgol e ol 53 Tiagd 5 5
iph kel Ll s wly ol s Jpel s b el ST e Ol 15
555 dedir o Aol 5 ol plate (Aol 8 b J gl o 5 5liel ol ol s 09 53]
2 Slee g sl S OT Jlom il (o3l ytan xr yo (S 3 Sl o 5 b5 53 1)
Tn T g Sty bl o) g godS & SOT (o 9 39 g0 (S sk )l S| s
2> 2l Sen) 056 4 o 1) S el s o Ses 0555
(2bd o Sy 5 D5l 55 o) Kan) 2Ldb 455 L bl ) -2 (5,15 58
Jsel 53 S plownsl Lo (slimesy (5,18 0 56 5 o Ken el sy 1S
JJ«?)L_Si_,v.?mQ)MQQLES@IQTMQQ;LE)AGI\JQ.@!
@S S s I glls s IS ) i s 5 Gl b LS S
o)l3 preis Salen 2 L Kbl 4 sl b o 5 &K Lo 0T

@ S LL 56 56 i (T opl 7 leds oy 5T (sl oLl 5 Slas

1. Ronald Dworkin, “The Model of Rules”, The University of Chicago Law Review,
Vol. 35, Issue. 1, (1967), p. 25

2. Scott J. Shapiro, “The “Hart—-Dworkin” Debate: A Short Guide for the Perplexed”,
in: Ronald Dworkin, Edited by: Arthur Ripstein (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2007) p. 26

3. Weight.
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5. Edward J. McCaffe, “Ronald Dworkin, Inside-Out”, California Law Review, Vol.

85, Issue. 4, (1997), p.1050
6. Aharon, B., op.cit., p. 291.
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. Dworkin, R., Law's Empire, op.cit., p. 338.
. Abstract Intent.

Intent.

. Conscious Mental State.

. Dworkin, R., Law's Empire, op.cit., p. 55.
. Ibid. p. 316.

Ibid.

. Aharon, B., op.cit. p. 293.
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1. Purposive Interpretation.

2. Abstract Intent of Members of the Legislature.
3. Concrete Subjective Intent.

4. Aharon, B., op.cit., p. 296.
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Dworkin, R., “Law as Interpretation”, op.cit., pp. 537-547.
2. Ibid. p. 545.

3. Dworkin, R., Justice for Hedgehogs, op.cit., p.19.
4. Moral Lawfulness.
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1. Integrity.

2. Luke Maclnnis, “The Kantian Core of Law as Integrity”, Jurisprudence, Vol. 6,
Issue 1, (2015), pp.45-46.

3. Humanity.

4. See: Thomas E. Hill, “Humanity as an End in Itself”, Ethics, Vol. 91, No. 1, (1980),
pp. 84-99.

1. Ibid. p.48.
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1. Immanuel Kant, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, Translated by: Allen
W. Wood (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2002) pp.9-22.
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Paul Guyer, Kant’s System of Nature and Freedom (Oxford University Press, 2005);
Allen Wood, Kant’s Ethical Thought (Cambridge University Press, 1999).
3. Kant, 1., Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, op.cit. pp. 22-25.



YA | OW 0 83l 0

Ly Sl 5 7 GMie Sk ¢ Mis Dl g 50 o7 48T Cails Wl s o paieis
03,5 dis 5 Mol ot (655 b b bl .l 031 S 4 KA sl !
Gl SMie ol 530S 6,8 Glaleds 035 as0bjle 53 5 s 5 Colal
Clail & ol 0555 ASTE g5 Tl IS 6wl (633 (g5l ot 5l Ko
Js 5 55T 5 JUT s @ die O (2501 457 (e o &5 L Sl o 05
S s s Clsl 2 ) M Sl g ge en (5l Sa B g5 5 T s
4:;; 0,05 sy slhSle olf.\ia 6\4; OT 45 a8 ol (P R slS ,ICaT
b el blas 5 55l aals p by i 5 Jlezs| Ooda &5 SN oels (gl
S IF FICITIJE KANC SIUN IS KU P T
wliety 4 5157 0,1 1 e (3l a3 Sl Coda G5l ol 4 LS L
O Sk T i S SadEs o 5 Gl e ) £ akb s B sl S
ooyl oS 555 68 Slaoles & Vug Saulis s o ol 1 S ule o Kb &
oS 39373557 o Olreyl ay (SIS adudd b o 1) (6 i i (S oy | SIS
(dlose) 53 p0ke G 5 (SN (63,3053 G iy G &5 53 Ol
0T 45 358 0 dSSl L altes pl 4 L bl s oSl awtl 1) (gylsbae plas
50LesTl S5 e Coanl & 5,05 1ol ol ol Ll o B Lol S50
e 0 dsls 555 (et B o st &K wliens zis g (o oS el 2
b SIS Gllae ol o33 5 gmn Vel 0K (S5 Comal o)l alie (SN

S35 a5 Oles s 03l y5 d o Coiludl el san o5 oS Jow (g5 5b 35T (8

1. Ibid., p.54.
. Rational Nature.
. Maclnnis, L., op.cit. pp. 50-51.
XV o (WY olns oS5 2500 45) Jsl Ol 6ok 3l tar 5 ¢ orlid 331 ¢ S5 sl ¥
. Kant, 1., Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, op.cit., p.47.
. Deontological Morality of Self-abnegation.
. Teleological Theory of Self-affirmation.
. Dworkin, R., Justice for Hedgehogs, op.cit. p. 19.
. Ethical Responsibility.
0. Ibid. pp. 246, 255 & 260.

w N

P O©oo~NO O



VECE b | AN oyl | YW oy98 | cases s ings oods aslilad | YAS

R 5 83055 BN b (6 5d i pmled oslizul 45l & 5 Coda K wlien
03l i 3,8 on 53 Gl St 48 53 (Slans g ey | (63,30Le GO
QﬁmbQ:..iu_}:'-G:mi\{LaSM:GAJM\)\M@\L;JJAQ)):Q}M@Q%LJ\
Ot 4 @S by 5 SE eSS s o (5o Coenl L1363 52 50
($3 A0k iz Olon (bl oijlo s a3 T a3 Comnl pl (61 gl !
SQTJ:JM{wua\ﬁ.ﬁ;@lb;\;\ﬁu,\ipuoT,;5@!6.:},4{19}{,.
S&\?OTJ\jw\Ls:.:.oL;.Zj)\cr.ﬁli@af@u\)ag\)@j)\bjl&,ﬁ
L 13 aen ol b 6358 e 0303 0L OLSSs (sm 31 031 Olenay (35,0 o
G 5 ST ol S gl Ko et a (S5 0515 et e 5
FE 5 B3 S 0SS o s okifle p 53 2 Sh L0 oyl S L
6;\.&}[.@;53}»:6@‘03;@3“};5)}3&J:J)whQrsm&ﬂ%ﬁ
Gzt ol phbolinl Ot Su5 S gl a5 1) i e 5 Cul S Ll 0

Tesl BB oT el aen s Culuil 555 g 5 ol il 475,57

5S 92 /@‘;@ E L i S s F
Yy G 5 S| o LaCule 4 Cad 8 595 5 SIS S 2ie dgw s 0959
D18 523 ol 03l ol p BB 8 S5l alee ] Ker el (L
OT bm il 55 owlal sleos! &l ,;i;;ud 218 1) ST o Al Glaes 4
2 G Sl 4 el Bl sl Sl LSS oty 65 Gl L e oSl
okl 355 gl g ol G Gl oo 8 (55507 SISk Olal
015255 (6 ol ey 1) 355 Sl il ad Lot Ll ks 6)‘4?6)‘
ISt oS Jae ol o sl 40T K comled sl (e 5 VI el
c,\;fﬂ.a;UL,.,:@D:mbucf,u,'65,%&\};@1,@\,@;)@).\;\}:@;\,

1. Kant, 1., Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, op.cit., p. 47.

2. Christine M. Korsgaard, “Kant’s Formula of Humanity”, Kant-Studien, Vol. 77,
No. 1-4, (1986), p.197.

3. Dworkin, R., Justice for Hedgehogs, op.cit. p.19.



YAV | OU 0 3l 0

@_\p)otﬁi;hﬂ:stylww,;\)d,\;ﬂrw,é)@x\ﬂfﬁﬁ
Y15 g o/ din_gwt)  Sda Cuilusl &S Colesl pl S il (asS s 8
ﬁ\ﬁ,g\,q.uﬁ;\@f@\w.»f@m},w,‘,:»r;m,\iu@t?ﬁ‘s@\
u;.ilf)}b_4._»..J.A:dsjlﬁc.,\}}.&.,\:5}3-\1\345&.:036:&\;*6:\4:alé)o}g-r;au.é\.u\
S 053 ety il en Ol TS o oo Lo 0T bl ay B o8 ol (g 5 Ll
4 g5 oS 5,03 3 O SSs 5 555 4 ol 5l ol 655 & Sl 55k a8
Sl (S 4T (S s 658 8 Sl Jie 5 ol Ol oty e Sy o lulis L
ot (bl bl 4y oo T8 e 13 himaae 0T 5L 433 oSS Jlesl
cé)&ﬁ-\&)\;‘éjétfw; ¢l u.al:'- Crd g Qﬁ.‘ &L»L:.ﬁa o.b')\:f:).s L;u"b\:.o
Lo gt (o8 Db ot S b g (JWE g (e o Sl Sl gl
S e Ol e
G970 ¢ K Jool &G 51 6168 b olsy M (glaa s gtoes SIS 5L 4
Soypots et 056 G bl ity Jas 056 Oler S 5,8, 5 1, LS5
9.:34565 Jles! (it d\:‘jTJ.wcqu‘A{)bgggw Ol g g0 Mﬁﬁf\)é
s i 40T 8 &S Clias Ol Jlasl 85 515 des 056 S S o
@QLB)) d)..p\ | o9 p@ 9 C)r‘;ﬁ cu\...ar\.b o=F J}..pl ml:.uu LfL"'G U’&")s
m,b,,,;@fbﬁytgdmoj;\s&wy.wtgmlﬁgﬁ}fﬁu@w
o8 i 51 oS B4 Ll gn ] (Sl Wl 5 13,8 ol 3 5 (illae pl3]
Swwa\@;fsﬂf\}.sj@@):béﬂ:}ﬁc%é;;b@&ab

Cacand s 53 OKan 515 45 5 dal I gl 4 8L Cows ¢ Joe IV kzul Coa
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