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Abstract

Do robots have moral status? If they have, should we give them moral
consideration for their own sake? This paper focuses on Coeckelbergh's
paper, which argues that robots have an indirect moral standing from a
relational approach. In particular, I critically evaluate Coeckelbergh's
argument, which presents a Kantian dog argument as its starting point.
I will then argue that robot ethics, which takes Kantian dog argument
as its starting point, is incompatible with arguments in defense of the

moral status of robots.
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