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Moral Responsibility at the Limits of Awareness 

1. Diachronic responsibility for a past wrong should be understood as synchronic 
responsibility for omitting to fulfill an ongoing, diachronic duty. 

2. Personal changes can mitigate blameworthiness, but only to the extent that the relevant 
diachronic duty entails a duty to change. 

3. In order for an agent to be morally responsible for habitual behavior while lacking 
awareness of its moral significance, that behavior must be the result of previously learned 
and now nonconsciously integrated information or of a conscious distal intention. 

4. Tracing is the idea that agents are morally responsible for behavior they lack control over, 
if that behavior is the foreseeable consequence of a previous action they were in control 
over. Tracing does not enable us to treat those consequences as new actions and thus 
new expressions of a quality of will.  

5. Agents are not morally responsible for unwitting omissions. Nevertheless, (1) it is 
appropriate for the omitter to feel guilty; (2) blaming the omitter may be warranted; and 
(3), if so, the omitter should compensate those harmed by the unwitting omission. 

6. Agents may be morally responsible for spontaneous behaviors such as a sudden insult out 
of character due to stress or the manifestation of some latent grudge the agent is unaware 
of having, but only if the attitudes underlying the spontaneous behavior are unified with 
the attitudes of the agent’s real self.   

7. Truly conflicting attitudes cannot simultaneously be part of the real self.  

 


