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Throughout his philosophical work, Paul Ricoeur kept coming back to the concept of autonomy, both in personal, and in moral meaning. Even though the two meanings are connected, they should be kept apart. Moral autonomy draws on Kant’s idea of self-legislation, i.e., an individual is autonomous, if he or she is subject only to the laws which he or she has established or accepted by him or herself. Personal autonomy is taken to be independent from reflections on morality, it is “morally neutral”, and it focuses on the fact that persons are sometimes able to decide and to act accordingly on their own. Personal autonomy is thus “the person’s competent self-direction free of manipulative and ‘external’ forces – in a word, ‘self-government‘.“ (Christman, Anderson, 3).
	In this paper, I deal only with personal autonomy, i.e. with autonomy understood as individual capacity to decide and to act (or to restrain from acting) accordingly. This capacity was considered by Ricœur to be an important expression of human activity both in his early, phenomenological work Freedom and Nature (Ricoeur 1950 and 1966), and in his later monograph Oneself as Another (Ricoeur 1990 and 1992). In his early phenomenology of the will, he sometimes uses the term autonomy in the meaning of “personal autonomy”, for instance when talking about “the autonomy of a person with its own intentions and its own initiative” (Ricoeur 1966, 47). In his later hermeneutic of the self, Ricoeur reserves the term “autonomy” only for moral (Kantian) autonomy. Still, even here Ricoeur dedicates a sustained effort to the analysis of human agency in relation to one’s own life. I believe that Ricoeur never gave up on the idea of personal autonomy understood as self-determination, but he also did not want to oppose this autonomy to the idea of dependence. What he develops, be in his phenomenology or in his hermeneutics, is a philosophy of a dependent autonomy.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  From the very beginning of his philosophical career, Ricoeur resolutely dismisses any possibility of a personal autonomy understood as a radical independence. He states as early as 1950 that the “self as radical autonomy... is precisely fault” (1966, 29).] 

	

