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The law of reason which requires us to seek for this 
unity, is a necessary law, since without it we should 
have no reason at all, and without reason no 
coherent employment of the understanding, and in 
the absence of this no sufficient criterion of 
empirical truth. In order, therefore to secure an 
empirical criterion we have no option save to 
presuppose the systematic unity of nature as 
objectively valid and necessary [emphasis mine]





Reason over observation
CI : rationally imperative, objective principle; unconditional in their application

this imperative must be followed regardless of desires, changing circumstances, 
or natural inclinations. 

morality does not derive from instrumental rules or criteria to which reason must 
conform
 the CI—like Kant’s natural laws—results from a rational will which creates the laws 

dictating its application. 

 issues of morality must be addressed as an a priori philosophy, not concerned or 
referencing human behavior or culture. 

 bound by the CI as the highest principle of morality, and its moral requirements 
are unconditionally necessarymeaning that they must be applied across all 
instances regardless of the particularity of their occurrence. 



Experience v. Reason
 Empirical observations tell the moral agent nothing about whether a 
particular law is suitable in a certain situation or to what scope the law 
should be extended 
◦ Experience/observation: can merely tell the observer how one might be 

considered in the eyes of others or how pleasing the experience of following 
the law might be. 

◦ Any appeal to a posteriori examination would create corrupted notions of 
moral duties

◦ there is “no genuine principle of morality that would not have to rest merely 
on pure reason independently of experience.”





Kant and the Third Reich
Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem: records the 
testimonies of Adolf Eichmann, (Nazi SS-Obersturmbannführer
and major organizer of the transportation of Jews into ghettos 
and then to the concentration camps.)

Many other former Nazi officers and collaborators attempted 
to argue that they were merely “following orders” 
 Eichmann emphatically declared that he had maintained high moral 

standing and had modelled his moral judgement after Kant’s 
precepts, especially his categorical imperative. 

He was able to define Kant’s CI to the judge: “I meant by my 
remark about Kant that the principles of my will must always be 
such that it can become the principle of general laws.”



 Eichmann  heavily influenced by Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason, and 
though he laments that there came a point in his facilitation of state violence 
when he felt he was “no longer master of his own deeds,” he manages to 
renegotiate this moral self-failing by reformulating the CI: 
 “Act as if the principle of your actions were the same as that of the legislator of law of 

the land.”

Nazi general Hans Frank’s formation of the CI, well known in the Third Reich, 
supports Eichmann’s refiguration of Kant’s precept: 
 “The categorical imperative of action in the Third Reich reads as follows: Act in such a 

way that the Führer, if he knew of your action, would approve of it.”

Distortion of Kant’s CI replaces the discovery of morality through rational inquiry 
with the adherence of morality dictated from an authority, tilting Kant’s moral 
philosophy into totalitarianism.

 The relationship between moral goodness and obedience to legal authority is 
clear in Kant’s work:
 He insists “on the duty to obey even oppressive rulers.”
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