
intricate and essential part of human life as it is the main char-
acteristic that separates human life from other forms.
Consequently, Kant would also say that taking painkillers and
analgesics that diminish or destroy the rational faculty are unac-
ceptable on moral grounds.  Moreover, the final formulation of
the categorical imperative is a consequence of the other two.  It
requires all persons to act autonomously rather than het-
eronomously and according to duty.

Why Hume and Kant?
The Humean and Kantean tradition are so different and

unique that it seems appropriate to use them for comparison.
Once again, it should be noted that Hume holds that the mind
has no innateness and that all our content comes from experi-
ence alone.  Although Descartes is sometimes used to contrast
HumeÕs theories, KantÕs life and tradition also highlight the
achievements of rationalism and the failings of HumeÕs posi-
tion.  These weaknesses include the fact that human reason is
an intricate part of life, and failing to realize this may lead us
away from truth.  More specifically, the Humean position fails
to recognize that ethics and morality can indeed be grounded
without the use of God.  Human reason demands that all moral
actions must be universalized so that the world is not a chaot-
ic and frenzied place.  All things human are transient, meaning
all good things and bad must come to an end.  Certain emo-
tions, which may trigger a suicidal thought may be replaced by
a contrary view in a certain undefined period of time.
Furthermore, human life is constantly evolving.  A person may
feel their life is meaningless at a certain time but feel contrary

in the future.  A balancing act between the condition of life and
the mental state of a person is quite inappropriate.    

But where KantÕs theory clearly surpasses HumeÕs is when
one considers the ethical obligation of the physician.  Hume
would most likely state that the moral obligation of the physi-
cian would be to serve the patient in an attempt to reduce suf-
fering and attain tolerability, even if this involves prescribing a
lethal medication.  Contrarily, Kant would say the morally wor-
thy action of the physician would be to act out of duty.  There
is no better place to define the duty of the physician than the
Hippocratic Oath, which clearly states that the doctor Òwill give
no deadly medicine to anyone if asked, nor suggest any such
counsel.Ó  Therefore, a physician with a Humean mindset may
be required to violate his/her duty to create a tolerable state of
affairs for his/her patient.  
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