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	 The decision by Carter not to help the starving child can be justified by Kant's categorical imperative evaluating the moral judgments that are not a command to particular judgments. According to Kant moral law is rational, impartial, and universal thus providing a specific approach to evaluate an action. Carter was right in his decisions since reason and freedom makes human beings intrinsically valuable and demands for rationality. Carter's actions were based on the decision to reveal to the world on the starving conditions in Sudan resulting in igniting substantial contributions to end the situations.
	 Kevin used his freedom and reason not to help the child since it is not the command but based on his procedure towards achievement it judges his actions morally correct. According to Kant all the imperatives hypothetical in nature not moral neither immoral (Willascheck, 1997). Therefore, Carter's actions cannot be judged on any end since he was guided by respect to human autonomy and dignity. Kevin was right not to act the child since he did not place personal ambitions over the respect the child deserved. 
	If I was in Carter's situation I could use reason in the practical end to assist the child reach the feeding situations? According to Kant the reason the practical end complemented by human behavior and desires shapes human behavior and decision. The situation of the child could drive me to help based on the necessity to save the starving soul. The practical side constitutes a crucial side of the human therefore assessment of means and ends I could support helping the child. The means is that the child needs me to help through the situation to enable the end of safeguarding life.
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