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Abstract: Kant's philosophy is regarded as a primary origin of Kelsen’s legal theory (the Pure Theory
of Law). It has also become the dominant research perspective of the Pure Theory of Law. Although some
scholars have claimed that other theoretical sources—particularly the Strukturale Aligemeine Rechtslehre—
had a significant influence on the emergence and development of the Pure Theory of Law, the relevant
research has failed to clarify the relationship between Kantian philosophy and the Strukturale Allgemeine
Rechtslehre. Nor has it, on that basis, examined whether the Pure Theory of Law is more profoundly
influenced by Kantian philosophy or by the Strukturale Allgemeine Rechtslehre. As a result, this claim
remains insufficiently persuasive and has not succeeded in challenging the dominant view regarding the
origins of the Pure Theory of Law. By uncovering and demonstrating the differences between Kantian
philosophy and the Strukturale Allgemeine Rechtslehre, as well as the close connection between the
Pure Theory of Law and the Strukturale Allgemeine Rechtslehre, this paper attempts to dispel academic
prejudices regarding the origins of the Pure Theory of Law and offer a new perspective on its study —one
that can serve as a viable alternative to the dominant perspective—in order to address the current lack of

diversity in research perspectives on the Pure Theory of Law.

Key words: Kantian Philosophy; Kant’s Rechtslehre; Strukturale Allgemeine Rechtslehre; Hans
Kelsen’s Legal Theory; Pure Theory of Law
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