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Issue T: Whether Finnis’ Natural Law is acceptable in contemporary society

A0 Lines of argument

Many peopie feel that there must be  higher law that can be appesled to - that
human law i ot the final authority. Finnis' Natural Moral Law approach supports
this (and ights against a legal Rostivit view that law is merely the creation of
powertul peopie).

Finris Natursl Law doss cesrly prevent us from performing mrslly wrang actions
because t does set out some acts that are always bad. This gives us clear guidance.
Fineis basic goods are largely positive and encouraging of ndividuals to make.
Something of ther Ives rather than to st back and mindlessly folow restrctive
reventatie rules Rather than 3 st of don'ts Finnis encourages action, purpase
‘o enjoyment of fe. This = stractive for 3 moderm. productive society.

Finris 32y2 we must never go against 3 basic 90d. However, there are some very.
‘complex situations that peaple face - perhaps 3 utiitarian viewpaint is more
reasonable (something that Fiis would reject).

How can we know that the basic goods are basic and not merely instrumental?
After 3. Finis says that knowlscie i 2 basic 9o, but perhags he enly knows this
from having benefitted instrumentally from his knowiscoe.

Even though Finnis defines reigion n an open way (refection on the ordering of
the cosmos). it seems that one has to believe in some kind of God to embrace this
theory. I 5, this would not appeal to an increasing segment of our society Who
reject all refigion would find o reason to relate (o and thus no desire to trust and
then folow it pinciples.

Key questions that may arise could be:

weun

Do we face problems in contemporary society to which the basic goods do ot
0ply?

Wnat kind of things do we valu in contemporary society?

Is the st of basic goods complete or are there more?

Many peopie in modern fe do not believe in God, can they stil use the theory?
Would modern saciety have an argument fa priortising seme goods over others?

Possible conclusions to some arguments put forward could be:

2

Fineis' Natural Law s very accsptable to society because society values play.
friendiship and sesthetic experience as wel a5 the more traditional values of fe and
nwiediga. This 1= Very mch in Ine st the uriversal Geciaration of human rights.
Fineis' Natural Law s unacceptable to contemporary society for the simple reason
that one of the basic goods i reigion. New Atheism rejects the need fo rsliion in
society and argues that it s dangerous.

There are features of Finni' Natural Law that might be acceptable, but it may need
moderation. There wil always be extreme circumstances whereby 3 valus should be.
pricritised over others in order to preserve a person's well being.




