
NATURAL LAW VS UTILITARIANISM

What is superior to "natural law" morality when compared to utilitarian ethics?.

But there is another kind of natural law theory having to do with the relationship of morality to law. And
Aquinas holds that we know immediately, by inclination, that there are a variety of things that count as good
and thus to be pursued â€” life, procreation, knowledge, society, and reasonable conduct ST IaIIae 94, 2; 94, 3
are all mentioned by Aquinas though it is not clear whether the mentioned items are supposed to constitute an
exhaustive list. These sorts of debates reappear with respect to goods like life is life intrinsically or
instrumentally good? But to call these principles of the poisoner's art "the morality of poisoning" would
simply blur the distinction between the notion of efficiency for a purpose and those final judgments about
activities and purposes with which morality in its various forms is concerned Hart ,  One might appeal to a
master rule of right that can be used to generate further rules; call this the master rule approach. The precepts
of the natural law are binding by nature: no beings could share our human nature yet fail to be bound by the
precepts of the natural law. Or are you a strict nominalist and would deny that this is in a different category
from this. In particular, they need to deal with the fact that, even if they are not in the business of deriving
goods from inclinations or identifying the goods precisely with what we tend to pursue, they take as their
starting point human directedness. Chappell, T. The correct legal principle is the one that makes the law the
moral best it can be. As shown above, such a position contradicts the very elements of human goods namely
the freedoms accorded to individuals by laws dictating their conduct when interacting with each other.
Moreover, each of these goods is universal in the sense that it governs all human cultures at all times. Bringing
imperative force behind that content is another matter. This is very abstract. Again, it bears emphasizing that
Finnis takes care to deny that there is any necessary moral test for legal validity: "one would simply be
misunderstanding my conception of the nature and purpose of explanatory definitions of theoretical concepts
if one supposed that my definition 'ruled out as non-laws' laws which failed to meet, or meet fully, one or
other of the elements of the definition" Finnis ,  Late 19th- and 20th-century Utilitarianism By the time
Sidgwick wrote, Utilitarianism had become one of the foremost ethical theories of the day. What would
distinguish different employments of the method approach is their accounts of what features of a choice we
appeal to in order to determine whether it is defective. Chappell includes friendship, aesthetic value, pleasure
and the avoidance of pain, physical and mental health and harmony, reason, rationality, and reasonableness,
truth and the knowledge of it, the natural world, people, fairness, and achievements p. As William Blackstone
describes the thesis, "This law of nature, being co-eval with mankind and dictated by God himself, is of course
superior in obligation to any other. According to Finnis, the classical naturalists were not concerned with
giving a conceptual account of legal validity; rather they were concerned with explaining the moral force of
law: "the principles of natural law explain the obligatory force in the fullest sense of 'obligation' of positive
laws, even when those laws cannot be deduced from those principles" Finnis , 


