
DEONTOLOGICAL ETHICS PART 2 REVISION (PART Bs)  

Wrist a list of any  questions you think you could be asked for a B question on deontological ethics:  

 



 

Draft Mark scheme:  

 

On a scale of 1-10, how do you feel about  answering a question on this topic?  

B) The strengths of Finnis’ Natural Law outweigh it’s weaknesses (30)  

Finnis’ Natural Law is effective in dealing with ethical issues. (30) 

Finnis’ Natural Law is acceptable in contemporary society (30) 



YES:  

Finnis’ theory is focussed on providing good for the community. For example one of the nine requirements of practical reason 

is to ‘foster the good of the community’. Furthermore Finnis states that “The principles of natural law…(have) the purpose of 

prompting a common good in which such respect for rights is a component”.  

Finnis strongly values the formation of a stable society. Therefore it could be argued that under his theory citizens have a 

moral obligation to follow even immoral laws for the sake of not undermining the legal system and enforcing stability. In this 

way, it can sometimes be morally correct to obey the law, even if the law itself is not morally valid. 

The theory concludes that we all have both a legal obligation and a moral obligation to respect and obey the law. This creates 

a more stable society where people can more easily aim to fulfil the seven basic requirements.  

Finnis understands the seven basic goods and the nine requirements of practical reason to apply equally to everyone. There-

fore, he encourages a society where all can flourish leading to a more just environment.  

The theory allows for some autonomy when it comes to decision making. For example he claims that, in relation to the seven 

basic goods, that “Each can be participated in, and promoted, in an exhaustible variety of ways”. Therefore there is no pre-

scribed was to behave. Instead one can choose what best suits their own needs and personalities.  

 Most of the rules do have an appeal to common sense: for example the emphasis on aesthetics and sociability is an im-

portant focus in modern educational debate, since there is a common perception that life has been downgraded by the loss 

of a common appeal to shared human values.  

 

NO:   

Some of the seven basic goods are very subjective. For example play to one person may be different to another and therefore 

it may be difficult to know the correct course of action.   

Finnis strongly values the formation of a stable society. Therefore it could be argued that under his theory citizens have a 

moral obligation to follow even immoral laws for the sake of not undermining the legal system and enforcing stability. In this 

way, it can sometimes be morally correct to obey the law, even if the law itself is not morally valid. 

Finnis’ version of the theory allows a rejection of laws that are immoral/unjust, and so in times of injustice we so there is no 

moral obligation to obey the law. For example, it could be argued that a Jew during the holocaust could have rejected the 

Nuremburg laws and still be fulfilling the correct moral course of action.  

As with Aquinas’ system, it is possible to reject the assumption that humans share a common human nature.  

Finnis’ encourages a need for authority which, as past and even present experience has shown us, can so easily be abused.  

From authority on a micro scale such as the football coach Barry Bennell who has been found guilty of abuse, to authority on 

a macro scale such as Kim Jong-un the leader of North Korea, it is evident that humans cannot be trusted in this roll if we are 

to have a fully moral society.  

B) The strengths of Finnis’ Natural Law outweigh it’s weaknesses (30)  

Finnis’ Natural Law is effective in dealing with ethical issues. (30) 

Finnis’ Natural Law is acceptable in contemporary society (30) 



B) Whether Finnis provides a basis for moral decision making for believers 

and  non-believers 

Draft Mark scheme:  

 



B) Finnis provides a basis for moral decision making for believers and  non-

believers 

Draft Mark scheme:  

Agree: 

For believers: 

Finnis understands the seven basic goods and the nine requirements of practical reason to apply equally to everyone which 

correlates with religious teachings such as ‘all are made in the image God’ in Christianity or ‘all are equal like the teeth of  a 

comb’ from the Hadith in Islam. .  

The theory concludes that we all have both a legal obligation and a moral obligation to respect and obey the law. This creates 

a more stable society where people can more easily aim to fulfil the seven basic requirements.  Religious teachings also could 

be said to encourage obedience to the law. For example, the Bible says: 
All of you must obey those who rule over you. There are no authorities except the ones God has chosen. (Romans 13:1) 

Finnis’ theory is focussed on providing good for the community.  This is supported in religious teachings such as ‘love they 

neighbour’ and many practices in Islam such as the pillar of Zakat to support the wider Ummah.  

For non-believers:  

Most of the rules do have an appeal to common sense: for example the emphasis on aesthetics and sociability is an important 

focus in modern educational debate, since there is a common perception that life has been downgraded by the loss of 

a common appeal to shared human values.  

Finnis’ system does not rely on God for its authority. The appeal is primarily to common sense and reason. It can therefore 

appeal to those who prefer a system with strong values but who prefer not to ground that system in a belief system. 

The theory allows for some autonomy when it comes to decision making. For example he claims that, in relation to the seven 

basic goods, that “Each can be participated in, and promoted, in an exhaustible variety of ways”. Therefore there is no pre-

scribed was to behave dictated to by a divine being. Instead one can choose what best suits their own needs and personali-

ties.  

Finnis’ theory is focussed on providing good for the community which is rleevent to all people , not just those who are 

rleigoius. For example one of the nine requirements of practical reason is to ‘foster the good of the community’. Furthermore 

Finnis states that “The principles of natural law…(have) the purpose of prompting a common good in which such respect for 

rights is a component”.  

Disagree: 

For believers: 

Finnis strongly values the formation of a stable society. Therefore it could be argued that under his theory citizens have a 

moral obligation to follow even immoral laws for the sake of not undermining the legal system and enforcing stability. IThis 

could be at odds with religious teachings that encourage maintaining a just society. For example Jesus said: Blessed are they 

who are persecuted for the sake of righteousness, for theirs is the kingdom of heaven."  

For non-believers:  

A focus on ‘life’ as a basic good can be seen to ignore the fact that humans all die, so there perhaps should be a focus on the 

right to die with dignity, as in the euthanasia debate.  Many non-believers seem to side on the view of compassion for those 

suffering rather than the sanctity of life upheld in Finnis’ theory.  

His lists of goods, and principles of practical reasonableness, can be seen as a combination of common sense and absolutist 

nonsense: for example it seems common sense that sociability and aesthetic considerations should be encouraged in any 

society, but the view that nuclear weapons should be banned as the result of an insistence on ‘life’ can be seen as less than 

sensible in the real world. And especially for those who do not believe in the sanctity of life given by an omnibenevolent God.  



B) The strengths of Hoose’s Proportionalism outweigh it’s weaknesses. 

Draft Mark scheme:  

 



B) The strengths of Hoose’s Proportionalism outweigh it’s weaknesses. 

Draft Mark scheme:  

Agree: 

Proportionalism provides a holistic approach which takes into account biology as well as rationality. This solves 

the critique made by Curran of Aquinas’ work; that it relies too heavily on the dualistic understanding of body and 

soul. For example, Aquinas’ belief that biology can guide our morals which affect our moral theology (soul).   

Proportionalism recognises that NL is changeable. Therefore it moves from a static version of the theory to one 

that is more dynamic. For example NL does not allow for the use of artificial contraception whereas proportional-

ism may allow use of the pill based on a  more detailed evaluation of the situation.  

Proportionalism takes seriously the view that we live in a fallen world. As a consequence Curran develops his 

‘theology of compromise’. Therefore, it is in line with traditional church teachings.  

Proportionalism combines the deontological foundation of Natural law with the flexibility of situation ethics. 

Therefore, it could be said to be an adequate hybrid of Fletcher and Aquinas’ teachings which takes into account 

both intrinsic goods and consequential benefits.  

The proportionalist approach is more simple than Aquinas’ doctrine of double effect. For example proportionalists 

argue that the concept of direct and indirect killing is completely unsatisfactory and therefore ask a more simple 

question regarding ‘Is there a proportionate reason for the evil?’  

 

 

Disagree: 

It is difficult to understand how proportionalism can produce a consistent ethical theory where relativistically each 

decision must have the ontic goods of a decision weighed against the ontic evils by a fallen human being. This 

would lead to many inconsistencies resulting in an unjust theory.    

Proportionalism has been condemned by the Catholic Church as it sees no matter as being intrinsically immoral. 

Some would argues that for acts such as rape and child torture a more absolutist approach is required.  

Where proportionalists calculate the proportion of value against disvalue the approach becomes very consequen-

tialist. The main criticism of these theories is that it is almost impossible to accurately calculate the consequences 

of an action and therefore know whether an act is moral or immoral. 

Proportionalism gives the individual too much autonomy in deciding whether the proportionate good justifies ig-

noring the wisdom of natural law. The individual could make immoral decisions even when their intentions are 

good.   

 Proportionalism could be said to undermine the magisterium of the Catholic Church. It pays lip service to the 

teachings of natural law but at times seems to loosely follow them.  



B) Hooses’ proportionalism promotes immoral behaviour (30) 

Draft Mark scheme:  

 

On a scale of 1-10, how do you feel about  answering a question on this topic?  



B) Hooses’ proportionalism promotes immoral behaviour (30) 

Draft Mark scheme:  

AGREE: 

It is difficult to understand how proportionalism can produce a consistent ethical theory where relativistically each 

decision must have the ontic goods of a decision weighed against the ontic evils by a fallen human being. This 

would lead to many inconsistencies resulting in an unjust theory.    

Proportionalism has been condemned by the Catholic Church as it sees no matter as being intrinsically immoral. 

Some would argues that for acts such as rape and child torture a more absolutist approach is required.  

Proportionalism gives the individual too much autonomy in deciding whether the proportionate good justifies ig-

noring the wisdom of natural law. The individual could make immoral decisions even when their intentions are 

good.   

Where proportionalists calculate the proportion of value against disvalue the approach becomes very consequen-

tialist. The main criticism of these theories is that it is almost impossible to accurately calculate the consequences 

of an action and therefore know whether an act is moral or immoral.  Miscalculations could lead to a greater 

amount of injustice rather than justice being done and therefore could make proportionalism an immoral theory.  

 

 

DISAGREE:  

Proportionalism combines the deontological foundation of Natural law with the flexibility of situation ethics. 

Therefore, it could be said to be an adequate hybrid of Fletcher and Aquinas’ teachings which takes into account 

both intrinsic goods and consequential benefits producing a more moral system of ethics. 

Proportionalism is based on agape love which could be said to make it a moral system of ethics. Furthermore, it 

triesd to uphold ontic goods such as dingity and justice.  

Unlike utilitarianism, proportionalism takes seriously the concern that justice is not simply about the amount of 

pleasure produced. It takes into account how and on what basis that good is distributed and therefore could be 

argued to be a more just ethical theory.  

Proportionalism recognises that NL is changeable. Therefore it moves from a static version of the theory to one 

that is more dynamic. For example NL does not allow for the use of artificial contraception whereas proportional-

ism may allow use of the pill based on a  more detailed evaluation of the situation. This approach could be said to 

produce more morality than traditional ethical theories.  

Many would argue that prportionalism is a more moral theory because it allows for absolutist rules to occasionally 

be broek to maintain that the most amount of good is done. This is supported by teachings of Aquinas. He states 

that ‘the more you descend into the details the more it appears how the general rule admits of exceptions’. 

Therefore, he seemed to understand the principle of proportionality (maybe reflected through his use of casuist-

ry), even before the theory itself was developed. 



B) Whether Hoose provides a basis for moral decision making for believers 

and  non-believers (30) 

Draft Mark scheme:  

 

 



B) Whether Hoose provides a basis for moral decision making for believers 

and  non-believers (30) 

Draft Mark scheme:  

Yes: 

For believers:  

Aquinas, a father of the early church, seemed to support some elements of propotionalism. For example, he ar-

gued that in some cases it was acceptable to steal to ‘succor a mans own needs’. Proportionalism is supported by 

teachings of Aquinas. He states that ‘the more you descend into the details the more it appears how the general 

rule admits of exceptions’. Therefore, he seemed to understand the principle of proportionality (maybe reflected 

through his use of casuistry), even before the theory itself was developed. 

Proportionalism takes seriously the view that we live in a fallen world. As a consequence Curran develops his 

‘theology of compromise’. Therefore, it is in line with traditional church teachings.  

 

For non-believers: 

Proportionalism could be said to be a more current ethical theory than many traditional religious ethical ideas. 

Curran states that “before modern times people knew they could not control nature and therefore they thought 

principally of conforming to it…by contrast we live in a scientific and technological society…and we know that hu-

man beings can in many ways intervene in natural processes and have shaped the world for greater happiness’. 

Proportionalism takes this modern worldview into account.     

 

No: 

For believers:  

Unlike Hoose, Pope Pius XII argued that one should never intentionally act against a basic intrinsic good.  

Proportionalism has been condemned by the Catholic Church as it sees no matter as being intrinsically immoral. 

Some would argues that for acts such as rape and child torture a more absolutist approach is required.  

Proportionalism gives the individual too much autonomy in deciding whether the proportionate good justifies ig-

noring the wisdom of natural law. The individual could make immoral decisions even when their intentions are 

good because of the fallen nature of mankind.  Therefore, for believrs, more absolutist rules derived from reli-

gious texts may be deemed dmore useful.  

Proportionalism could be said to undermine the magisterium of the Catholic Church. It pays lip service to the 

teachings of natural law but at times seems to loosely follow them.  

 

For non-believers:  Proportionalism is still based on key biblical duties such as preserving innocent life and re-

producing to continue the species. These ideas may seem out irrelevant to non-believers especially in an  over-

populated world where death has become a natural part of the order of things.  

Proportionalism is based on agape love—a concept that bears much less relevance today for those of no faith 

background in a world which is often self-interested.  Without a religious belief some may argue that there is no 

need to follow this principle but to act in accordance with what is best for them.  


