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Introduction

i ine omman  heor  herea ter  has in recent ears attracte  the attention 
o  scholars in the el s o  ethics  hiloso h  an  e en meta h sics. his is eca se it 
re resents a metaethical conce t that lin s the el  o  moral reasonin  the search or 
ans ers to n amental hiloso hical estions  an  c rrent tren s in n erstan in  
the nat re an  essence o  the orl . rom a metaethical ers ecti e  it is not at all clear 
that e can tr st o r moral int itions ith the a sol te serio sness that is commonl  
ass me . his is eca se recent research in the el  o  e erimental s cholo  s
gests that many moral judgments and ethical attitudes that a person or society arrives 
at through moral intuition are inherently ased on processes and characteristics that are 
not morally anchored  and there ore cannot e treated as de nitive moral authorities 

isher   p. . he overall situation in ethical discourse in all its constituent 
schools has reached a point here  opens interesting and stimulating hori ons 
o  moral reasoning that advance our understanding  not only in the eld o  anthropol
ogy  ut especially in the eld o  moral philosophy. cholarly research and discourse 
in these elds is entering an interesting constellation in hich it is possi le to raise 
the uestion o  the relationship et een od and morality in the academy at all. here 
are several reasons for this.

he rst reason is the ethical implications of philosophical pluralism.
Even at the academic level  ethicists ho are fully committed to pluralism are eager to create 
a consensus morality ased on certain social commitments  n the recognition that human 
eings are persons ho demand mutual respect  for e ample  or on the assumption that reason 

is suf cient to evaluate the relative merits of concrete elements of competing moral systems  
ut insuf cient to evaluate the moral systems themselves  since that ould e a violation 

of philosophical pluralism. arson   p. 

ccording to onald . arson  the conse uence of philosophical pluralism is 
the loss of a common asis for a universal understanding of hat morality is  ut 
of hich moral premises e should regard as crucial for the formulation of legis
lative norms and principles in applied ethics rupa et al.  . ontractualist 
conceptions of ethics reach their o n limits ecause of the relativisation of moral 
principles  since it is precisely the denial of a solute truth that is one of the features 
of consistent philosophical pluralism. By its very nature, philosophical pluralism 
ma es it impossi le to determine hich contractualist ethical concept is superior 
to others, since no social or cultural entity or interest group preference can e inferior 
to the hole ondrla et al., . adical individualism and the emphasis on hu
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man autonomy have even had a strong in uence on the understanding of religion. 
he solipsistic approach to spirituality shifts the emphasis from an o jective tran

scendence to a su jective one in hich man himself de nes the divine, its character 
and intentions atur anic et al., .

he second reason has to do ith the epistemological limitations of human ra
tionality. lister c rath points out that reason cannot provide a morality that 
is ade uate to the real orld in hich e live  c rath, , p. . e ar
gues that relativism in ethics is a conse uence of radical philosophical pluralism. 

he preference for partiality ithin the considered hole ultimately leads to a loss 
of the a ility to perceive the hole, and the picture of reality in its comple ity is 
reduced to the internal orld of the interest group. ince the reality of hich human 

eings are a part is in the nature of a social phenomenon  Bar our,  in hich 
all events, phenomena and occurrences are interrelated in an organic unity, it is not 
possi le to esta lish as a solute any of the possi le ethical perspectives that emerge 

ithin the moral reasoning of human eings in the conte t of their o n culture, 
prejudices, and tradition of thought rali  et al., .

he third reason is the ongoing discourse on the nature of the orld and the uni
verse in its entirety among scholars in the natural and human sciences. Stephen 

a ing s and eonard lodino s cosmological postulate, presented in The Grand 
Design , has provo ed erce controversy in the scienti c community, and not 
only ithin the humanities, since his strict naturalism not only entails a denial of hu
man free ill, ut also calls into uestion the legitimacy of philosophy as a scienti c 
discipline, and thus the legitimacy of research ithin the other humanistic sciences 

avli ova, m ro y, . oices from the scienti c community of mathema
ticians and physicists reiterate the elief that moral reasoning cannot e reduced 
to the form of scienti c a ioms and no ledge of the orld to the language of math
ematics or physics alone enno , . t is note orthy that it is from the math
ematical sciences that the argument for non naturalistic realism in the conception 
of morality emerges, since some mathematical facts in epistemology are “true and 
yet unprova le  haitin, , p. . Strict naturalism in the natural sciences thus 
parado ically attac s the foundations of ethical naturalism and, from the perspective 
of contemporary no ledge, creates a philosophical position in hich the anticipa
tion of a reality eyond the mandate of naturalism is natural. his is also hy , 

hich elongs to the eld of moral realism and represents a non naturalistic ethical 
conception, comes into focus. t provides a solid justi cation for the o jectivity, 
universality, and especially the normativity of morality ee  Evans, . s ith 
any concept,  opens a discourse in hich it is possi le to identify the positive 
aspects it rings, hile at the same time raising controversies that advance moral 
reasoning and no ledge.
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Humean Perspective

ne argument in favour of  is the uestion of normativity, hich has e
come a pressing issue in the discourse of moral philosophers. In the classical mode 
of argumentation, the ethical normativity that is  no  ecomes a commitment and 
an indicator of future argumentation, i.e. hat one ought  to do, ho  one ought to e
have. ccording to eorge Ed ard oore s open ended argument, the normativity 
of morality cannot e understood in terms of ethical re ection on a closed system 
of o served phenomena and signs, ased on hich he declared that the good is not 
identical ith any natural property oore, . he uestion of the relationship 

et een description and prescription in the consideration of moral normativity is thus 
put into a different perspective. ume consistently ela orated this relationship and 
concluded that description cannot determine prescription, since historical development 
cannot e reduced to a closed system of relations and no n factors. actors eyond 
the hori on of time may appear in the future and change the logic of moral reasoning. 
But not in the sense of teleological perspectivism in ethics. This opened the space 
to justify the starting position of T as a non conse uentialist ethical theory, in hich 

od s command ill e the ey factor in judging the morality of an act, and od s ill 
ecome the asis for the formation of moral la s al ov  et al., .

 good e ample of the principles of T is Bonhoeffer s Inner conviction, received 
from od, to ill the hrer. If illing a man is morally rong, then Bonhoeffer s act 
cannot e justi ed in terms of classical deontology or in terms of oore s open uestion 
argument. o ever, ume s vie  does offer room for justifying Bonhoeffer s decision 
to ill itler. nd, for the justi cation of the British secret services, ho not only let 

itler live, ut even protected him. In a metaethical conception of ethical realism 
of the non naturalistic type, such as T, such inconsistencies are permissi le and 
justi a le. or the umean approach, there is an a ysmal difference et een the image 
of the orld that is  and the image of the orld that ought to e , thus creating 
the possi ility of arguing for actions that move from is  to ought to e  Stilley, . 
Such a future perspective is not identical to the ristotelian teleological perspective 
in hich the telos is relatively clear, temporally ed, and arrived at through logically 
reasoned steps. The goal of T is the doing of od s ill and the agent s conformity 
to the commandments that have their origin in od al ov  et al., . or if there 
are moral properties as such, then these justify certain actions, lead us in a certain di
rection, and do so despite the psychological state our minds may e in. lvin lantinga, 

ho elieves that naturalism does not provide the tools for judging right and rong, has 
stated, in addressing the normativity of moral judgments, that “to thin  that naturalism 
is true hile accepting current evolutionary vie s a out our origins and our cognitive 
capacities is precisely to deny one s o n claims namely, that one s cognitive capacities 
are trust orthy  lantinga, , pp. . T, ith its conviction that moral 
values are real and lie eyond the possi ility of present human reach, mainly ecause 
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their metaphysical grounding transcends human eings, offers a very attractive ay 
of grasping moral normativity.

Theological Perspective

T advocates are a are of the ea nesses and internal contradictions of this 
meta ethical position. T is not a defence of hristianity, nor is it an apologetic tool 
for asserting the relevance of od s commandments to the orld of moral philosophy. 
There are many critical voices among the protagonists of T that challenge the theory, 
and it is e ually true that eing a hristian does not automatically ma e one a proponent 
of T. n e ample is Thomas uinas, ho elieved in od, ne , and respected, 
for e ample, the ecalogue and other normative ethical postulates contained in the 
Bi le, ut in re ecting on the moral orld of man in his mind and consciousness, he 
ela orated the theory of natural la , hich he preferred and advocated in his teachings. 
In the past, many have had to deal ith this moral theory in the conte t of considering 
the validity of hristianity. roponents include ugustine, illiam of c ham, uns 
Scotus, ut also alvin, Brunner, Bu er, Barth, ie uhr and Bultmann. The theory 
itself, ho ever, can e used as an argument oth for and against hristianity artin, 

. The interesting thing is that this criticism comes from here e ould least 
e pect it.

ne of the most serious pro lems ith T has to do ith the asic premise that 
moral goodness is tied to od enovs   Slo odov  ov ov , . ut simply, 

hat od has ordained is good and hat od has for idden is evil. The rst natural 
uestion arises in relation to ho od is, hat is character and nature are. o  

are those ho do not elieve in od to relate to this meta ethical theory  o  are 
moral categories, values, and virtues to e vie ed in the light of different social and 
cultural as ell as religious conte ts  n hat precise asis should the udeo hristian 
grounding of ethical normativity e determinative and inding, given the plurality 
of religious systems in the orld  ns ering these pertinent uestions is eyond 
the scope of this study.

T presupposes the coherence and internal connection of t o relatively separate 
theoretical approaches  ethical and theological. sing Immanuel ant as an e am
ple, it can e sho n that although his ethical theory is signi cantly intert ined ith 

hristian theology, it ould not e correct to declare ant s ethics to e hristian 
ethics are, . If e ere to consider T as an ethical theory from the category 
of hristian ethics, it ould have to start from hristian theology in its argumenta
tion and assumptions, and move to ards hristian theology in its application, hich 
ultimately fully integrates it. Even in this consideration there is the uestion of de
gree  to hat e tent should the t o paths e connected  To hat e tent should one 
refer to the other, or the other integrate the rst  
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E perts in hristian ethics are not clear a out this. liver onovan  e
lieves that hristian ethics must e grounded in the gospel of esus hrist  igel Biggar 

 elieves that it must e under the dominion of the panorama of salvation history  
hile others stress the importance of creation theology for a proper understanding 

of human morality innis, . hristopher . . right proposes a so called ethical 
triangle ith od as the guarantor of the theological perspective, Israel as the paradigm 
of the social dimension, and the romised and ith an intrinsic economic hori on 
in ethics, elieving that the canonical te ts of the ld Testament are a suf cient starting 
point for the reconstruction of hristian ethics right, . The pro lem is further 
complicated y the fact that even ithin the category of theology  there are many 
theological approaches interpreting i lical te ts ith great varia ility. ontemporary 
discourse among theologians in ethically sensitive areas  divorce, homose ual rela
tionships, monogamous and polygamous family models, the relationship to politics, 
euthanasia, issues of ioethics and transhumanism  sho s ho  dif cult it is to reach 
an ethical consensus, even though “ od s decrees  are availa le to all. ermeneutics 
and the interpretation of the te ts in uestion come into play. oreover, hristology and 
pneumatology as theological disciplines have a strong frame or  for understanding 
ethical issues. The uestion remains ho  far they can e implemented in T or 
other ise  ho  large and inclusive a space does T offer and hat range of opin
ions can it accommodate to remain a meta ethical theory  T seems to raise more 
uestions than it ans ers.

rom the perspective of i lical theology, a hristocentric interpretation of the can
on of Scripture is important. The life, death and resurrection of hrist is the “speech 
of od . s od incarnate, he gives content to od s commandments y the e ample 
of his life. rom this position, ohn E. are argues that od s commandments are 
revealed in the Bi le and in esus hrist. It is only ecause hrist ecame the moral 
agent of od s commandments that e can understand hat od s ill is. ithout 

hrist, e ould never have concluded that e should love our enemies “simply 
y analysing human nature  are, , p. . are goes further. ccording to him, 

moral principles cannot e derived from the creation narrative. s human eings, 
e need something transcendent to tell us hat ful lment e should and should not 

see  in life. Thus, in are s ethics, it is possi le to identify a dimension of od s 
commandments that compel human eings to act in a certain ay and, on the other 
hand, a dimension of od s commandments that attract and appeal to human hearts. 
This is the relationship et een reator and creature, and the agent of this relationship 
is od incarnate, esus hrist. n the one hand, man e periences the po er of od s 
authority and its urgency; on the other hand, he longs for the companionship of love, 
ecause od is love. The dialectic of respect and passion is thus an important element 

in the ro ustness of are s ethics.
evertheless, the uestion remains hether T can e regarded as a hristian 

moral theory. e see the main pro lem in the uestion of no ledge of od. If morality 
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depends on od s commandments, and these are in fact a visualisation and a ind 
of materialisation of the nature of od s eing, then no ledge and understanding 
of od s commandments are intert ined ith no ledge of od himself. In such 
a case, e distinguish et een the so called general revelation and the special rev
elation of od, ecause in a theological sense one can approach od as the reator, 
the uthor of all eing, the Source of morality  general revelation, ut one cannot 
see od as one s Saviour, edeemer, and rotector  special revelation ud  et al., 

. n closer e amination the t o categories of revelation, i.e. the epistemological 
levels of human no ledge, have different ethical implications. T is therefore seen 
as more in line ith general revelation. or this reason, e nd it more appropriate 
to refer to it as a theistic rather than a hristian concept.

Razor of Love

s ith ccam s ra or, hich helps to resolve the pro lem of the t o competing 
hypotheses, e consider hristian love to e a crucial factor in determining hether 

T s metaethical theory falls ithin the category of hristian ethics. od presents 
himself to us as “love . If “love  gives the commandments, then “love  must form 
an implicit continuum across all divine commandments. Love for one another, respon
si ility for one s neigh our, is generally considered to e a commandment that forms 
the core of hristian ethics. t the same time, ho ever, the commandment to love 
one s neigh our as oneself points to the fact that love, y its very nature, is not natural 
to human eings. S ren ier egaard distinguishes erotic love from friendship, over 

hich stands the imperative of hristian charity ier egaard, . Erotic love and 
friendship open relationships ased on sympathy, pro imity of personalities, congru
ence of interests, value preferences, etc. ier egaard refuses to oscillate et een ege
lian theses and antitheses, the synthesis of hich does not correspond to the dynamics 
of od s revelation in Scripture or to od s dealings ith human eings. e introduces 
a teleological suspension of the ethical that has a “precise religious e pression  i
er egaard, , p. , and than s to such a teleological perspective  different from 
that of ristotle  even apparently contradictory moral commands such as the sacri ce 
of Isaac, the genocide of the nations and the various atrocities present in the ld 
Testament stories can e interpreted plausi ly ithout in any ay calling into uestion 
the image of od as love avli ova, ; avli ova  Tavilla, .

But the love of hich esus spea s is not optional; it is framed y the commandment 
ecause it is not natural to man. ier egaard spea s of ho  sin distorts the “optics  
ith hich e vie  those around us and even ourselves. Sin prevents people from 

loving their enemies. Therefore, the natural preference in every person is to not love 
rather than to love the enemy, and it is precisely for this reason that such love must e 
couched in the form of a commandment uinn, . Such a love commandment 
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or duty ecomes a safe one for a digni ed human relationship. It is an unconditional 
love that reaches all people indiscriminately, regardless of conscious or unconscious 
preferences. This is the aga e love hich is od s love for human eings in hrist. 

 love that sacri ces itself for others avli ova, . It is the dimension of self sac
ri ce for the good of others that is a moral category hose justi cation is pro lematic 
from the point of vie  of many ethical theories. This is mainly due to the desire to live, 
the am ition for self realisation and self development, hose moral justi cation is 
clear and ell founded, for e ample, in the principle of the right to life art n et al., 

; art n et al., . 

Conclusion

ur critical analysis of some aspects and conte ts of ivine ommand Theory 
is not intended to uestion its relevance and place in the eld of metaethics, ut neither 
is it intended to close our eyes to the pro lems it raises. ne of its undenia le strengths 
is its grounding in moral realism. It also offers an interesting ay of thin ing a out 
ho  to or  ith the non natural paradigm in moral philosophy. ith its emphasis 
on the non natural origin of moral judgements, it rings a normativity hich, in the 
chaos of ethical relativism, ecomes a necessary indication of metaethical reason
ing. It thus lls the space that arises henever perspectivist ethics and contractualist 
conceptions of ethics encounter the cultural contingency of their moral judgments 
T acova et al. . n the other hand, it is sho n to lur the tension et een la  

and morality, since divine commandments as a normative parameter remain an o ject 
of search and discovery for human eings, thus opening epistemological challenges 
that need to e addressed. e have also sho n that T cannot easily e placed ithin 
the family of hristian ethics unless the uestions of its relation to hristological theses 
are satisfactorily resolved from the perspective of i lical theology. inally, e argue 
that T raises uestions a out our understanding of love and justice. This is ecause 
the theory rings its normativity, anchored in the transcendent, into a discourse domi
nated y anthropocentric and autonomous concepts, hich may not e unfamiliar ith 
the trap of self referentiality.
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