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‘Legal positivism’ and the theory of ‘natural law’ are associated with theories
seeling to answer the question ‘what is law:’

Analyze any gme of the following situations in the light of these two theories
mentioned above, so as to compare and contrast the answers you’ll find to the
question ‘what is law?’

a. The 18" amendment to the 1978 Constitution of Sri Lanka;

b. Mendis and Senanayake v Kumaratunga, SC (F/R) No. 352/2007 [the
Waters” Edge case);

C. Nallaratnam Singarasa v. AG, S.C.Spl. (LA) No. 182/99

Imagine that you are a member of the Criminal Justice Reform Committee, and are
required to write a concept paper on ‘The possibility of re-enforcing the death
penally in Sri Lanka’.  As a sociological jurist, you are especially requested to
analyze the social dimensions of the issue and substantiate the concept paper on the
findings of the research. Write the concept paper with an introduction explaining,
inter alia, the scientific methods you have adopted in carrying out the research and
the jurisprudential basis of your analysis. '
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(@) Mendis and Senanayake v. Kumaratunga, SC(F/R) No 352/2007 [The
Water’s Edge case];

@& Nallaratnam Singarasa v.AG, S.C Spl.(LA) No. 182/99
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