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1. Despite high levels of infringement globally, there is an ongoing role for the 

fundamental right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion in a national and 

international context. 

2. A multivalent approach to the underlying rationale of freedom of thought, conscience 

and religion in a global context could enhance its implementation.  

3. Within the context of multivalent dialogue, the philosophical approach of Herman 

Dooyeweerd could be re-envisioned to support rights-based plural living together. 

4. The dialogue necessary to build consensus from a multivalent approach could be 

supported through a reflection by civil society groups, including religious groups, on 

their core doctrine/ideas and their traditions, to understand how they have adapted and 

might continue to adapt over time.  

5. Religious rationale/the religious voice is one of a multitude of voices necessary to 

build consensus in political/public dialogue in a plural rights-based society under the 

rule of law. 

6. Freedom of thought, conscience and religion is key to a public discourse on the 

societal virtues underpinning the implementation of the rule of law. 

7. The internationalisation of the rule of law, incorporating a tranche of human rights, 

needs to draw on a plural understanding of the rationale underpinning freedom of 

thought, conscience and religion.  

8. A ‘neutral’ approach to public governance necessarily needs to locate itself in a 

philosophical or theoretical basis. In light of high levels of religious adherence 

globally, to exclude religion from this debate is to unjustifiably preference freedom of 

thought over freedom of religion at the highest levels of government.  

9. The right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion has implications for 

individual, communal and societal enjoyment of the right: protecting human 

flourishing through individual free choice; the flourishing of the individual in their 

chosen communities or civil society organisations; and peaceful plural living together 

within society. 



10. The reformed theological concepts of sphere sovereignty and common grace provide 

theological approaches within a multivalent dialogue, for envisaging a rights-based 

approach to plural living together.  

11. Herman Dooyeweerd’s philosophical approach to analysing interactions between 

types of civil society interactions could provide a basis for resolving a clash of rights, 

including in respect of religion based and equality claims. 

12. Taking a multivalent, dialogic approach to human rights necessarily involves 

fostering a discourse between seemingly entrenched and widely differing theoretical 

and theological perspectives, to move incrementally towards establishing common 

norms.  

 


