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Philosophy 
Legal positivism refers to the argumentative theories based in social facts in the context of law. Arguably, H.L.A, the giant of the Anglo -English legal theory makes a keen follow up to Kelsen by putting critics against his arguments. In accordance, Hart he must have been a positivist since he usually stood to criticize the early facts. naturally, he became the target on believing in positive theory which he intended to work out always.
In various incidences, Hart mainly targeted at developing kelsen’s normal way of thinking in the context of law into a more detailed and analyzed context that brings out difference in various kinds of rules. For instance, he tries to elaborate and distinguish development from primitive in concern to the evolving legal systems. Personally, I would wish to criticize Hart for not being logical but more of explanatory on ideologies.
Further, Hart considers the legal realism part of it by intervening the legal system which he claims to be comprising of both primary and secondary policies which are linked to each other in a way. secondary rules are said to be a development in the legal system which rectifies the weaknesses of primitive law as Hart asserts. Essentially, the secondary law comprises of three basic parts. first part of it entails the rules of recognition. this helps in revealing how vague and uncertain traditional law is, putting forth the weaknesses of previous judges. Second part argues out on how the primitive systems are reluctant in changing and adapting their policies. Finally, the third category entails on how the advanced systems such as courts set rules for effective operation in recognizing the guilty.
Ronald Dworkin's central argument for legal naturalism simply is the critic applied against legal positivism. Basically, he uses two theories to argue out his stand. At first, he maintains that every argument in the law system is right in one perception and therefore it can be argued out with in justifying judicial decisions. Generally, his argument comprises of arguments responding and criticizing the legal positivism which are very crucial and influential to its development.
Through incorporating the natural law with legal formalism and legal realism, we first need to understand that legal formalism is extend of rationality and legitimacy. In our case of natural law, adjudication can be attained in an autonomous manner, in absence of political and moral considerations. Ultimately, the incorporation depicts that, final judicial solution can be attained through mechanical deduction in perception to syllogism. With the natural law, generally there was no legal indeterminacy.
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