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“The idea of universal human rights has been perhaps the most contentious concept of the twentieth
century. Originally presented as a response to the atrocities of the past and an attempt to stifle the potential
ills of the future, the concept has been under heated assault by adherents to the concept of ‘cultural
relativism.” The basic conflict between these two extreme perspectives lies with the degree to which either
should be the primary consideration when dealing with the great diversity of peoples worldwide. While
proponents of universal human rights believe that a fundamental group of human rights exist and can be
applied uniformly throughout the world, cultural relativists are primarily concerned with protecting and
understanding, usualy in functionalist terms, the diversity of cultures worldwide. This overarching conflict
is the underlying focus of ‘ Cultural Relativism in the Face of the West'. Billet examines the debate between
the uniform application of universal human rights and cultural relativism. In so doing, Billet outlines the
foundations of both schools of thought and provides a history of their evolution. The book also examines
case studies that involve either women or children and are typically viewed by the West as violations of
fundamental human rights.

Table of contents: Introduction: Universal Human Rights versus Cultural Relativism. Female Circumcision.
Female Infanticide. Female Child Progtitution. Female Child Labour. Trafficking Women and Female Slave
Labour. Conclusions and Implications. Bibliography. Index.”
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“In formulating this collection, Don Browning asked his contributors to respond to a simple question: has
moral relativism run its course? The threats of terrorism, reproductive technology, and globalization have
forced us to ask anew whether there are universal moral truths upon which to base political and ethical
judgments. In this timely edited collection, distinguished scholars present and test the best answers to this
guestion. This dialogue includes contributions from widely-recognized scholars Richard Bernstein, Amitai
Etzioni, Jean Bethke Elshtain, William Galston, Franklin Gamwell, Timothy Jackson, James Turner
Johnson, John Kelsay, and Jean Porter.

Although the conflict between universalism and reativism is a complex issue with many parts, the
contributors to this volume tackle the question at hand in an engaging, thought-provoking manner. These
insightful responses temper the strong antithesis between universalism and relativism and retain sensitivity
to how language and history shape the context of our moral decisions. Thisimportant and relevant work of
contemporary political and social thought isideal for use in the classroom across many disciplines including
political science, philosophy, ethics, theology, and law.

Contents. Preface. List of Contributors. Introduction (Don Browning). Part |: Foundationalism v.
Antifoundationalism. Can We Justify Moral Norms? (Richard J. Bernstein). Self-Evident Truth (Beyond
Relativism) (Amitai Etzioni). The Origin of Mora Norms (Franklin |. Gamwell). Part 11: Approaches from
Human Nature. Moral Ideals and Human Nature (Jean Porter). Can We Justify Universal Moral Norms?
Yes, with Qualifications (William Galston). Part 111: Common Ground through Historical Understanding.
Searching for Common Ground: Ethical Tradition at the Interface with International Law (James Turner
Johnson). Chrigtians, Mudlims, and the Conduct of War (John Kelsay). Part 1V: Multidimensional
Approaches. Universalism and Relativism: Some Lessons from Gandhi (Timothy Jackson). Concrete Levels
of Being and Their Political Implications (Jean Bethke Elshtain). Response (Richard J. Bernstein).
Response (Amitai Etzioni).”

“Moral relativism is an attractive position, but also one that it is difficult to formulate. In this paper, we
propose an alternative way of formulating moral relativism that locates the relativity of morality in the
property that makes moral claims true. Such an approach, we believe, has significant advantages over other
possible ways of formulating moral relativism. We conclude by considering a few problems such a position
might face.”
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2009 [44] Corradetti, Claudio (2009): Relativism and Human Rights. A Theory of Pluraligtic

Universalism, Berlin.*
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Introduction. PART ONE. 1. COGNITIVE RELATIVISM AND EXPERIENTIAL RATIONALITY. 1.1
Beyond Cognitive and Linguistic Rdativism. 1.2 Epistemic Relativisn Refuted. 1.3 The Experiential
Validity of the Cognitive System. 1.4 Judgement and Truth. 2. BEYOND MORAL RELATIVISM AND
OBJECTIVISM. 2.1 Forms of Moral Reativism. 2.2 The Two Horns of the Dilemma: Relativism versus
Objectivism. 2.2.1 Harman's Inner-Judgments Relativism. 2.2.2 The Limits of Naged's Objectivism in
Morality. 2.2.3 Wong's Mixed Position: the Idea of Pluralistic Relativism. 2.3 Discursive Dialectic of
Recognition: for a Post-Metaphysical Justification of the Ethical Life. PART TWO. 3. HUMAN RIGHTS
AND PLURALISTIC UNIVERSALISM. 3.1 From Purposive Action to Communicative Action. 3.2 The
Priority of Recognition and the Formal System of Basic Liberties. 3.3 The Exemplar Validity of Human
Rights. 3.4 The Deliberative Constraints and Pluralistic Universalism. 4. THE LEGAL DIMENSIONS OF
HUMAN RIGHTS. 4.1 The Source and the Content Validity of Law. 4.2 The Structure and Function of
Human Rights. 4.3 Transplantability and Legal Commensurability. 4.4 What is Wrong in the Democratic
Peace Theory? A Defence of International Legal Pluralism. References.

“Can human rights principles admit degrees of contextual variations? Are our cultures condemned to a
formally rigid standard of universalist hegemony? This work provides an innovative contribution to the
legal-philosophical understanding of human rights theory. While advancing a post-metaphysical
recongtruction for the notion of human rights, it defends an original perspective on the relation between
universal validity and cultural pluralism. By rgecting the challenges of relativism and classical abstract
universalism, this model reinterprets discursive theory in the light of dialectical recognition and judgmental
exemplarity. The result is an enriched substantive notion of universalism oriented to the safeguard of
Situated authenticity. Pluralistic universalism considers that, while formal filtering criteria congtitute
unavoidable requirements for the production of potentially valid arguments, the exemplarity of judgmental
activity, in its turn, provides a pluralistic and retrospective reinterpretation for the fixity of such criteria
While speech formal standards grounds the thinnest possible presuppositions we can make as humans, the
discursive exemplarity of judgments defends a notion of validity which is both contextually dependent and
"subjectively universal". According to this approach, human rights principles are embedded within our
linguistic argumentative practice. It is precisely from the intersubjective and dialogical relation among
speakers that we come to reflect upon those same conditions of validity of our arguments. Once trand ated
into national and regional constitutional norms, the discursive validity of exemplar judgments postul ates the
philosophical necessity for an ideal of legal-congtitutional pluralism, challenging all those attempts trying to
frustrate both horizontal (state to state) and vertical (supra-national-state-social) on-going debates on human
rights.”
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“I givethe label “ethical pluralism” to the meta-ethical view that competing moral views arevalid. | assume
that validity is conferred on a moral view by its satisfying the relevant meta-ethical criteriain a maximally
satisfactory way. If the relevant meta-ethical criteria are based on something roughly like the wide reflective
equilibrium model, then ethical pluralism is likely to be correct. Traditional moral views do not grant
exemptions from their own binding rules or principles to agents — should any exist — who adhere to a
competing valid moral view. Given the usual conception of accepting a moral view, an ethical pluralist
cannot honestly accept a traditional moral view. Consequently, | argue, an ethical pluralist is committed to
the view that all traditional moral views are invalid. Given the likelihood of ethical pluralism, this
conclusion isalarming. | set forth a weak conception of accepting a moral view that is designed to allow an
ethical pluralist honestly to accept a traditional moral view. In particular, my conception is designed to
explain how someone can (@) be guided by the view that she accepts; (b) accept her own moral view while
rationally not accepting competing views that she thinks are equally valid; and () not be prepared to
prescribe morally to those who are following other valid views. Central to my formulation are what | call a
stance of modest respectful disapproval toward other people' s wrong behavior, together with acceptance of
decisive moral reasons for oneself that are generated by the valid moral view that one accepts.”

“Jesse Prinz argues that recent work in philosophy, neuroscience, and anthropology supports two radical
hypotheses about the nature of morality: moral values are based on emotional responses, and these
emotional responses are inculcated by culture, not hard-wired through natural selection.

In the first half of the book, Jesse Prinz defends the hypothesis that morality has an emational foundation.
Evidence from brain imaging, social psychology, and psychopathology suggest that, when we judge
something to be right or wrong, we are merely expressing our emotions. Prinz argues that these emotions do
not track objective features of reality; rather, the rightness and wrongness of an act consists in the fact that
people are disposed to have certain emotions towardsit. In the second half of the book, he turns to a defence
of moral relativism. Moral facts depend on emational responses, and emational responses vary from culture
to culture. Prinz surveys the anthropological record to establish moral variation, and he draws on cultural
history to show how attitudes toward practices such as cannibalism and marriage change over time. He also
criticizes evidence from animal behaviour and child development that has been taken to support the claim
that moral attitudes are hard-wired by natural selection. Prinz concludes that there is no single true
morality, but he also argues that some moral values are better than others, moral progressis possible.
Throughout the book, Prinz relates his views to contemporary and historical work in philosophical ethics.
His views echo themes in the writings of David Hume and Friedrich Nietzsche, but Prinz supports, extends,
and revises these classic theories using the resources of cutting-edge cognitive science. The Emotional
Construction of Morals will stimulate and challenge anyone who is curious about the nature and origin of
moral values.”
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