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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
question. 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).”
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“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.”

“In thisarticle | ask how moral relativism applies to the analysis of responsibility for mass crime. The focus
is on the critical reading of two influential relativist attempts to offer a theoretically consistent response to
the challenges imposed by extreme criminal practices. First, | explore Gilbert Harman’s analytical effort to
conceptualize the reach of moral discourse. According to Harman, mass crime creates a contextually
specific relationship to which moral judgments do not apply any more. Second, | analyze the inability
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2008 [65] Ernst, Gerhard (2008): Relativismus in der Bioethik, in Gibt es eine universale Bioethik?, hrsg.
von Nikola Biller-Andorno, Peter Schaber und Annette Schulz-Baldes, Paderborn, S.
169-79.
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Relativismus, hrsg. von Gerhard Erngt, Paderborn, S. 181-91.
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thesis, which claims that the agents of mass crime are not able to distinguish between right and wrong.
Richard Arneson, Michael Zimmerman and Geoffrey Scarre do not deny the moral wrongness of crime.
However, having introduced the claim of authenticity as a specific feature of the inability thesis, they
maintain that killers are not responsible. | argue that these positions do not hold. The relativist failure to
properly conceptualize responsibility for mass crime follows from the mistaken view of moral autonomy,
which then leads to the erroneous explanation of the establishment, authority and justification of moral
judgments.”
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“l argue that evolutionary strategies of kin selection and game-theoretic reciprocity are apt to generate
agent-centered and agent- neutral moral intuitions, respectively. Such intuitions are the building blocks of
moral theories, resulting in a fundamental schism between agent-centered theories on the one hand and
agent-neutral theories on the other. An agent-neutral moral theory is one according to which everyone has
the same duties and moral aims, no matter what their persona interests or interpersona relationships.
Agent-centered moral theories deny this and include at least some prescriptions that include indliminable
indexicals. | argue that there are no rational means of bridging the gap between the two types of theories;
nevertheless this does not necessitate skepticism about the moral — we might instead opt for an ethica
relativism in which the truth of moral statementsis relativized to the perspective of moral theories on either
side of the schism. Such a relativism does not mean that any ethical theory is as good as any other; some
cannot be held in reflective equilibrium, and even among those that can, there may well be pragmatic
reasons that motivate the selection of one theory over another. But if no sort of relativism is deemed
acceptable, then it is hard to avoid moral skepticism.”
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»1m vorliegenden Aufsatz werden die begrifflichen Verbindungen zwischen dem Standpunkt des Wertrel ati-

vismus und dem Toleranzgrundsatz erértert sowie die beiden im gegebenen Zusammenhang vorgebrachten
Einwénde des Trugschlusses und der fehlenden Begriindung flr die vorausgesetzte Toleranzbereitschaft dis-
kutiert. Anhand eingehender Argumentation wird gezeigt, dass jene Einwande der tatsachlichen kon-
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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
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not track objective features of reality; rather, the rightness and wrongness of an act consists in the fact that
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of moral relativism. Moral facts depend on emational responses, and emational responses vary from culture
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