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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 Prostitution. Female Child Labour. Trafficking Women and Female Slave 
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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 relativism 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. This important and relevant work of 
contemporary political and social thought is ideal 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 I: Foundationalism v. 
Antifoundationalism. Can We Justify Moral Norms? (Richard J. Bernstein). Self-Evident Truth (Beyond 
Relativism) (Amitai Etzioni). The Origin of Moral Norms (Franklin I. Gamwell). Part II: Approaches from 
Human Nature. Moral Ideals and Human Nature (Jean Porter). Can We Justify Universal Moral Norms? 
Yes, with Qualifications (William Galston). Part III: Common Ground through Historical Understanding. 
Searching for Common Ground: Ethical Tradition at the Interface with International Law (James Turner 
Johnson). Christians, Muslims, and the Conduct of War (John Kelsay). Part IV: 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).” 

3  “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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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 
reconstruction for the notion of human rights, it defends an original perspective on the relation between 
universal validity and cultural pluralism. By rejecting 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 constitute 
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 translated 
into national and regional constitutional norms, the discursive validity of exemplar judgments postulates the 
philosophical necessity for an ideal of legal-constitutional 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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forth, they would still hold on to their respective (conflicting) judgements. They are each fully justified in 
their belief in conflicting judgements. I will comment on this form of moral relativism in passing. Finally, 
however, there is a kind of moral relativism we could call ontological, according to which, when two 
persons pass conflicting moral verdicts on a certain action, they may both be right. The explanation is that 
they make their judgements from the perspective of different, socially constructed, moral universes. So 
while it is true in the first person’s moral universe that a certain action is right, it is true in the second 
person's moral universe that the very same action is wrong. I explain and defend this version of ontological 
moral relativism.” 
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