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Moral Relativism – 
are morals / cultures relative? There is no universal standard of right and wrong. (Morals)
Everyone (every culture) has its own moral values.
Star Trek clip – prime directive. 
Never interfere in other cultures.
If you believe in moral relativism, the morals are just fashion. 
The right to judge other people.
There is no such thing as moral progress in moral relativism. A cultures value is always changing. Change doesn’t always mean progress.
You have no right to judge another culture in both time and space (any culture, anytime)
Kant is not a relativist.

William Sumner – anthropologist 
Moral values tend to be pragmatic responses within a particular culture at a particular time.
There is no objective standard in which to judge morals.
Morals are just mores, such as fashions for a time and place.
Some people want to judge.

Ronald Dworkin – lawyer
Didn’t like multiculturalism.
To say that morals have limits means you don’t really believe in your own morals.
There is a contradiction in moral relativism. All people are allowed to be free from being judged from those outside their culture.
What about genocide?
What about so called “human rights”? Human rights is Kantian.
What about children? What about animals? 

What should you do about people who want to judge other cultures / people?
Obligation to act.
If there is a universal standard, how do you know it is your morals?
Epistemological = knowing
How do I know my morals are the universal standard?
Do I want to have other people tell me how to live?

You do believe in relativism. There are other limits besides cultural boundaries:
Individual limits
Reduction problems
Where is the objective standard within the culture?
The objective standard within a culture is usually pragmatic.

William Shaw – against relativism
Relativistic thinking has a long history.
Failed attempts for a universal morality:
1. Naturalism – Bentham – Pain / pleasure principle. Different cultures (people) have their own views on what is pleasurable. 
Violates the fact/value distinction. Automatically going from facts to values. Just because the world is a certain way doesn’t mean that it’s the way it should be.
Violates the is / ought fallacy.
2. Intuitionism – We just know right from wrong. People seem to disagree on what they intuit is right or wrong.
3. Emotivism – Morals based on feelings. Different people have different feelings about what is right or wrong. We tend to want reasons for why people behave a certain way. 
Perhaps reason is the basis for a universal standard. Shaw is saying only Kantian ethics provides a system for universal morals. 

1930’s – Nazi Germany
There is sometimes a need to act in order to prevent future problems (should have stopped Hitler before he got so strong.)

Slavery: When one person owns another person as property.
Business – Worker rights.

Is there a line that when crossed, you are allowed to judge another culture???

Joseph Fins – Medical Ethics
What about the decisions that I make about my life? (The right to die argument. Assisted suicide.)
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