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Afshari, Reza (1994): An Essay on Islamic Cultural Relativism in the Discourse of Human Rights,
Human Rights Quarterly 16, S. 235-76. — Vgl. dazu [165].

Aja, Egbeke (1997): Changing Moral Values in Africa: An Essay in Ethical Relativism, Journal of
Value Inquiry 31, S. 531-44.

Arkes, Hadley (1986): First Things. An Inquiry into the First Principles of Justice and Morals,
Princeton, N. J., S. 134-58 (“The Fallacies of Cultural Relativism; Or, Abbott and Costello
Meet the Anthropologist”).

Arrington, Robert L. (1983): A Defense of Ethical Relativism, Metaphilosophy 14, S. 225-39.

Arrington, Robert L. (1989): Rationalism, Realism, and Relativism. Perspectives in Contemporary
Moral Epistemology, Ithaca, S. 192-315 (“Relativism”, “Conceptual Relativism”).

Attfield, Robin (1979): How Not To Be a Moral Relativist, Monist 62, S. 510-21.
Attfield, Robin (1995): Value, Obligation, and Meta-Ethics, Amsterdam, S. 213-29.
Audi, Robert (2007): Moral Value and Human Diversity, Oxford.

Baghramian, Maria (2004): Relativism, London, S. 207-31 (“Moral Relativism”).

Baghramian, Maria/Coliva, Annalisa (2020): Relativism, New York, S. 225-55 (“Relativizing Moral
Values”).

Balaguer, Mark (2011): Bare Bones Moral Realism and the Objections from Relativism, in A
Companion to Relativism, hrsg. von Steven D. Hales, Oxford, S. 368—90.

Barcalow, Emmett (1998): Moral Philosophy. Theories and Issues, Belmont, CA, 2. Auflage, S. 48—
59 (“Moral Relativism”).

Bayefsky, Anne F. (1996): Cultural Sovereignty, Relativism, and International Human Rights: New
Excuses for Old Strategies, Ratio Juris 9, S. 42-59.

Beauchamp, Tom L. (1991): Philosophical Ethics. An Introduction to Moral Philosophy, Second
Edition, New York, S. 39-68.
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1934 [19] Benedict, Ruth (1934): A Defense of Moral Relativism, Journal of General Psychology 10, S. 59—
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1998 [20] Benn, Piers (1998): Ethics, Montreal, S. 1-29 (“Authority and Relativism”).

2006 [21] Bernstein, Richard J. (2006): Can We Justify Universal Moral Norms?, in Universalism vs. Rela-
tivism: Making Moral Judgments in a Changing, Pluralistic, and Threatening World,
hrsg. von Don Browning, Lanham, S. 3-17.

1959 [22] Bidney, David (1959): The Philosophical Presuppositions of Cultural Relativism and Cultural Ab-
solutism, in Ethics and the Social Sciences, hrsg. von L. Ward, Notre Dame, S. 51-76.

2011  [23] Bilgrami, Akeel (2011): Secularism, Liberalism, and Relativism, in A Companion to Relativism,
hrsg. von Steven D. Hales, Oxford, S. 326-45.

2008 [24] Billet, Bret L. (2008): Cultural Relativism in the Face of the West. The Plight of Women and Chil-
dren, Houndsmills.!

2009 [25] Bilsky, Wolfgang (2009): Die Relativitdat von Werten: Einige Anmerkungen zu ihrer Definition und
Operationalisierung, in Moralischer Relativismus, hrsg. von Gerhard Ernst, Paderborn, S.
81-95.

2009 [26] Birnbacher, Dieter (2009): Der ethische Pluralismus — ein gangbarer Weg? In Moralischer Rela-
tivismus, hrsg. von Gerhard Ernst, Paderborn, S. 257-73.

1998 [27] Blackburn, Simon (1998): Ruling Passions. A Theory of Practical Reasoning, Oxford, S. 279-310
(“Relativism, Subjectivism, Knowledge”).

2000 [28] Blackburn, Simon (2000): Relativism, in The Blackwell Guide to Ethical Theory, hrsg. von Hugh

“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, usually 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 Prostitution. Female Child Labour. Trafficking Women and Female Slave
Labour. Conclusions and Implications. Bibliography. Index.”



LaFollette, Oxford, S. 38-53.

1999 [29] Blackburn, Simon (1999): Is Objective Moral Justification Possible on a Quasi-realist Foundation?

Inquiry 42, S. 213-27. —Vgl. dazu [141].

2011  [30] Boghossian, Paul (2011): The Maze of Moral Relativism, The New York Times. Opinionator.

Exclusive Online Commentary from the Times, July 24, 2011:
http://opinionator.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/07/24/the-maze-of-moral-relativism/

1995 [31] Bok, Sissela (1995): Common Values, Columbia.

1990 [32] Bond, E. J. (1990): Could There Be a Rationally Grounded Universal Morality? (Ethical Relativism
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1996 [33] Bond, E. J. (1996): Ethics and Human Well-being. An Introduction to Moral Philosophy, Oxford, S.

21-62.
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tionary of Business Ethics, hrsg. von Patricia H. Werhane und R. Edward Freeman,
Oxford, S. 551-55.
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2006  [40] Browning, Don (Hrsg.) (2006): Universalism vs. Relativism: Making Moral Judgments in a

Changing, Pluralistic, and Threatening World, Lanham.?
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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 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 |: 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 Il: Approaches from
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2000 [41] Buggie, Stephen E. (2000): Cultural Relativism and the Imposition of Ethics, Scandinavian Journal
of Development Alternatives and Area Studies 19, S. 17-24.

1996 [42] Bunting, H. (1996): A Single True Morality? The Challenge of Relativism, in Philosophy and Plu-
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166, S. 413-30.3

1985 [45] Carson, Thomas L. (1985): Relativism and Nihilism, Philosophia 15, S. 1-23.
1999 [46] Carson, Thomas L. (1999): An Approach to Relativism, Teaching Philosophy 22, S. 161-84.

1976 [47] Coburn, Robert C. (1976): Relativism and the Basis of Morality, Philosophical Review 85, S. 87—
93.-2Zu [107].

1995 [48] Colby, Mark (1995): Narrativity and Ethical Relativism, European Journal of Philosophy 1, S. 132—
56.

1999 [49] Cook, John W. (1999): Morality and Cultural Differences, Oxford.
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1982 [51] Copp, David (1982): Harman on Internalism, Relativism, and Logical Form, Ethics 92, S. 227-42.

2009 [52] Corradetti, Claudio (2009): Relativism and Human Rights. A Theory of Pluralistic Universalism,
Dordrecht, S. 35-69. 2. Auflage: Dordrecht 2022, S. 37-74 (2 Beyond Moral Relativism
and Objectivism. 2.1 Forms of Moral Relativism. 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 Nagel’s Objectivism in Morality. 2.3 Wong’s Mixed Position: the Idea of
Pluralistic Relativism. 2.4 Discursive Dialectic of Recognition: for a Post-Metaphysical
Justification of the Ethical Life).

1989 [53] Daniels, Norman (1989): An Argument about the Relativity of Justice, in ders., Justice and Justi-
fication. Reflective Equilibrium in Theory and Practice, Cambridge 1996, S. 103-19.

1977 [54] Darwall, Stephen (1977): Harman and Moral Relativism, Personalist 58, S. 199-207.

Human Nature. Moral Ideals and Human Nature (Jean Porter). Can We Justify Universal Moral Norms? Yes,
with Qualifications (William Galston). Part lll: 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.”



1998 [55] Darwall, Stephen (1998): Expressivist Relativism? Philosophy and Phenomenological Research
58, S. 183-88.

1998 [56] Darwall, Stephen (1998): Philosophical Ethics, Boulder, S. 63—70 (“The Error Theory and Ethical
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Conceptions of Human Rights, American Political Science Review 76, S. 303—16.
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6, S. 400-19. Revidierte Version in Donnelly, Universal Human Rights in Theory and
Practice, Second Edition, Ithaca 2003, S. 89-106.

2009 [62] Dreier, James (2009): Relativism (and Expressivism) and the Problem of Disagreement, Philo-
sophical Perspectives 23, S. 79-110.

2006 [63] Driver, Julia (2006): Ethics. The Fundamentals, Oxford, S. 11-21 (“The Challenge to Moral Uni-

versalism”).

2009 [64] Dilmer, Hermann (2009): Moralischer Universalismus, moralischer Kontextualismus oder mo-
ralischer Relativismus? Eine empirische Untersuchung anhand der Europaischen- und
der Weltwertestudie, in Moralischer Relativismus, hrsg. von Gerhard Ernst, Paderborn,
S. 55-79.

1939 [65] Duncker, Karl (1939): Ethical Relativity? (An Inquiry into the Psychology of Ethics), Mind 48, S.
39-57.

2016  [66] Earp, Brian D. (2016): Between Moral Relativism and Moral Hypocrisy: Reframing the Debate on
‘FGM,’ Kennedy Institute of Ethics Journal 26, S. 105-144. (Dazu: Richard A. Shweder:
Equality Now in Genital Reshaping. Brian Earp’s Search for Moral Consistency, S. 145—
54; Jamie Lindemann Nelson: Relativists and Hypocrites. Earp on Genital Cutting, S.
165-72.).

1970 [67] Edel, Abraham (1970): On a Certain Value-Dimension in Analyses of Moral Relativism, Journal of
Philosophy 67, S. 584-88.

4 “In this article | 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
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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2018 [83] Flikschuh, Katrin (2018): Kant’s Contextualism, Kantian Review 23, S. 555-79.%

5, In diesem Buch wird nach einem Uberblick (iber die Ideengeschichte relativistischen Denkens sowie einer

systematischen Darstellung philosophischer und religioser Relativismuskritik der Versuch unternommen,
relativistischem Denken von der Beobachtung der moralischen Vielfalt iber ihre Deutung bis hin zu
normativen Implikationen nachzuspliren. Die Ergebnisse der Untersuchung werden schlieRlich aktuellen
gesellschafts- und globalpolitischen Diskursen zugefiihrt.”

“This article builds on David Velleman’s recent work on moral relativism to argue that Kant’s account of
moral judgement is best read in a contextualist manner. More specifically, | argue that while for Kant the
form of moral judgement is invariant, substantive moral judgements are nonetheless context-dependent.
The same form of moral willing can give rise to divergent substantive judgements. To some limited extent,
Kantian contextualism is a development out of Rawlsian constructivism. Yet while for constructivists the
primary concern is with the derivation of generally valid principles of morality, Velleman’s Kant-inspired
form of moral relativism demonstrates the indispensability to a Kantian approach of indexical reasons for
action. | argue in turn that Velleman’s focus on the indexical nature of reasons for action must be
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Foot, Philippa (1979): Moral Relativism, Lindley Lecture, Kansas, S. 3-19. Wiederabgedruckt in
Relativism: Cognitive and Moral, hrsg. von J. W. Meiland und M. Krausz, Notre Dame
1982 sowie in Foot, Moral Dilemmas and Other Topics in Moral Philosophy, Oxford
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supplemented by an account of agential reflexivity. The latter divides Kantian contextualism from Kantian

relativism.”
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Wesen der Moral. Eine Einfiihrung in die Ethik, Frankfurt a. M. 1981.

1978 [109] Harman, Gilbert (1978): Relativistic Ethics: Morality as Politics, Midwest Studies in Philosophy

Vol. 3: Studies in Ethical Theory, hrsg. von Peter French, Theodore E. Uehling und
Howard Wettstein, Morris, S. 109-21. Wiederabgedruckt in Harman, Explaining Value
and Other Essays in Moral Philosophy, Oxford 2000, S. 39-57.

1978 [110] Harman, Gilbert (1978): What is Moral Relativism? In Values and Morals, hrsg. von Alvin I.

Goldman und Jaegwon Kim, Dordrecht, S. 143-61. Wiederabgedruckt in Harman, Ex-
plaining Value and Other Essays in Moral Philosophy, Oxford 2000, S. 20-38.

1982 [111] Harman, Gilbert (1982): Metaphysical Realism and Moral Relativism, Journal of Philosophy 79, S.

568-75.

1985 [112] Harman, Gilbert (1985):Is There a Single True Morality? In Morality, Reason and Truth. New

Essays on the Foundations of Ethics, hrsg. von David Copp und David Zimmermann,
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Essays in Moral Philosophy, Oxford 2000, S. 77-99.

1996 [113] Harman, Gilbert/Thomson, Judith Jarvis (1996): Moral Relativism and Moral Objectivity, Oxford.

“I 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 personal interests or interpersonal relationships.
Agent-centered moral theories deny this and include at least some prescriptions that include ineliminable
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 ethical
relativism in which the truth of moral statements is 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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“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 emotional 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 towards it. In the second half of the book, he turns to a
defence of moral relativism. Moral facts depend on emotional responses, and emotional 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 progress is
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
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“Among naturalist philosophers, both defenders and opponents of moral relativism argue that prescriptive
moral theories (or normative theories) should be constrained by empirical findings about human
psychology. Empiricists have asked if people are or can be moral relativists, and what effect being a moral
relativist can have on an individual’s moral functioning. This research is underutilized in philosophers’
normative theories of relativism; at the same time, the empirical work, while useful, is conceptually
disjointed. Our goal is to integrate philosophical and empirical work on constraints on normative relativism.
First, we present a working definition of moral relativism. Second, we outline naturalist versions of
normative relativism, and third, we highlight the empirical constraints in this reasoning. Fourth, we discuss
recent studies in moral psychology that are relevant for the philosophy of moral relativism. We assess here
what conclusions for moral relativism can and cannot be drawn from experimental studies. Finally, we
suggest how moral philosophers and moral psychologists can collaborate on the topic of moral relativism in
the future.”
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