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“George, who has just taken his Ph.D. in chemistry, finds it extrefnely difficult to
getajob. He is not very robust in health, which cuts down the number of jobs he
might be able to do satisfactorily. His wife has to 8o out to work to keep them, which
itself causes a great deal of strain, since they have small children and there are severe
problems about looking after them. The results of all this, especially on the children,
are damaging. An older chemist, who knows about this situation, says that he can get
George a decently paid job in a certain laboratory, which pursues research into chemical
and biological warfare. George says that he cannot accept this, since he is opposed to
chemical and biological warfare. The older man replies that he is not too keen on it
himself, come to that, but after all George’s refusal is not going to make the job or the
laboratory go away; what is more, he happéns to know that if George refuses the job, it
will certainly go to a contemporary of George’s who is not inhibited by any such
scruples and is likely if appointed to push along the research with greater zeal than
George would.  Indeed, it is not merely concern for George and his family, but (to
speak frankly and in confidence) some alarm about this other man’s excess of zeal,
which has led the older man to offer to use his influence to get George the job...
Georgé’s wife, to whom he is deeply attached, has views (the details of which need not
concern us) from which it follows that at least there is nothing particularly wrong with

research into CBW. What should he do?”
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(*) “People sometimes think that there is a connection between normative relativism
and toleration--that the conviction that morality is relative requires an attitude of
“hands off” and respect for the values of other cultures. Many believe that this
attitude, furthermore, is a good thing, because it shows a liberal and non-ethnocentric
awareness of human diversity. Toleration might not presuppose relativism, they might
say, but relativism demands toleration, so normative relativism is good. Ordoesit |

really have these implications?
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That it does not should be plain if we think a bit more deeply and clearly.
Moreover, even if normative relativism did entail toleration of other societies’ morals,
it’s not so certain that it would always be a good policy. Recall that we have
described normative relativism as belief in two théses, roughly stated: (1) Moral facts
are determined by the norms of particular societies (or other collectives); (2) these
norms are often fundamentally different among societies, so there are no common
grounds outside a society for saying what moral views are correct and what are not.
Now suppose that it’s a basic norm of your society to impose its values on other
societies. If normative relativism is true, then people in your society morally ought to
be intolerant. Were it a basic value in your society to avoid imposition of this sort on
other societies, then toleration would follow. Thus toleration is neither supported nor
ruled out, logically, by the truth of normative relativism by itself, )

Still, it might be that if we accepted normative relativism, we’d be more reluctant
to impose our values on other peoples because we’d know we had no rational basis for
saying our values are more correct. But normative relativism itself does not require
toleration.  Further, it is debatable whether toleration is always mofally right--consider
present-day cultures that oppress women and punish sexual deviations, adultery, and

even premarital sex with death.”

i
(1) RIBE—EEH - ﬁ@Am%ugﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’wuxﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
B - FHEH IR M - INDSMF -

@ CWIE= - =B PHRHHEERBORE - HEIS AT
IR FHRE A 135 -

@) EMRECRIRR » SRS = 0 BEE 2 ShB5 S ZEmhR 2 Shenmrm
EEO




