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Culture s  a re  “m o ra l o rde rs ”.

In e ve ry hum a n g ro up the re  is  a  s e t o f m o re s , o r
co lle ctive ly s ha re d pra ctice s  o r lo ca l wa ys  o f
be ha ving  no t dire ctly rule d by bio lo g ica l
pro ce s s e s . Pra ctice s  a re  e va lua te d no t o nly a s
e ffe ctive  o r ine ffe ctive , but a ls o  a s  g o o d o r e vil,
de s ira ble  o r fo rbidde n.

S o m e  a m o ng  tho s e  pra ctice s  be co m e  va lue s , tha t
is  no t s im ply ne ce s s a ry a nd s e lf e vide nt ro utine s ,
but s a cre d fo rm s  o f re la ting  with o the rs  a nd with
the  na tura l a nd s upe rna tura l wo rld; vio la tio ns  to
the m  ra is e  s a nctio ns  by the  g ro up a nd fe e ling s  o f
a nxie ty a nd g uilt in individua ls .

The  cultura l s e ts  o f pra ctice s  a nd va lue s  a re
s tructure d a t a  ba s ic le ve l by s o m e  de e p
pre m is e s  (S hwe de r, 2003), o r vis io ns  o f ho w the
wo rld is  a nd o f wha t it is  to  be  hum a n, o f wha t is
true , g o o d, a nd wo rth living . The s e  a re  e xpe rie nce d
a s  bo th co g nitive  judg m e nts  a nd a s  a e s the tic a nd
e m o tive  re a ctio ns ; the n the y s tro ng ly m o tiva te
a ctio ns  be ca us e  a re  s uppo rte d by s tro ng
co nvictio ns  a nd po we rful fe e ling s . The y us ua lly
re m a in unre fle cte d upo n a nd une xplo re d, but, if
co nte s te d o r a tta cke d, m a nife s t the ir ro o ts  in
s o m e  de e p la ye r o f individua l a nd co lle ctive
ide ntity, o r va lue  s ys te m , thro ug h de fe ns ive  a nd
a g g re s s ive  re a ctio ns  (No a m , 1993; S ta ub, 1993).

Va lue  s ys te m s  ha ve  no t be e n wo rldwide
co nve rg e nt a lo ng  his to ry. A na lys ing  pa s t his to ry
a nd curre nt culture s  a ll  a ro und the  wo rld, we  m us t
co nclude  tha t “Ide a s  a bo ut hum a n e xpe rie nce  tha t
pe rs is t fo r a  lo ng  tim e , a re  wide s pre a d, o r be co m e
inve s te d with s o cia l m e a ning  a nd e s ta blis he d a s
fo lk the o rie s  in a  m a jo r re g io n o f the  wo rld a re  no t
like ly to  be  m e re ly prim itive  o r s upe rs titio us . S uch
ide a s  illum ina te  s o m e  a s pe cts  o f m ind,
e xpe rie nce , o r s o cie ty a nd ca n be  put to  us e  no t
o nly to  co ns truct a  va lid cultura l ps ycho lo g y but
to  e xte nd o ur m o ra l im a g ina tio n” (S hwe de r, Much,
Ma ha pa tra , 2003, p. 75).  

The re  is  no  re a s o n why we  m us t s e le ct o ne  a nd
o nly o ne  dis co urs e  to  re pre s e nt a n a re a  o f
e xpe rie nce . Inde e d, the re  m a y be  s o m e  a dva nta g e
in po s s e s s ing  m ultiple  dis co urs e s  fo r co ve ring
the  co m ple xitie s  o f s uch a n im po rta nt a re a  o f
hum a n e xpe rie nce  a s  e thics  ((S hwe de r, Much,
Ma ha pa tra , 2003, p.100)

T h r e e  k i n d s  o f  e t h i c s                      On a  wo rldwide  s ca le , we
ca n s e e  thre e  g re a t kinds  o f e thics :

The  e thics  o f a uto no m y a im s  to  pro te ct the  zo ne
o f dis cre tio na ry cho ice  o f individua ls  a nd to
pro m o te  the  e xe rcis e  o f individua l will  in the
purs uit o f pe rs o na l pre fe re nce s . A uto no m y is
us ua lly the  o fficia l e thic o f s o cie tie s  in which
individua lis m  is  a n ide a l.

The  e thics  o f co m m unity, in co ntra s t, a im s  to
pro te ct the  m o ra l inte g rity o f the  va rio us
s ta tio ns  o r ro le s  tha t co ns titute  a  s o cie ty o r a
co m m unity, whe re  a  “s o cie ty” o r a  “co m m unity”
is  co nce ive d o f a s  a  co rpo ra te  e ntity with a n
ide ntity, s ta nding , his to ry a nd re puta tio n o f its
o wn.

Fina lly, the  e thics  o f divinity a im s  to  pro te ct the
s o ul, the  s pirit, the  s piritua l a s pe cts  o f the
hum a n a g e nt a nd na ture  fro m  de g ra da tio n”
(S hwe de r, Much, Ma ha pa tra , 2003, p. 99).

The s e  de e p ro o ts  o f ce ntra l va lue s  a re  o r lo ca te d
o n a  hie ra rchica l s tructure  be twe e n o ne  a no the r.
Be ing  ultim a te , a s  the  philo s o phe r Is a ia h Be rlin
a rg ue s , the y a re  no t co m m e ns ura ble , a nd ca n
co nflict with o ne  a no the r. S tudie s  by S hwe de r
(1991), Turie l (2002), a nd m a ny o the rs ,
de m o ns tra te  tha t co ns e ns us  a nd dis s e nt a re
wide s pre a d no t o nly be twe e n culture s , but a ls o
be twe e n g ro ups  ins ide  the  s a m e  culture , a nd
be twe e n individua ls  ins ide  the  s a m e  g ro up.
Ne ithe r co ns e ns us  a nd co m plia nce , no r dis s e nt
a nd o ppo s itio n, a re  g o o d o r ba d pe r s e .

Ha nna  A re ndt co nclude d he r a na lys is  o n the  tria l
o f A do lf Eichm a nn, who
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wa s  pro s e cute d in Je rus a le m  in 1961 fo r wa r
crim e s , s ta ting  tha t: “He  did his  duty, a s  he  to ld
the  po lice  a nd the  co urt o ve r a nd o ve r a g a in; he
no t o nly o be ye d o rde rs , he  a ls o  o be ye d the  la w”
(1963, p. 135). Expe rim e nts  do ne  by A s ch (1952)
Milg ra m  (1963), o n co nfo rm ity, o be die nce  to
a utho rity, a nd bys ta nde r inte rve ntio n, a s  we ll a s  a
lo t o f a ne cdo ta l o bs e rva tio n like  tho s e  co lle cte d
by Turie l e ve n in m o re  a utho rita ria n s o cie tie s
tha n o ur we s te rn o ne s , s ho w tha t the  a pplica tio n
o f m o ra l rule s  va rie s  by s itua tio na l co nte xts  a nd
by pe o ple ’s  judg m e nts  o f co ncre te  s o cia l e ve nts .
Pe o ple  we ig h a nd ba la nce  diffe re nt
co ns ide ra tio ns  o f a  m o ra l, s o cia l, a nd pe rs o na l
kind.

Be s ide s , cultura l pra ctice s  a re  m a ny-s ide d, s o
tha t pe o ple  in diffe re nt po s itio ns  o n the  s o cia l
hie ra rchy ca n be ne fit o r be  da m a g e d by tho s e
pra ctice s . The n, pra ctice s  a nd rule s  no t o nly
dive rg e  a m o ng  s o cie tie s , but a ls o  a re  ne ve r
to ta lly s ha re d within the  s a m e  s o cie ty. Mo ra l
o rde rs  to o  a re  co ntinua lly a nd ine vita bly e xpo s e d
to  the  po s s ible  g a p be twe e n the  wa ys  re a lity is
dire ctly g ive n to  e xpe rie nce  a nd the  wa ys  it is
ins titutio na lly de fine d.

A s  a  co ns e que nce  – Turie l co nclude s  – “Cle a rly,
co nflicts , dis a g re e m e nts , co nte s te d
unde rs ta nding s , a nd critique s  o f no rm s  re g ula ting
hie ra rchica l re la tio ns hips  a re  e vide nt in m a ny
cultura l s e tting s ” (p. 283). In a  s im ila r ve in,
a cco rding  with e vide nce  co lle cte d by cultura l
ps ycho lo g is ts , S hwe de r (2003) invite s  to  “re je ct
ra dica l re la tivis m  a nd to  e ng a g e  in info rm e d
cultura l critique , but o nly a fte r we  ha ve  a chie ve d a
no n-e thno ce ntric co nce ptio n o f the  m o ra l do m a in
a nd s o m e  kno wle dg e  o f lo ca l e thno g ra phic
re a litie s ” (p. 5).

The  “vie w fro m  m a nywhe re ” tha t ca n de rive  fro m
this  principle  s e e m s  m o re  fruitful, a s  it s uppo rts
co -co ns tructive  – ins te a d o f o the r-de fe a ting  –
re la tio ns  in inte rcultura l e nco unte rs . Inde e d, it
do e s  no t m e a n a  vie w fro m  a nywhe re  in which
‘a nything  g o e s ’, but a  vie w in which, be fo re  a rriving
to  co m pre he nd the  o the r’s  po int o f vie w (fro m  the
La tin co m pre he nde re : to  ha ve  in o ne ’s  ha nds ), a nd
judg e  it, we  co ns ide r it to  be  wo rth a  s e co nd lo o k:
in the  e nd, the  La tin wo rd re s pice re , which re s pe ct
co m e s  fro m , m e a ns  jus t to  lo o k a t s o m e thing  o nce
m o re .

A ny unive rs a lis tic, fina l a nd a bs o lute  pe rs pe ctive ,

tho ug h de e ply ro o te d in the  hum a n ne e d fo r
ce rta inty, do e s  no t e s ca pe  the  ris k o f o pe ning  the
wa y to  fa na ticis m  o r a t le a s t to  the  unco ns cio us
de fe nce  o f the  s ta tus  quo , the  ‘a lre a dy ins titute d’
a s  the  unique  a nd unque s tio na ble  “vie w fro m
no whe re ”.

The  hum a n co nditio n s e e m s  to  ha ve  no  wa y o ut
be twe e n the  de fe ns ive  re turn to  o ne 's  o wn
ce rta intie s  which s o  o fte n pro duce s  do m ina tio n
a nd de s tructio n, a nd the  willing ne s s  to  wo rk
to g e the r thro ug h a nd a bo ut e ve ryo ne 's
diffe re nce s . “We  a re  co nde m ne d to  e ithe r ig no ring
a nd a nnihila ting  diffe re nce s , o r to  wo rking
te nuo us ly a cro s s  the m  to  fo rm  a lwa ys  ris ky
bo nds  o f unde rs ta nding ” (Na ra ya n, 1988, p.34).
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