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Relativism Theory and Philosophy Applied in the Case of HIV Stigma
Namibia HIV epidemic is almost under control categorized by a 4% rate of mother to new-born transmission rate from a previous rate of 100%. The country still targets at rates over than 2 % (Smith & Baker, 2012). The nation has employed different initiatives to effectively prevent, treat, care, retain and push for suppression of the pandemic. Peace Corps are volunteer programs initiated by the United States government to provide economic and social development through technical assistance while promoting mutual understanding between Americans and the population served. The country directors develop long-range program goals, plans, milestones, and objectives, and asses the functionality of the initiatives across the region (Gilbert, Morabito, & Stohr, 2010). To achieve this, they need comprehensive knowledge about policies, administrative laws, precedents, and regulations applicable to the implementation and management of the developmental programs. Dr. Lockett is the country director of the Peace Corps in Namibia, which is plagued with HIV and the stigma associated with it. To gain more knowledge about the precedents applicable to this situation, she approaches Stanley Fish and Paul Boghossian about their relevant theories in that particular topic. The two philosophers offer their opinions about the tenable position of relativism.
The moral relativism views the sense of truth in judgments to be moral only relative to a specific point of view and that no stance is distinctively entitled over the rest. This theory has three keen insights; a different culture frequently displays absolute differing moral values, deny that there are general moral values common to all human cultures, and insists on refraining from adjudicating moral judgments on beliefs and practices of cultures other than self (Levy, 2014). 
Paul Boghossian argues that relativism, in its pure sense, should be free from any commitments to absolutes (Velleman, 2015). Absolutes in this instance refer to the relativity of the content to particular set standards of moral code. The freedom from the facts termed as absolutes lead to the annihilation of those facts if the relevance cannot be closely related to any present aspect. Paul goes forward to argue that a relativist about morality would require the existence of absolute moral facts to prove their point (Velleman, 2015). In such instances, the moral facts are true and factual if all other variables are constants. He explains his theory as the circumstances of the situation hold relativists and the moral code of the object. Applying Paul’s argument in the case in Namibia, HIV stigma is a global concept and not just a reference specific to the region. Since the topic has no ‘close relative’ that can be associated with it to give it credibility in moral standards, the concept should be annihilated. HIV stigma holds no moral concepts and as such, free from notions of absolutism.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Stanley Fish, on the other hand, argues that relativism is the practice of putting yourself in an adversary’s shoes, for the purpose of gaining some sort of understanding of why someone else would opt to wear them (Blumenson, 2015). Fish denies the notion that relativism is the cast of mind that renders someone incapable of deducing a situation because they prefer their convictions to those of their adversary. The concept of relativism, according to Stanley, is all spanning inclusive of all norms and cultures incomprehensible to one’s own. To certify this notion, one’s opinion should not be held in gest but rather understanding would serve better. Applying his theory in the case of Namibia, Stanley would advise Dr. Lockett to seek additional information on why stigma exists, and what purpose it serves. Determination of these facts will prove beneficial in eliminating it as a threat and curbing the threat it presents. 
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