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I. Human Rights discussion  
The idea of universal human rights has evoked various debates around the world with major concerns being raised on whether human rights should be universal or culturally relative. The declaration was proposed in 1947 by the Human rights commission causing a number of reactions from individuals all over the world. The numerous cultures around the world have been a major basis on whether or not human rights should be universal, due to the diversity of culture which exists around the world. Some Scholars have explained the universality of human rights as a difficult thing to achieve due to the diversity of culture and practices existing in different places around the world. This shows that the cultural context holds a universal significance on the idea of human rights (Morsink, 2010). The implementation of the human rights notion is faced by two opposing sides namely universalism and cultural relativism. The Universalists argue that the freedom human rights of all the people in the world have numerous similarities which should guarantee the implementation of universal rights without considering the cultural contexts which exist in different societies. Cultural relativists on the other hand argue that culture and religion in different societies should be a significant factor to consider when applying the idea of universal human rights (Morsink, 2010). Both cultural relativists and universalists have substantiated claims to support their ideas. As the debate continues on the two approaches, it gives room for the development of the freedom or right to express oneself. The western liberal societies have faced increasing problems on issues relating to immigration and cultural integration as the minority societies demand consideration of culture and religions when developing the idea of human rights.  There is a golden line existing between the loyalty extended to the universality of human rights and tolerance to the relativism of culture. 

II. Critique of human rights 
The universalism of human rights faces various questions on whether there should be any distinct limits to the absolutism of human rights. The question extends based on the cultures of different countries in different regions around the world. Anthropologists have argued that the notion of universal human rights adopted by various Western countries deserves critique while emphasizing that culture and its meaning have a significant ethical value (Healy, 2017). The cultural relativists argue that culture lays the foundation for human life in every society as humans are socially constructed with different beliefs, cultures, religions as well as ethnicities. This opposes the idea of a person as an individual which is the foundation for the traditional concept of human rights. Society is also founded on the ground of various factors such as history, traditions, or world views and perceptions. This factor has contributed to the lack of a means of judging the different societies. The evaluation of the different societies should be based on the factors which prevail in the society such as the beliefs, the way of life, and the shared values. The members of these societies live by these factors which affect the kind of a person one becomes. The rights of every individual should also be defined based on the believes and values of the society which forms the ground for individual culture (Healy, 2017).
Universal human rights have an undermining effect on liberalism according to cultural relativists.  Liberalism entails a political philosophy based on the idea of consent of government and equality. Liberalism is more focused on equality and freedom based on the law. The laws and cultures of different societies are based on the shared believes, visions, or even history of those countries. With the diversity of culture in different countries, liberalism can only be achieved by adhering to the laws differently while considering individual cultures, beliefs, and religions. The universalism of human rights looks on the individual and the humanity of the individual which is not necessary for developing liberal societies. 
The cultures of various marginalized societies seem to be irreconcilable with the idea of universal human rights. The universal declaration of human rights can be considered as an undermining instrument to the existence of cultural diversity around the world. This is an alarming factor for the marginalized communities which have different cultures describing their origin and shared beliefs. The promotion of universal human rights basically by the UN (United Nations) has been considered to have an overstated Western perspective. Promoting the idea of global human rights reflects the values of some countries represented in the UN but it fails to reflect on the global values of all people around the world. The universality of human rights is considered a way of promoting a western discourse intended to promote the progressive hegemonic regimes of big countries that provide the shared vision on human rights. Countries like the United States have been criticized for actions that contradict the idea of universal human rights (Reichert, 2016). America’s application of torture in its fight against terror undermines its regime of universal human rights. For absolutism to be achieved in the idea of human rights, actions that undermine human rights such as torture need to be fully abolished. The universality of human rights also requires a transformation from various social norms and material foundations of various societies. This transformation can impact greatly the functionality of the marginalized societies. The societies may also be forced to leave some believes which have laid a foundation or hold the history of their community. The universal declaration is considered to promote a new shared culture that struggles to align with the dominant ones in different societies as well as the sovereignty of different states which consider these cultures fundamental in sharing of power and privilege (Reichert, 2016).
III. Counter argument 
The declaration of human rights was intended to promote shared rights for all individuals as well as equalities. A more diverse culture can be established when people come together with shared beliefs on the notion of human rights and humanity. Many of the ideas used to support cultural relativism are considered as justifications by various leaders to avoid the provision of human rights and freedoms to all individuals living in their countries. The Kazakhstan President in 2016 was quoted saying that they have been called dictators by people who know nothing about our lives. Our leadership style today is normal for our country.” This is considered as an excuse by the president to support the continuity of the dictatorial or autocratic regime while describing the American idea of human rights as unsustainable. Promoting the universality of human rights can help in creating a common culture that prevents leaders from using oppressive regimes against their subordinates (Reichert, 2016). The cultural definition adopted by cultural relativists may promote various cultural practices which make the society more ineffective and may also influence the violation of human rights. An example of the harmful practices considered to violate human rights includes Female Genital Mutilation (FGM). A number of over 1400 million around the world have undergone the procedure. There are numerous social and religious reasons given in explanation for the practice among different communities. However, the practice may have various harmful effects on the health and life of the girls subjected to it. The practice also promotes inequality between both sexes contributing to discriminatory behavior subjected towards women. The support of cultural relativism over the universalism of human rights allows these life-endangering practices. The universal declaration of human rights considered a common ground for evaluating human rights while alleviating some of the harmful practices by some cultures. Adhering to a common culture as proposed by the universalism approach can bring people to a shared human value which provides a common standard for diverse communities.  The universality of human rights considered defective to different cultures can help in alleviating these practices which may not have true value to human life (Reichert, 2016).
IV. Human rights principles 
The human rights construct from Western cultures provides rights which inalienable to all individuals regardless of their culture or traditions. Many cultures from non-Western countries do not prohibit the application of the western notion of human rights (Mutua, 2001). Many cultural relativists considering cultural relativism more significant compared to the universalism of culture has given justification to some harmful practices like Female Genital Mutilation (FGM) or the engagement in ‘holy war’ advocated by some religions. The universal human rights declaration, which came as an aftermath of World War II has greatly evolved since its introduction providing a basic standard for human rights evaluation. The modern human rights notion has received numerous support from international treaties. Human rights are implemented and controlled by the state. This means the existence of human rights is based on the state's choice to implement them. Although many cultural relativists have argued that the human rights principles promote the agendas of the Western countries while limiting cultural diversities, the human rights construct seeks to give “everyone the right to freely participate in culture.” Mutua’s principle of “Multiculturalization” of human rights explains that the state is a significant aspect of human rights implementation. He described the good state as the one which has control over all activities and practices in the country while implementing and promoting human rights (Mutua, 2001).  The evil states have considered the universal human rights construct as one which limits diversity while plying authoritarian and non-democratic culture. This shows that the basic notion of universal human rights is applicable in all cultures regardless of the state chooses to implement it. 
Human rights include a wide variety of rights basic to all humans regardless of their location or country of origin. The representatives drafting the human rights declaration had different cultural and legal backgrounds. This ensured representation of many cultural backgrounds and beliefs in the formulation of the universal standards for evaluating human rights. The rights represented in the declaration include a wide variety of aspects that make them applicable to all humans. All human rights are considered fundamental for all humans regardless of their background and should be the inalienable rights of all individuals (Merry, 2006). These include rights and freedoms which the citizen is expected to enjoy including the freedom of speech and expression or right to recognition. All these rights and freedoms are intended to alleviate the living standards of all individuals through equality and dignity. Human rights also sought to abolish the practices which undermine human dignity such as slavery and slave trade as well as the termination of cruel, inhuman, or degrading practices such as the use of torture. The rights are not biased to any individuals regardless of their culture. The rights depict great respect for all cultures while seeking freedom for all to practice cultures. Merry's concept of human rights transplants shows that transnational human rights can be helpful in alleviating systematic discrimination in society. An example is an elimination of some socio-cultural practices such as FGM which she considers a form of violence against women in some cultures (Merry, 2006).
Conclusion 
The human rights principles can be significant in promoting diverse world cultures without influencing Western liberal imperialism. The idea of human rights has been explained in two approaches; including universalism and cultural relativism. Many cultural relativists have provided numerous points in support of their argument that culture and traditions have a major ethical value that should form a basis for humanity and human dignity. The cultural activists have also argued that most of the countries involved in promoting universal human rights sought to increase their hegemonic power while their practices like torture oppose this notion. This has led to the conclusion that the declaration only sought to promote western imperialism and not for the good of all. Universal human rights can however be considered as a significant factor in the promotion of different cultures. It provides standards for human treatments, rights, and freedoms that should not be alienated from any individual regardless of their culture. Different communities can use these standards in shaping their cultures and practices intended to elevate the communities while avoiding harmful or discriminatory practices such as the FGM. The notion that the universalism of human rights prevents cultural diversity is only adopted by those seeking to continue with harmful practices against their subjects. 
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