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Moral Isolationism Is a False Idea
Introduction

All of us, more or less, are in trouble currently on trying to understand cultures that are strange to us. We constantly hear of alien customs and in our lifetime, we observe changes which would have astonished our parents. In this discussion, I will discuss one very short way of handling this problem, a drastic way in which several individuals currently theoretically favor. It includes in merely refuting that people can ever know other cultures apart from for their own well enough to judge them. Several people endorse this, arguing that the world is abruptly divided into distinct cultures, impenetrable units with their own thought systems. They deem that the reverence and acceptance due between systems deny us ever to take up a dire stand to other cultures. They suggest that moral judgment is a type of coinage binding solely on its nation of origin. This is a position I would refer to as moral isolationism. Logically, the verdict is antecedent to respect, strangers can judge other beliefs on a conditional basis, ethical isolationism results to a total incapability to make any kind of moral judgments, and beliefs, in my opinion, are not subject to isolation, as held by moral isolationism. Moral isolationism and the opinion that a person should respect but not judge other cultures is incorrect and logically incoherent. 
If moral isolationism is true, then a person can respect a philosophy without judging it. However, this is reasonably illogical, since the judgment, which is the information of judgment, is rationally antecedent to respect. To some extent, a person ought to judge a culture, so as to respect it (White, pg. 45). Again, after a person gains an understanding of a culture, the person is able to make judgments, either negative or positive. Therefore, it is impossible to uphold the moral isolationist’s command that people are solely endorsed to be positive of foreign beliefs. The idea of moral isolationism deprives people of the moral reasoning and judgment. Moral isolationism includes, as earlier stated, in simply denying that people can never understand other cultures other than their own to the extent that they can judge it (Cahn, pg. 389). No one can respect what is totally unintelligible to them, and for a person to respect another person, they need to understand enough about the other person so as to be in a position to make a positive judgment, however, broad and cautious. In fact, we do understand people in other cultures this much. Otherwise, a great mass of our most cherished philosophy would be paralyzed.  
The Japanese tsujigiri custom is remote, but the great example which is easier to make us think calmly on this matter. It appears that there is a verb in classical Japanese which means “to try out a person’s new sword on an opportunity traveler.” A samurai sword had to be tested out since, if it was to be effective, it had to cut through a person at one blow, otherwise, the warrior bungled his stroke (Cahn, pg. 388). This could harm his honor, offend his ancestors, and even fail his emperor. Therefore, tests were required, and wayfarers had to be expended. Scientists will recognize a familiar issue on the rights of experimental matters. Now, on hearing such a custom, we might well reflect that we simply do not get it; and thus, we are not qualified to criticize it in any way whatsoever, since we do not belong to that culture. However, we are only members of our culture. Therefore we extent the principle to cover every extraneous culture, and we appear, therefore, to be moral isolationists. However, it is very clear that this is an impossible position. 
Moral isolation is false, and it is possible for people to understand other cultures and apart from the ones they belong to since people are already doing it. It is unfair for anthropologists to suggest moral isolationism to all people since then people would be denied the right to share their opinions and intellectual understanding of various societies (Cahn, pg. 389). People would not be in a position to note the ones with great and rich cultures. The fact of the matter is that we can criticize other cultures since we are already capable of defining moral judgments. Since we are able to criticize our own culture and society, then, we can apply the same standards or ways to criticize other customs. In fact, the supremacy of moral judgment is a necessity, and not a luxury or an awkward forbearance of the self-righteous, as advocates of moral isolationism suggest. Judging something as either bad or good is taking it, as an illustration, to purpose at or shun.  Opinions of this kind build the framework of comparison for our own policies. The fact that anthropologists used to rely much on small and remote cultures which appeared not to have this problem obscures this global predicament (Cahn, pg. 390). These small societies had often forgotten their own history and made neat, self-contained matters for study. No doubt it was valuable to stress on their remoteness and independence of our ancient tradition. I believe that moral isolationism is based on this emphasis. In the real sense, there is only a single world, and every single person has to live in it. 
Conclusion 
In conclusion, Moral isolationism, and the opinion that a person should respect but not judge other cultures is incorrect and logically incoherent. In fact, outsiders can judge foreign cultures, and these judgments can be provisional and limited in scope, however, they can also remain to be fair. The judgments made by anthropologists, as discussed earlier, are particularly precise examples. Therefore, moral isolationism is simply incorrect concerning the issue. A major and unpleasant conclusion that I draw is that moral isolationism brings about a ban on moral reasoning. Judging and individuals own culture calls for the ability to be able to judge other peoples culture.  It is very much impossible for a person to judge another person’s culture when that person is not able to judge their own culture. This would cause an inability to judge anything of ethical importance of any kind, and this is blatantly ridiculous. Moral judgment is a necessary segment of existence, and therefore, without any fear of contradiction, moral isolationism cannot be correct. The assumption on the section of moral isolationism that cultures live in lonely bubbles from one another is in fact wrong. Cultures always mix, and currently more than ever. Through this intermixture, the tenability of moral isolationism is diluted through making separate, isolated cultures less existent than it has ever occurred earlier. However, if it is true that isolated cultures do exist, then neither can remote ethical societies, and moral isolationism becomes relevant. In summary, Moral isolation is false. 
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