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Relativism
James Rachels in the text "the Elements of Moral Philosophy" focuses on evaluating arguments against relativism. James Rachels' thesis profoundly influences thought and perception. According to James Rachels, people cannot say there is no objective truth for the only reason individuals disagree with it (Rachels, 2010).  Since relativism influences his modes of thought and perception, most relativists claim there are no morality standards. It, therefore, means that morality is relative to a certain society that a person lives in. James Rachels has strengthened his argument against relativism which thereby strengthens his personal ideas of objective moral realism. James Rachels asserts that there is no measure of right and wrong aspects which supersede the personal standards in society (Rachels, 2010).
James Rachels' first argument is based on the assertion that people can no longer say that other social customs are inferior to their own. He argues that people should stop condemning other societies due to their differences (Rachels, 2010).  James Rachels claims that people should be barred from criticizing others. This means that morality is entirely relative to the societal standards of a person. James Rachels presses on saying that the failure to condemn societal practices does not seem like enlightenment. However, political oppression in societies appears to be wrong whenever it happens (Rachels, 2010).
With a strong argument of logical consequence, James Rachels hints that we can no longer criticize our societal codes (Rachels, 2010). He argues that the implications of relativism are very disturbing because people think that their societal codes are perfect. However, people can think of ways in which such societal codes can be improved. James Rachels claims that relativism stops people from criticizing their own societal codes and bars them from seeing ways in that other cultures might seem to be better (Rachels, 2010). He argues that if good and bad are relative to culture, it must be true for cultures which are similar or related to each other.
James Rachel presses on the idea of moral progress into doubt. He argues that cultural relativism does not judge people by their standards and this is because a sexist society is quite a different society from the one people are having. To imply that modern society is better than a sexist society, it signifies some sort of trans-cultural judgment that is forbidden by cultural relativism (Rachels, 2010).  
James Rachels' arguments give a practical example of how Martin Luther King sought changes for a better society. James Rachels claims that social reform makes sense in a limited way, in that; thinkers have ended up rejecting cultural relativism since it implies that judgments make no sense. James Rachels argues that there is a lack of an objective standard that can be used to judge the societal codes as better than others (Rachels, 2010). He claims that the societal moral code has no special status.
According to James Rachels, we come to understand that cultural relativism has its own shortcomings. Cultural relativism is based on genuine insights into the society whereby people of society find that the only available cultural products are attitudes and cultural practice (Rachels, 2010). According to James Rachels, keeping the thought about cultural relativism is important because it helps people avoid arrogance and be able to keep an open mind. James Rachels claims that cultural relativism gives warnings to people on the dangers of having the assumptions that all the societal preferences are based on an absolute as well as a rational standard. Therefore, no objective medium or standard is used to describe some societal codes as better than others (Rachels, 2010).
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