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Relativism versus Absolute Morals	
How does Boghossian’s view support someone taking a stance against the violence experienced by people living with HIV? 
Relativism defines the belief that there exists no absolute truth but instead only truths particular individuals or cultures believe in. people who believe in relativism think that different people have differing views about morality. As noted, what one individual refers to be wrong might be right according to other people. Relativism plays a great   in contemporary culture as it has gained root in various communities. Boghossian notes that denial of the fact that morals can get absolute regardless of the reasons underlying a right or wrong. He furher identifies with the fact that there remains no halfway moral relativism.  People who take position to criticize the violence directed to people living with HIV negatively can get termed morally absolute. Boghossian’s article clearly shows that regardless of relative moral viewing, wrong things based on demeaning other people remain absolutely wrong.
According to the article, the previously upheld moral facts must acquire careful consideration before passing into the dustbin or relativity mode. Judging individuals negatively based on their external lifestyles or defects remains a global absolute moral view. Ridicule and stigmatization of people with HIV regardless of their method of contracting the disease doesn’t qualify as morally upright. Relativism should apply in scenarios where restrictions exist for instance in etiquette (Boghossian, 2011). However, on issues relating to morals, like violence towards HIV patients, it remains a morally wrong fact. Therefore, regardless of any varying thoughts, Boghossian widely supports that people living with HIV should not experience any kind of violence.
What, if any, solution(s) might Fish’s view offer Dr.Locket and Mr Sagano? 
Fish absolutely agrees that relativism refers to the denial of absolute morality. However, the denial could be total or partial depending on the how absolute the definition stands. Fish believes that existence of moral absolutes relies on circumstances hence not all moral facts can get termed as truths. In this view, an individual’s reasoning and explanation can justify their actions in case of an ambiguous moral absolute crossed wrongly. The solution for the issue bothering Dr.Locket and Mr Sagano should get observed from a humanly logical point of view. Absoluteness hinders certain facts from revelation and hence conclusions made based on the absolute truth scheme remain biases.
Sagano and the doctor must focus on understanding that human decisions get made based on the prevailing circumstances. Sometimes people get stranded between two choices that demand life and death choices. A close observation on the only choices at hand might reveal that they both stand as wrongs in terms of absolute morals. However, we still chose considering the best action and solution at hand. The problem in the case of Locket and Sagano must acquire realistic viewpoints of the situation to get to the best solution. Philosophical views remain arguments for a game to understand the best thinker concerning a view (Fish, 2011).. The subject mostly relies on facts that get the debate going. However, on serious issues like the ones tabled from Dr. Locket ad Mr. Sagano, realistic view points based on the current circumstances will open the discussion in a plausible manner. The situation therefore gets solved in the best way possible. The ability to make quality decisions does not depend on how much beliefs one places on the right or wrong but on common sense.
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