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a shared intellectual framework, one that is most clearly and uniquely displayed 
by the natural law tradition. Instead of thinking that technical development will 
automatically produce prosperity and thus solve as it were by a kind of magic 
the problem of human values, we need to think and talk explicitly about values 
that are (surprisingly) shared across vast cultural and geographical gulfs, as well as 
across the boundaries created by income and wealth inequalities. We will identify 
more commonalities across cultures in this discussion than we initially might have 
supposed. A symbolic and perhaps important exemplification of unity around 
values was the line-up in modern Rome at the funeral of Pope John Paul II, the 
best-attended funeral in the history of the world. Christian, Jewish and Muslim 
leaders appeared in a show of unity, and the President of Israel shook hands with 
the President of Iran. The Financial Times commented that ‘There has been little 
like it since eight crowned heads of Europe assembled for the funeral of Britain’s 
King Edward VII in 1910.’28

The frightened globalizers of the Davos World Economic Forum seem to be 
taking up the theme of spirituality by adopting as the symbol of their meetings an 
angel that is supposed to protect both them and their critics. At the same time, the 
angel is vague enough not to constitute too explicit a link with any one specific 
religious tradition.

A notion of the commonality of values despite difference should indeed be 
extended even beyond the brackets linking different religious traditions, since 
these values are obtained through an exercise of human reasoning. The kind of 
dialogue sustained between apparently rival traditions of thinking—such as the 
perennial dialectic between reason and faith—offers a way to provide a universal 
basis for restraining violence that is independent of the chance and necessarily 
unsatisfactory results of process and procedure. It does not depend on a simple 
functionalist logic. Our debate must avoid the non-value-based escapism of simply 
technocratic solutions, and it needs to concern itself with the fundamental values 
that follow from our acknowledgement of the intrinsic dignity of humans.

28	 ‘Funeral presents opportunity to renew diplomatic contacts’, Financial Times, 8 April 2005.
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