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Kenneth Thompson's hook includes several short articles and essays which
have evidently been published befare. Separate chapters address the three subjects
identified in the title, and a fourth chapter includes unconnected and diffuse
reflections on attitudes toward change, America's role in the world, and the place
of values in education. Thompson makes 2 most perfunciory attempt Lo integrate
his material, but in fact this book has no discernible overall theme: It certainly
will not “help students . . . to deal somewhat more critically with the main cur-
rents of international thaught™ {p. ix} since many of those currents are not even
mentioned.

Philosaphers who lack ta these essays for enlightenment about the place of
ethics in international relations will he disappointed {especially rhose whose
hopes were raised by the author's most illuminating earlier book, Political Real-
ism and the Crisis of World Politics [Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press,
1968)). Thampson still sees the basic problem as the conflict between “realism’'
and “idealism'’; about this his remarks are sensible, but fifty years after the emer-
gence of the “"great debate” one might expect more than the vacuous conclusion
that foreign palicy must pursue a plurality of goals and we should therefore learn
to live with the inevitable ambiguity. Of course, the real problem is how ta order
potentially canflicting goals, and these essays make no progress on this question.

Thompson olfers interesting reflections, en passant, abour several disparate
subjects: the contributions of Reinhold Niebuhr, Hans Morgenthau, and George
Kennan to American thought abaut international relations; the efforts of founda-
tions to improve agricultural proaductivity in developing countries; the heuristic
value of “functionalism” in international studies. His remarks throughout are
informed and judicious. But worthwhile hooks are made of mare than this.

CHarrLEs R. BTz
Swarthmaore College

Lande, Nathaniel, and Slade, Afion. Stages: Understanding How You Mahe

Moral Decisions.
San Francisco: Harper & Row, 1979, Pp. xxiil+156. $8.95 (cloth).

Stages may best be described as a morzl-philosophy version of Gail Sheehy's
best-seller, Passages. Lande and Slade have tried to turn Lawrence Kohlherg's
theory of moral develapment into one of thase Now You Can Understand Your-
self books that sell millions of capies. “We lind ourselves reasoning in new ways,”
the authars tell us “and sa, we feel, will you'' after reading their book.

I daubt that Stages will make the best-seller list, and I doubt that any readers
will think in new ways after reading it. Kahlberg’s theory is presented in a flat,
undramatic manner that renders it neither convincing nor particularly interest-
ing. There is a chapter on each of Kohlberg's six stages of moral development, but
mast of each chapter is a hodge-podge of made-up little stories of the “"Peggy, 19,
comes from the couney to work in New York and her hass asks her to work
late . . ." variety. Kohlberg's own well-known dilemmas—should Heinz steal the
drug he cannat afford to buy, but needs to save the life of his sick wifer—are also
used heavily. We are told how peaple at different stages of moral development
would answer these dilemrnas, but the reasons for classifying a particular response
as, say, Stage Two racher than Stage Four, are often obscure.
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Some of the prohlems of Stages, including the one just mentioned, are prob-
lems of Kohlberg's theory rather than Lande and Slade’s presentation of it. Lande
and Slade barely mention that Kohlberg’s theory has been severely criticized by
ather workers in the same field. They refer 1o Kohlberg's “‘edilice of well-re-
searched theory' without giving any indication how much empirical data there is
to back it up. This is not surprising, because Kohlherg has been very slow to
publish empirical data. Nor do the authors mention the difficulties involved in
making an independent assessment of Kohlberg's empirical research. Kohlberg's
published and unpuhlished papers are highly unsatistacwory in this respect, and a
substantial book tying all his work together is still not in sight, despite an-
nouncements of it as forthcoming at intervals over the past ten years. (Incidental-
ly, the references on pp. 154 and 155 of Stages 1o “L. Kohlbergand E. Turiel [eds.]
Moralization: The Cognitive Developmental Approach, New York: Holt, Rine-
hart and Winston, 1973 are to just such a once announced hut never delivered
volume.)

Lande and Slade are also uncritical in their acceptance of Kohlberg's categor-
ization of stages. Thus they faithfully report Kahlberg's observation that his son's
early experiment with vegetarianism was gnly Stage One morality, because it did
not differentiate human and animal life. A few chapters later we are told that
according to Stage Six reasoning a captain who needs to s¢lect someane for a
dangerous mission should not single out the member of his company who is
dying fraom some illness, because “as a matter of principle you have to look on
every life as sacred.” The apparent discrepancy between these two classificadons
passes unnaticed.

It would be a mistake to look to Stages for the much to be desired coherent
reconstruction and defense of Kohlberg's appealing but shaky theory. Indeed it
would be 2 mistake to look o Stages for anything much excepe an illustration of
the level of thought thac the authors and publisher apparently think will interest
the public in moral-development theory. The cantrast between this book and a
work on morality by a professional philosopher or psychaologist could not be
greater. Scholarly works, of course, are not intended for a popular audience; but
there must be samething less vacuous than Séages which would not be too difficult
or dry for the general reader.

PETER SINGER
Monash Untversity

Goadpaster, K. E., and Sayre, K. M., eds. Ethics and Problems of the 215t Century.
Natre Dame, Ind., and London: University of Notre Dame Press, 1979, Pp. xi+210.
$15.95 {cloth).

These editars were in well gver their heads. Their pretencious, uninformacive title
is an early warning. In the preface, they describe their task maore precisely as
“analyzing the role of environmental and social values in the decision making of
power compantes” {p. vii}, following on from an earlier NSF-sponsored praject
an "values in the electric power industry.” They set about commissioning “origi-
nal” contributions from a star-studded case: Frankena, the Routleys, Glover,
DeGeorge, Coburn, MacIntyre, Gewirth, Baier, the Goldings, and Peter Singer.



