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CLARIFYING VALUES CLARIFICATION. For 
some time now educators in public and indepen- 
dent schools have been enthusing about new ways 
to teach values without committing the unspeakable 
crime of “imposing” their values on their students. 
One big name in the field is Sidney Simon of the 
University of Massachusetts and the other, who 
calls his approach “cggnitive moral development,” 
is Lawrence Kohlberg of Harvard. Some searching 
and long-overdue critiques of the Simon-Kohlberg 
techniques are beginning to appear. The Public 
Interet recently published “Moral Education in the 
Schools” by William Bennett and Edwin Delattre, in 
which the’ authors convincingly demonstrate that, 
despite their polemic against indoctrination, the 
prQgrams of Simon and Kohlberg “offer indoctrina- 
tion in the ‘values’ they take to be important-the 
celebration of wants and desires, the exhortation to 
self-gratification, and a particular ideology of rights 
and ‘special justice..’ ” “Simon and Kohlberg,” they 
conclude, “clearly do not oppose indoctrination per 
se, ,but the indoctrination of traditional values .... 
Children are invited to a world where it is a travesty 
and an imposition for anyone to tell them the 
truth.” 

Kevin Ryan of Ohio State takes up the question 
from a somewhat different angle in a new book, 
Moral Formation and Christianity (Seabury). He is 
especially puzzled by the way religious educators 
have picked up the Simon-Kohlberg program, as 
though they are trying to get out of the embarrass- 
ing fact that religion inevitably involves moral judg- 
ment. The chief problem with Simon-Kohlberg, as 
Ryan sees it, is that the approach is devoid of 
concern for “the actual content of a moral decision” 
and is equally indifferent to moral behavior. On 
content: “Those who follow these approaches ex- 
clusively ignore a whole tradition in Western 
thought. That is, the application of reasoned issues 
of right and wrong.” On behavior: “In the current 
discussion of moral education in the United States, 
Aristotle’s view of how men become virtuous has all 
but been lost. Aristotle believed that a man became 
brave by doing brave acts, that a man became kind 
by engaging in acts of kindness. in effect, one 
becomes moral by behaving in moral ways.” 

The problem with Ryan, Bennett, and Delattre, of 
course, is that they think we still share something 
like a common culture that suggests some more or- 
less definite ideas about what it means to be brave, 
kind, honest, faithful-in short, what it means to be 
good. They have not had their consciousness raised 
to the point at which they can affirm the creed, not 
only of this decade-as Tom Wolfe would have it- 
but of ,a much longer stretch of Western moral histo- 
ry, so to speak. The creed is a simple one-liner, 
clarifying the Value from which all values flow: “i just 
gotta be ME!” 

THE TROUBLE WITH SOLZHENITSYN. The “old 
gray lady” of American journalism is on strike, and 
we confess to missing her. One is forced to back 
issues of the New York Times for the prescribed 
daily quotient of outrage, pretension, and absurdity 
that that good paper so conscientiously reports and 
perpetrates. “The Obsession of Solzhenitsyn,” for 
example, is the editorial comment following Soizhe- 
nitsyn’s dressing down of America at the Harvard 
commencement. The editors allow that there may 
be some truth in what that incorrigible dissident had 
to say, “But given all that, Mr. Solzhenitsyn’s world 
view seems to us far more dangerous than the easy- 
going spirit which he finds so exasperating.” Not of 
course that the editors of the Times admit to being 
given anything new to think about. “The argument 
he raises is not new; it goes back to the beginnings 
of the Republic and has never disappeared. At 
bottom, it is the argument between the religious 
Enthusiasts, sure of their relationship to the Divine 
Will, and the men of the Enlightenment, trusting in 
the rationality of humankind.” 

So much for these foreigners who presume to 
instruct US in the paths of righteousness. We’ve 
been through all this before. Why, right at the begin- 
ning didn’t our forebears repudiate all that fanatical 
rhetoric about unalienable rights, Nature and Na- 
ture’s God, and similar twaddle,? But, along with the 
Simon-Kohlbergs (see above), we rational people 
must still battle for the minds of the unenlightened, 
pitting our education against their indoctrination, 
our truths against their dogmas. As the editors say, 
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“Where Mr. Solzhenitsyn sees only softness and 
indecision in this country, we see something more- 
tolerance of many ideas, humility before the ulti- 
mate truths, a recognition of the responsibilities 
imposed by our awful power.” Admittedly the 
phrase “ultimate truths” is not the best choice of 
words. That is, rational people would not want to be 
caught subscribing to anything that is really Ulti- 
mate, like the Divine Will, for example. But then 
perhaps it is permissible to speak of ultimate truths, 
since we, unlike Solzhenitsyn and other religious 
fanatics, are not about to specify what those truths 
might be, nor how ultimate is ultimate. As a recent 
president might have said, the editors have clarified 
their values perfectly. 

FROM VILLAIN TO EMBATTLED HERO. The 
Shah of Iran has been typecast for years as a right- 
wing dictator who by reactionary conviction, and 
with slick oil money, purchased from the CIA and 
Pentagon the props for a regime determined to 
keep the oppressed in bondage. Stories of torture 
and other atrocities abounded, and no doubt many 
of them were true. About a year ago reports began 
to appear on protests and other disturbances in 
Iran. Since everyone knew the Shah was a fascist, 
the protestors were, inevitably, depicted as “left- 
ists.” Then the media story-line began to shift as 
notice had to be taken of the agitation stirred up 
also by conservative Muslim religious leaders. For a 
few months dispatches implied that the revolution- 
ary students had succeeded in forming an alliance 
with the peasantry. Finally the weight of. evidence 
forced the acknowledgement that the “leftists” 
were not that important, that the real protest was 
emphatically a Muslim reaction against the Shah’s 
“Westernizing” policies. And so for the last several 
months, in a dramatic reversal, the wire services 
and networks have re-cast the Shah. He is now the 
courageous and enlightened exemplar of modern- 
ization, seeking to establish parliamentary democ- 
racy and to liberate women in a benighted land 
oppressed by religious fanaticism. If, as some think 
possible, his regime collapses under the pressure of 
internal opposition and natural calamities, the Shah 
of Iran will leave the stage laden with the honors that 
certain sentimental playwrights of the communica- 
tions theatre bestow upon noble losers. 

THE QUESTION IS PERIL. The total number of 
undocumented aliens, as they are called, from Haiti 
who are now in the U.S. is estimated at about 
30,000. Since 1972, 3,500 of them have applied for 
political asylum, but only 58 have been given it. Now 
the Division of Overseas Ministries of the National 
Council of Churches (NCC) has taken an unprece- 
dented action. It has filed a formal complaint with 
the Organization of American States, charging the 
U.S. with violating human rights. William Wipfler, 
human rights officer of the ,division, says that “the 

majority of Haitians deported by the U.S. cannot be 
located by embassy personnel, and several are 
known to have been jailed or killed.” The NCC, 
which has given legal and material support to the 
refugees. claims that U.S. deportation hearings “are 
being conducted at such an expanded rate that 
adequate legal defense is not possible.” It also 
asserts that church personnel who have been trying 
to help the refugees have been harrassed by 
government officials. The NCC solution is to grant 
political asylum for Haitians already living in the U.S. 
who have applied for asylum and “the guarantee of 
due process for those Haitians who come in the 
future.” The US. State Department counters that 
the Haitians are not entitled to political asylum, 
since they are, for the most part, “economic refu- 
gees” just seeking a better life in the U.S. The 
NCC’s proposed “solution” may not be the right 
one, but neither is the State Department’s logic very 
compelling. The immediate questiq is not why the 
refugees came but whether or not they would be in 
serious peril if they are forcibly returned. The whole 
question of undocumented or illegal aliens remains 
one of the most monumental and monumentally 
confused areas of U.S. policy. But in this particular 
instance it should be clear that we need to know 
more about what really happens to returnees before 
there are any more deportations. 

POLITICAL SCIENCE AND POLITICAL PAS- 
SION. The American Political Science Association 
has just wrapped up its annual affair in New York. 
Next year the scientists, so to speak, were sched- 
uled to meet at the Palmer House, a Hllton hotel In 
Chicago. But Illinois has not ratified ERA, so, 
despite a threatened lawsuit from Hllton, the APSA 
voted to break its long-standing contract and meet 
somewhere else. The meeting overruled its chair- 
man, who pointed out that the APSA constitution 
stipulates that the group will not take stands “on 
questions of public policy” except as they touch on 
academic freedom and free expression. Having set 
their constitution aside, the meeting then took up a 
proposal that APSA should not take part in the 
International Political Science Association’s 1979 
meeting, scheduled to be held in Moscow. As sever- 
al speakers pointed out, this question did touch on 
academic freedom. Touch? It was more like running 
into a brick wall. The policies of the Soviet Union 
make political science itself impossible; as distinct 
from its being merely improbable elsewhere. None- 
theless, the vote was taken and APSA will be partic- 
ipating in hrloscow. Supporters urged that such a 
step will advance international dialogue, build 
bridges of trust, reduce ideological tensions, etc. 
When it comes to ecumenical‘dialogue, presumably 
the people of Illinois are beyond the pale. 

Abraham Martin Murray is the coliective name of those 
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