
Enlightenment, so secularism is not the 
answer for the post-twentieth century. 

Despite Wade’s obvious and sincere 
desire to practice the objectivity of the 
scholar, he gets carried away on occa- 
sion by his attraction to the French. Of 
course Neslier’s Testament. for exam- 
ple, is “a work of capital importance,” 
but that it constitutes “...beyond a 
doubt the most complete and detailed 
treatise ever written in criticism of the 
Christian religion”’ is far from beyond 
doubt. Again, that Rousseau has “been 
as influential as any of France’s great 
thinkers” is probably a sound estimate. 
but to write that “...since the formation 
of Christianity, there has been in West- 
ern Europe no man more influential 
upon Western Civilization” is, as the 
British would say, a bit thick. Then too, 
one must raise a question about the 
basic outline of these volumes, which is 
grounded in what Professor Wade calls 
the basic “categories of life.” I n  the first 
place, this runs into logical difficulty 
because “self’ is not a sphere or catego- 
ry of life as economics, politics, and the 
other categories are. One of the rules of 
classification is to select a single princi- 
ple and stay with it. Wade does not do 
this. Further, of all the spheres dis- 
cussed, that of “self’ has the least 
content and excitement and adds little 
to the whole study. I t  is also true that 
the problems of self and personhood 
have become so complex and taken such 
different turns in  contemporary philos- 
ophy and psychology that the thinking 
of the French Enlightenment on this 
subject sounds dated and sterile. True, 
Descartes’s overly clear-cut dualism set 
the stage for all subsequent discussion, 
but it was not until the twentieth centu- 
ry that the problem of self received the 
analytical and empirical attention it re- 
quires. 

Finally, Volume I 1  is actually a work 
in  metacriticism-a painstaking andly- 
sis with the aim of discovering the 
(largely nonexistent) “organic unity” in 
Voltaire, Diderot, Rousseau, and the 
authors of the EticyclopCdie. For schol- 
ars of the French Enlightenment this is 
interesting, and his judgments seem to 
be sound, but the length is astonishing. 

Wade’s contribution is nonetheless 
immense. Students of philosophy and 
the history of ideas and those concerned 
about using basic beliefs to shape social 
and political action should give this 
work a careful reading. 
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The Moral Choice 
by Daniel C. Maauire 

U 
(dou bleday; 477 pp.; !Ti 10.95) 

John  C. Bennett 

1 doubt whether there is any recent 
book on ethics that would interest more 
readers in the subject and, at the samc 
time, stimulate those who are already 
interested to agree or disagree on many 
issues. Daniel Maguire writes as a Cath- 
olic lay theologian and moralist who has 
had the advantage of immersion i n  tra- 
ditional Catholic moral theology but 
who is completely free from the hard 
legalism that oftcn marks that tradition. 
He makes the most of the situationist 
elements in  Thomas Aquinas, yet makes 
almost no reference to “natural theolo- 
gy,” preferring to use such concepts as 
the “normatively human.” The book is 

difficult to classify in that Maguire 
writes both as a philosophical moralist 
with strong theological overtones and 
from 3 Christian base but without 
Christian exclusivencss. 

He develops a structure of ethics and 
a methodology for ethical decision, and 
intermits the development of his sys- 
tematic thought with scores of concrete 
illustrations f ethical issues on which, 
in most cas s. he presents his own 
conclusions. e deals with the hardest 
contemporar personal and social prob- 

habit that limits the horizons of most 
books on ethical theory. Nuclear deter- 

lems far bejond 1 the tame academic 
I 
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rence, abortion, euthanasia, racial quo- 
tas to compensate for past disadvan- 
tages, Garrett Hardin’s lifeboat ethics, 
multinational corporations, capital pun- 
ishment, the subordination of women, 
homosexual rights, civil disobedience- 
all are analyzed, and on each Maguire 
offers his own judgment. 

cc . . . suddenly posterity 
has become our neigh- 
bor.” 

Maguire’s basis for morality is “the 
experience of the value of persons and 
their environment.” He says that 
“where this valuableness is not per- 
ceived or where i t  is perceived as apply- 
ing only to a few, distinctively human 
living is cut short.” His view of morality 
requires principles that are both “solid” 
and “elastic.” and he makes allowance 
for the erect of changing circumstances 
on moral decisions. He argues more 
than once against Kant’s rejection of 
lying under all circumstances, even to 
protect people from secret police and 
torture. Reluctantly, he concludes that 
there are circumstances that justify 
abortion. I n  previous writings he pio- 
neered among students of ethics in stak- 
ing out the limits within which euthana- 
sia can be justified, and is wholly 
opposed to the “ethics of taboo” that he 
associates with Vatican statements on 
sexual morality. His discussion of these 
sensitive issues should be helpful to all 
who have not become polarized. 

Maguire will not choose between a 
tcleological and a deontological ap- 
proach to ethics. He believes that we 
cannot separate an act from its conse- 
quences, and says that suddenly posteri- 
ty has ecome our neighbor. But he 
believes s strongly that there are means 
no ends k. n justify, and asks, for exam- 
ple, “Could there ever be a case where 
an innocent man can be framed mor- 
ally?” He says of nuclear deterience 
that it “is perhaps the clearest example 
of something that is immoral by both 
teleological and deontological reason- 
ing.” He goes on: “For nuclear weap- 
onry to deter, we must be ready to use 
it.  As soon as an enemy knows that we 
are bluffing and would not use it, i t  

loses its deterrent influence. Therefore 
being prepared to kill a huge segment of 
humanity and perhaps render nugatory 
the possibilities of human life on this 
planet by a massive nuclear exchange is 
the core reality of a nuclear deterrence 
policy. Since there are no good effects 
that could outweigh this evil, no teleo- 
logical case can be made for the policy. 
But even prescinding from effects, the 
readiness to obliterate much or all of 
human life could not be sanctioned by 
any ethics based on reverence for hu- 
man life.” This judgment seems to me 
to be right, but there is at least an inter- 
im problem of how we could move away 
from deterrence unilaterally, if that 
were politically possible, without allow- 
ing a monopoly of decisive nuclear pow- 
er to exist in  another country: Such a 
monopoly would be a great threat to the 
world in  any country, including our 
own. What a democratic government 
should do when the vast majority of the 
people are committed to deterrence is 
the kind of problem on which he throws 
no light. 

Maguire writes about the psychology 
of moral choices, about the myths and 
ideologies that distort the mind as it 
chooses, about the role of character and 

of conscience, and he helpfully distin- 
guishes between the right use of con- 
science as providing the basis for dissent 
from the majority and the wrong ten- 
dency to regard one’s conscience as 
infallible. He does the same with tradi- 
tions and with useful abstractions that 
often lead one to neglect the effects of 
moral decisions on concrete persons, a 
tendency he regards as the “utilitarian 
temptation.” One example of a myth 
that he scores is the statement by Lyn- 
don Johnson: “History and our own 
achievements have thrust upon us the 
principal responsibility for protection of 
freedom on earth.” I am sure that he 
would say that the more modest foreign 
policy that has now become necessary 
makes for a possible moral advance 
rather than for the moral retreat that so 
many read into it. We were not so much 
great as a nation as we were victims of 
illusion and guilty of hubris when we so 
eagerly sought to be “number one” by 
throwing our weight around. 

This book is remarkably rich. I think 
that on most concrete issues he comes to 
the right choices, but the structure of 
his ethical system should survive many 
criticisms of the choices he uses for the 
sake of illustration. 

Germany at the Polls: 
The Bundestag Election of 1976 
edited by Karl H. Cerrzy 
(American Enterprise Institute; 25 1 pp.; $4.75) 

Wolfgang J. Koschnick 
Political scientists analyzing the West 
German political system have per- 
formed impressive mental gymnastics 
with fractional numbers. So long as the 
conservative Christian Democrats 
(CDU/CSU) held a comfortable ma- 
jority (from 1949 to 1966), political 
scientists described it as a “one-party 
domination system.” Others found it 
more fashionable to talk of a “one-and- 
a-half party system,’’ to indicate that 
the Christian Democrats (=one) pre- 
vailed over the Social Demccrats 
(=half). When these two entered into 
the Great Coalition in  1 9 6 6 , m y  
scholars decided to label the whole 
thing a “two-party system,” while some 

fraction buffs preferred the term “two- 
and-a-half party system,” to emphasize 
the lesser electoral weight of the liberal 
Free Democrats (FDP=half) as com- 
pared with the two bigger parties. Still 
others deemed it more appropriate to 
write about a “three-party system.” 

Amusing as this numerology may be, 
i t  reflects the complicated fabric of a 
seemingly simple party system that is 
marked by the fact that, ever since 
1961, only three political parties have 
been represented in  the federal parlia- 
ment. Germany at the Polls takes the 
last parliamentary election as a point of 
departure for an in-depth analysis of 
West Germany’s political system. I t  


