















































































































































arguments is what constitutes a judgment as objectively correct; the instan-
tiation of this property by a judgment provides an ‘assurance’ that the
judgment is correct.

Leiter rejects such accounts of objectivity in ‘Objectivity, Morality, and
Adjudication’, arguing that though moral discourse is susceptible to reasons,
such susceptibility isn’t sufficient to confer objectivity on morality. First,
Leiter points out that people often have reasons for views on paradigmati-
cally subjective issues like the taste of chocolate or wine. Second, those
elements of moral discourse that are genuinely susceptible to reasons are
factual claims; what is objectively incorrect about the Greeks’ view of slavery
are the factual views about the abilities of a particular class of persons. But,
as Leiter points out, such considerations ultimately undermine Ronald
Dworkin’s views about the objectivity of law because if there are no objec-
tively correct answers to moral questions, then there are no objectively
correct answers to legal questions that turn on the answers to moral ques-
tions.

In ‘Objective Values: Does Metaethics Rest on a Mistake? Sigrin Svavars-
déttir explores the Nagelian response to Mackie's view that there is no
objective property in the world constituting a reason that applies to every
agent regardless of her interests, desires, and preferences. Svavarsdottir
argues that to make sense of Nagel's view that objective reason-claims do not
entail that value constitutes part of the furniture of the world, we must
construe Nagel's conception of objectivity as reached within (rather than
outside) value inquiry. Thus, Nagel’s conception of objectivity entails a
rejection of the idea that metaethical questions are best approached through
a naturalistic methodology — a position that Svavarsdéttir argues is deeply
problematic. Echoing Leiter, she writes, ‘we cannot ignore that our confi-
dence in the scientific method builds on the remarkable success we have had
in applying it’ (183).

Philip Pettit moves away from methodological conceptions of value objec-
tivity in ‘Embracing Objectivity in Ethics’. Pettit argues for a so-called
sensibility conception of value objectivity; on this view, ‘we learn to use a
value term like “desirable” of things that are disposed to look attractive under
specifications that [like redness] require a normal and even ideal perspective’
(258). According to Pettit, moral terms pick out the properties that make
these things look attractive and thus refer to entities of an immanent and
anthropocentric character — and not entities that exist independently of
human thoughts, beliefs, and shared practices. In this sense, such qualities
resemble secondary qualities.

In ‘Pathetic Ethics’, David Sosa evaluates sensibility theories, like Pettit’s.
Sosa argues that theories assimilating ethical properties to secondary quali-
ties commit the pathetic fallacy: they essentially project our subjective moral
responses onto the precipitating events and entities themselves. Moreover,
he argues that sensibility theories are ultimately circular. Since not every
subjective evaluative response can count as moral, sensibility theory must
provide some sort of test for distinguishing those that are associated with
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moral properties from those that aren’t. But, Sosa argues, there is no way to
specify this distinction without using the very moral notions that sensibility
theories are trying to explain.

In ‘Notes on Value and Objectivity’, Joseph Raz argues that criticisms of
value objectivity frequently rely on ‘an overdemanding and overrigid concep-
tion of justification and objectivity’ (229). While abstract normative concepts,
like ‘duty’ and ‘right’, may presuppose certain social practices and perceptual
capacities, this doesn’t entail that normative properties are non-objective:
‘even if all goods are socially created (and they are not) it does not follow that
the reasons that explain why they are good, what makes them good, consist
in an appeal to the fact that the relevant social properties exist’ (224). Nor,
on Raz’s view, does the fact that justification is internal (or relative) to a
system of thought entail the non-objectivity of evaluative judgments; that
justification is internal in this way doesn’t entail that there is no way to
adjudicate between systems.

Though this volume doesn’t include an essay defending a classical onto-
logical objectivism, it nonetheless covers an impressive range of positions on
the objectivity of moral and legal values. Each essay is accessible enough to
be suitable for a comparative layperson but contains enough depth and
originality to interest the specialist. I strongly recommend this outstanding
volume to anyone interested in theoretical ethics and the philosophy of law.

Kenneth Einar Himma
University of Washington

Jean-Luc Nancy

Being Singular Plural.

Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press 2000.
Pp. xvi + 207.

US$49.50 (cloth: 1SBN 0-8047-3974-9);
US$17.95 (paper: 1SBN 0-8047-3975-7).

In this important and timely book, Jean-Luc Nancy forcibly suggests that
our inability to think the ‘social’ underlies the sterility of political reflection
in our times; our entrapment in a tradition that has exhausted its promise
in complacent liberalism; our bewilderment before the impasse of Enlight-
enment and Romanticist critiques. The problem, as Nancy puts it, is how to
understand the ‘with’ of social being, how to acknowledge its primordial
character which will lead us to view the social not as problem of com-position
— the gathering together of individuals into a whole — nor as the ‘One’ of
some underlying Being or community, but rather as the ‘dis-position’ of Being
(46). Nancy does not hesitate to call this an ontological question — or even
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‘the ontological question absolutely’ — but to avert misunderstanding adds
that ‘ “ontology” does not occur at a level reserved for principles, a level that
is withdrawn, speculative, and altogether abstract. Its name means the
thinking of existence and today, the situation of ontology signifies the
following: to think existence at the height of this challenge to thinking that
is globalness as such (which is designated as “capital”, “(de-) Westernization”,
“technology”, “rupture of history” and so forth) (46-7).

The Heideggerian resonance is unmistakable, and indeed, one element of
the rethinking begun here takes up Heidegger’s thought of Mitsein as
essential to the constitution of Dasein itself, thereby displacing the motif of
‘the subject’. This is a thought, however, which at several key moments Nancy
shows Heidegger to have betrayed in a manner exemplary of a ‘philosophical
politics’ which persistently closes down the insight into ‘being-with’ that it
has itself opened up. The Heideggerian ontology of Mitsein remains no more
than a sketch, which reverts again and again in twentieth century philosophy
to the model of Being as substratum of the social, rather than, as Nancy will
argue, constituted in the ‘with’ of the social. What is thus betrayed is the
‘singular plural’ of the origin, a ‘with’ which we must learn to understand as
‘the proper realm of the plurality of origins insofar as they originate, not from
one another or for one another, but in view of one another or with regard to
one another’ (82). Appearing is always co-appearing and nothing lies behind
or sovereignly governs the meaning of it.

This essentially Nietzschean critique of a metaphysics that finds behind
all appearances a reality (hence a singular origin permitting absolute judge-
ment upon the plural world) is deployed to good effect in revealing a ‘refusal
of insight’ in that philosophical politics whose figure of the social Nancy aims
to extend. Dissenting from Heidegger, Nancy writes, it is ‘as though it had
been a matter of “forgetting the between” rather than “forgetting Being”’
(76). Forgetting the ‘between’, refusing the ‘appearing’ of the social world
which the tradition has always referred to some dimension of Being beyond
it (the individual, God, the destiny of humanity etc.) our patterns both of
critique and of political ethos and praxis prove unable to affirm a world that
lacks a ‘meaning’ in the sense of a higher purpose. The dangers of reinventing
and politically appropriating such a ‘meaning’ is what remembering and
reinstating the ‘with’ promises to address. Our contemporary problem is a
problem of meaning, Nancy plausibly argues, in the face of which the political
has ‘retreated’. In the wake of the discourses of sovereignty, we lose the sense
of social meaning which refers to some greater purpose. Our continued
preoccupation with the manifestation of sovereignty, our desire for a purpose
beyond ourselves, is evidenced by the enthusiasm which greeted the Gulf
war. But this lapse into nostalgia simply evades the pressing problem,
beyond the reach of liberalism entirely, of ‘how we be capable of saying “we”
... beginning from the point where no leader or God can say it for us’ (41),

This problem is, of course, constitutive for the politics of Rousseau or
Marx. Nancy argues, however, that whilst both the thought of the ‘social
contract’ and of ‘capital’ expose being-with, they also operate with a figure of
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the social that leads them to seek to go beyond it, to judge it in terms of some
value other than itself. This question of the ‘measure’ of the social, a problem
integral to social critique runs through Nancy’s work; what he promises is a
‘measure’ which will not reproduce the implicit reference of the critical
tradition to a ‘view from nowhere’, the appeal to a reality of man in terms of
which the ‘alienation’ of man might be judged.

What is offered here, then, is a ‘weak ontology’, true to the radical thought
of Dasein as Mitsein, and capable of displacing or disrupting those ‘strong
ontologies’ that would do politics by speaking the truth of humanity as such.
‘We do not “have” meaning anymore,’ Nancy writes, ‘because we ourselves are
meaning — ' (1). Meaning, which is ‘its own communication or circulation’,
meaning which must necessarily be shared, meaning which ‘begins where
presence is not pure presence but where presence comes apart [se disjoint]
in order to be itself as such’ (2) becomes the figure of a fundamentally social
Being which does not refer beyond itself. The ‘dis-position’ of Being signifies
the plurality of origins, each a singularity irreducible to the possession of any
‘property’, each arousing a curiosity signalling ineffable alterity, but each,
nonetheless, only capable of saying ‘I’ by way of a ‘we’ which defines its unity
and uniqueness. There is much plausibility in his thought that we go
fundamentally wrong when we attempt to add a ‘social’ or ‘communitarian’
dimension onto a primitive individual given (44). When he suggests that what
we must seek to grasp instead is the ‘enigma’ of co-existence, he offers an
important criticism of the tradition and opens up a valuable vista that might
reorientate us in the effort to transgress the violent logic of capital and to
reinstate in our politics the question of human meaning.

Fiona Jenkins
University of Sydney

John Rawls

Justice as Fairness: A Restatement.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press
2001. Pp. xviii + 214.

US$45.00 (cloth: 1SBN 0-674-00510-4);
US$17.95 (paper: ISBN 0-674-00511-2).

John Rawls is one of the most important political philosophers of the twen-
tieth century. The influence which Rawls’s theory of ‘justice as fairness’, first
articulated in A Theory of Justice (1971) and then in Political Liberalism
(1993), has had on contemporary debates in political philosophy is unrivalled.
This fact alone is likely to motivate political philosophers to rush out and buy
a copy of Rawls’s latest book Justice as Fairness: A Restatement. The book is
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based on lectures Rawls gave at Harvard in the 1980s and, due to illness, the
book is not completely finished. While A Restatement is not the ground-break-
ing work of A Theory of Justice or Political Liberalism, it is a valuable
supplementary addition to the Rawlsian canon.

A Restatement has two aims: first, to rectify the more serious faults in
Theory; second, to connect into one unified statement the conception of justice
presented in Theory and the main ideas found in Rawls’s articles published
after Theory. Much of the book outlines ideas and arguments which are more
fully developed in Political Liberalism. For this reason I think it is fair to say
that A Restatement will appeal more to political philosophers who are
concerned with the more detailed aspects of Rawls’s theory and his transition
to a ‘political conception of justice’. Parts IV and V of A Restatement in
particular are important parts of the book as Rawls expands on some
neglected aspects of justice as fairness. For example, in Part IV entitled
‘Institutions of a Just Basic Structure’ Rawls examines five different social
systems: laissez-faire capitalism, welfare-state capitalism, state socialism
with a command economy, property-owning democracy, and liberal (demo-
cratic) socialism. This discussion is useful because Rawls makes explicit what
he finds deficient with the first three regimes as well as expanding on how a
property-owning democracy is distinct from a welfare-state. This is impor-
tant because many commentators have assumed that Rawls is a proponent
of the welfare-state. Rawls rejects welfare-state capitalism because it ‘per-
mits a small class to have a near monopoly of the means of production’ (139).
A property-owning democracy avoids this by ‘ensuring the widespread own-
ership of productive assets and human capital (that is, education and trained
skills) at the beginning of each period, all this against a background of fair
equality of opportunity’ (139). Part IV also includes a discussion of the
flexibility of the index of primary goods, the family as a basic institution, and
Marx’s critique of liberalism.

In A Restatement Rawls reaffirms his commitment to what he calls a
political conception of justice and the main ideas associated with that
conception (e.g., an overlapping consensus). Rawls’s revision of justice as
fairness has deeply divided supporters of the theory. Some remain faithful
to the original formulation presented in Theory, others welcome Rawls’s
transition to a political conception of justice, while others believe that there
is no real change in Rawls’s theory. A Restatement may help shed some light
on these issues but is unlikely to resolve them. One tension in Rawls’s
political conception of justice comes to the fore in Part V of the book when he
contrasts the right and wrong ways justice as fairness is political. A political
conception is political in the wrong way, claims Rawls, ‘when it is framed as
a workable compromise between known and existing political interests, or
when it looks to particular comprehensive doctrines presently existing in
society and then tailors itself to win their allegiance’ (188). Justice as fairness
does not proceed like this, claims Rawls. It ‘elaborates a political conception
as a free-standing view working from the fundamental idea of society as a
fair system of cooperation and its companion ideas’ (189). But the idea of
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society as a fair system of cooperation and its companion ideas (e.g., the idea
of free and equal persons) are themselves presented by Rawls as ones
embedded in the public political culture of democratic societies. This suggests
that these ideas express ‘known and existing political interests’. If they do
not, then they could not be the focus of an overlapping consensus. Rawls
seems to want it both ways. He appeals to ideas he believes decent people
share and care about, and yet he recognises that these ideas do not always
guide everyday politics.

The fact that most societies fall well short of meeting the requirements of
the two principles of justice, especially the difference principle, suggests that
the fundamental ideas justice as fairness invokes are not as embedded in the
public political culture as Rawls suggests. But the strength of Rawls’s project
is its ability to force us to contemplate and revise our most basic moral
commitments. He seeks to inspire a public philosophy that is, as Rawls puts
it, ‘realistically utopian’. This phrase effectively captures the fundamental
tension which Rawls has spent nearly half a century trying to resolve. The
tension between articulating a theory that is ‘realistic’ in the sense that it
appeals to the moral sensibilities of real people, here and now, and yet one
that inspires us to transcend the status quo and move closer to a more decent
political order. A Restatement will be of interest to those who find Rawls’s
project a compelling one and wish to examine further the revisions he has
made to his original theory.

Colin Farrelly
(Department of Political Science)
University of Birmingham

Henry Sidgwick

Essays on Ethics and Method.

Ed. Marcus Singer.

Don Mills, ON and New York:

Oxford University Press 2000. Pp. xlvi + 346.
Cdn$106.00: US$65.00

(cloth: 1SBN 0-19-825022-3);

Cdn$42.50: US$24.95

(paper: ISBN 0-19-825023-1).

Marcus Singer first began thinking about putting together a collection of
Henry Sidgwick’s essays back in ‘1961 or 1962’, and he has been working on
the project on and off ever since. It was a wonderful project — one that both
J.B. Schneewind and I were involved with at various points — and the
resulting volume is excellent, essential reading for anyone with a serious

439



interest in Sidgwick or the classical utilitarian tradition that he so ably and
creatively represented. Singer, an eminent philosopher in his own right, is
to be commended for his sustained effort.

Most contemporary philosophers know Sidgwick chiefly from his master-
piece, The Methods of Ethics (first edition 1874), a work lauded by both Rawls
and Parfit as the best single work classical utilitarianism ever produced. But
Sidgwick was a most productive academic, one of the ‘new dons’ who wanted
Cambridge University to teach modern subjects, admit women, and house
productive scholars. He wrote two other major treatises, The Principles of
Political Economy (1883) and The Elements of Politics (1891), and many other
works as well, notably Outlines of the History of Ethics for English Readers
(1886) and Practical Ethics (1898). Indeed, he was a prolific essayist and
reviewer, and his shorter works are often both more enjoyable reading than
his tomes and singularly helpful in coming to terms with the longer and
larger arguments.

Hence the value of Singer’s collection. In such essays as ‘Utilitarianism’
(1873), Professor Calderwood on Intuitionism in Morals’ (1876), ‘The Estab-
lishment of Ethical First Principles’ (1879), ‘Some Fundamental Ethical
Controversies’ (1889), and ‘Criteria of Truth and Error’ (1900), to name but
a few of those reproduced in this collection, Sidgwick proved to be highly
effective in explaining and defending what he was about in the Methods.
From his day to ours, critics have found his fallibilistic, multi-criterial
intuitionism puzzling, and have objected to his efforts to demonstrate that
common-sense morality is unconsciously utilitarian. There has also been
much controversy surrounding his ‘dualism of the practical reason’ — his
frustrated conclusion that rational egoism would appear to be as reasonable
as utilitarianism, with no reconciliation in sight short of a questionable
‘Theistic postulate’ underwriting the harmony of interest and duty. All of
these matters, vital to any understanding of the Methods, are treated in lucid
and cogent fashion in the essays reproduced here, which range across ‘Ethics’,
‘Value Theory and Moral Psychology’ and ‘Method: Truth, Evidence, and
Belief’, as Singer’s section headings put it. There is also a delightful section
of ‘Comments and Critiques’, including some of Sidgwick’s (often quite witty)
reviews of the likes of T.H. Green, F.H. Bradley, and Herbert Spencer. As
these amply demonstrate, Sidgwick may have departed from Benthamism
in various ways, what with his intuitionism and dualism, but he was none-
theless a very effective critic of the obscurities attending Idealist and Social
Darwinist attempts to fill in for fading religious belief.

The pieces by Sidgwick are bracketed by a substantial introductory essay,
‘The Philosophy of Henry Sidgwick’, and an extensive, forty-page bibliog-
raphy, with annotations. The latter is helpful, but perhaps not an altogether
Jjudicious use of the space, which could have been given over to material by
Sidgwick. Certainly, it would be more useful to have more of Sidgwick’s
commentary on Green, for example. And such late essays as ‘On the Nature
of the Evidence for Theism’ and ‘Authority, Scientific and Theological’—both
of which were included in Henry Sidgwick, A Memoir (1906), assembled by
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his widow Eleanor and brother Arthur — are sorely missed, since they,
respectively, fill in some of the more interesting, coherentist sounding justi-
fications for the Theistic postulate found in the concluding chapter of the
Methods and point up the larger social dimensions of Sidgwick’s intuitionistic
epistemology. Moreover, the bibliography does not include references to
primary manuscript collections or to most of the reviews of Sidgwick’s works
by his contemporaries — for example, the telling reviews by von Gizycki,
especially of the second edition of the Methods. It is therefore of rather limited
use to scholars, who would do better to consult such standard reference works
as The Cambridge Bibliography of English Literature, third edition.

Singer’s introductory essay, which with its various ‘Notes’ ends up being
over thirty pages in length, is rather more welcome, providing as it does a
sweeping and very informed review of Sidgwick’s life and work. Although he
seems largely unaware of the significance of Sidgwick for current research
in gender and gay studies, Singer rightly stresses such things as the influence
of John Grote, one of Sidgwick’s senior Cambridge colleagues, on the devel-
opment of the Methods, and the importance of the religious context in which
Sidgwick’s thinking developed — particularly the casuistry involved in his
1869 decision to resign his position rather than subscribe to the Thirty-nine
Articles of the Church of England, as legally required. Sidgwick was very
much a part of the reform movement dedicated to weakening the grip of the
Church on educational institutions, and his action may have hastened the
abolition of religious tests, which soon followed.

Perhaps most importantly, Singer, in marked contrast to his earlier
writings, acknowledges in this essay some of the more troubling, even
sinister, aspects of Sidgwick’s work. In the section titled ‘A Negative Note’,
he quotes one of Sidgwick’s more disturbing lines concerning the duty of
‘civilized’ nations to ‘civilize’ the world, educating and absorbing ‘savage
nations’ (xxxvi-vii). On this, he comments: ‘Even though the hindsight of a
hundred years later, after two world wars, worldwide revolutions against
exploitation and imperialism, mass starvation, terrorism, torture, and brutal
slaughter on an unprecedented scale, can enable us to see the unwisdom of
these ideas to a greater extent than was available to Sidgwick in his period
of history, it is not outrageously contrary to common sense to suggest that
even in his time the objectives he proclaimed were not sustained by common
sense (though they might have been sustained by public opinion), but were
rather the conclusions drawn from his utilitarianism, with its maximizing
ideology’ (xxxvi-vii).

Alas, things are not so simple. Sidgwick’s broadly Darwinian philosophical
milieu was pervaded by virulent forms of racism and Eurocentrism, and the
would-be ‘Lords of Human Kind’ were as often Idealist as they were utilitar-
ian, and perhaps more often than not scarcely philosophical at all. Singer is
quite right to stress the importance of these matters, but he cannot be said
to make any headway with them, and his sketchy hints are misleading. Still,
past scholarship on Sidgwick, even that addressing his politics, has typically
not even managed to hint that there are subtexts — and texts — of oriental-
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ism and imperialism in the Methods and his other writings. Witty philosophi-
cal gibes about ‘Government House’ utilitarianism do not a historical critique
make. So, this is progress of a sort.

For these reasons and others, Singer’s long-awaited collection of Sidg-
wick’s essays and reviews deserves a wide and deeply reflective readership.

Bart Schultz
University of Chicago

Kok-Chor Tan

Toleration, Diversity, and Global Justice.
University Park: Pennsylvania State
University Press 2000. Pp. x + 233.
US$28.50. 1SBN 0-271-02067-9.

The pursuit of universal human rights by Western states and non-govern-
mental organizations is met with resistance by many in the Third World,
particularly state officials. These officials typically claim that human rights
conflict with ‘Asian Values’, Islamic law, or, most generally, non-individual-
istic cultures outside of the West. Additionally, the long-standing failure of
liberal states that profess a faith in human rights to overcome inconsistency,
hypocrisy (because of their own human rights problems), and even a large
measure of moral culpability in fostering global inequality, has undermined
the acceptance of liberalism globally. In light of such difficulties, how plau-
sible is a global liberal theory premised on universal human rights? Presum-
ing it is plausible, how can global liberalism be made to succeed in practice?

In attempting to answer these questions, Kok-Chor Tan argues for the
theoretical applicability of liberalism, understood properly. His aim is to
show how certain fundamental misunderstandings of liberalism’s core fea-
tures need to be rectified in order to properly apply it to the global setting.
Perhaps surprisingly, Tan concludes that it is liberals themselves who are
the most damaging sources of misconception and error, a serious charge that
he attempts to level at John Rawls. This book can thus be located in the
critical literature on Rawls’s considerable place in contemporary political
philosophy, in addition to the growing literature on Rawls’s more modest
contributions to global political theory. Like others, Tan holds that Rawls’s
intellectual evolution from A Theory of Justice (1971) to Political Liberalism
(1993)is highly problematic, and is the source of the imperfect vision of global
liberalism found in The Law of Peoples (1999). However, there are also some
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fresh arguments in this book about the relationship among liberalism,
cultural membership and diversity.

Tan’s approach is to compare critically Rawls’s ‘political liberalism’ with
what he dubs ‘comprehensive liberalism’. The key difference between these
liberal doctrines is that the former makes toleration the fundamental essence
of liberalism as a political doctrine, while the latter holds individual auton-
omy as the supreme value. Tan argues that for comprehensive liberals,
autonomy is something that must be directly promoted and instilled in the
full realm of human experience, from the household to the global polity. This
contrasts with Rawls’s view that autonomy is something that is only indi-
rectly inculcated by the liberal state. After providing a reasonably detailed
critique of Rawls’s domestic ‘political liberalism’ and the problematic limita-
tions it places on autonomy, Tan proceeds to argue that Rawls’s toleration of
non-liberal states abroad is similarly unacceptable. A comprehensive liberal
position requires that we tolerate only those societies and states that are
committed to, and show some success in achieving, autonomy-promoting
human rights.

Fortunately, Tan does not rest after showing the logical and ethico-politi-
cal deficiencies of Rawls’s political liberalism. The most original contribution
of the book is his contention that liberalism (i.e., his comprehensive liberal-
ism) is superior precisely because it best respects and enables cultural
diversity. Global diversity of ‘ways of life’ is key, argues Tan, because it is
through culture (and particularly a national culture) that individuals are
given a meaningful context in which to exercise their autonomy. The problem
with Rawls’s political liberalism is not only its failure to confront non-liberal
practices globally; it is also unsound because toleration is simply a negative
duty of forbearance; it does not support the direct promotion of global
collective and cultural rights that can foster individual autonomy. (In making
this claim, Tan carefully tips his hat to the communitarian critique of
liberalism. Yet he also criticizes well-known communitarians like Michael
Walzer for making sovereign states the basis of a cultural community.)
Global liberalism is best advanced, claims Tan, when the collective rights of
cultural groups, whether minorities in states, and even nations within
certain vulnerable, weak and poor states are enshrined in tandem with
human rights. Tan thus sees no real contradiction between such things as a
Right to Development or a Right to Self-Determination (realized through the
United Nations) and the individualistic rights of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. He also rejects the idea that collective rights will neces-
sarily be used by state elites to deny individual rights, but his treatment of
this issue is far too brief and pays scant attention to the problematic actual
practices of states.

There are additional shortcomings in Tan’s project. First, although he
rightly claims that global inequalities, particularly material disparities, are
the chief cause of human rights abuses in addition to conflicts between liberal
and non-liberal societies, he pays scant attention to the global(izing) political
economy. This undercuts his otherwise convincing claims at the end of the

443



book about how best to bridge the gap between global liberal theory and
current practice. Certainly the current practices of the global trading, finance
and investment regimes are premised on solidly liberal economic ideas. Yet
except for a brief and incomplete section on neoliberalism, Tan does not
confront arguably a more profound set of contradictions within global liber-
alism today than between Rawls’s ‘political’ and his ‘comprehensive’ liberal-
ism. To some degree, Tan circumvents this problem by declaring that
neoliberalism reflects not truly liberal principles but an excommunicated
‘libertarian’ sect. But this is too easy and not entirely fair. Although it is true
that liberalism has become more ‘egalitarian’ in the twentieth century (not
least through the efforts of Rawls and the development of the welfare state),
it never became historically detached from ideology. Liberalism as ideology
has tended to veil some inequalities in tandem with exposing and protesting
others. This raises the second problem: Tan fails to recognize just how divided
and contradictory liberalism is in practice. Although he is perfectly entitled
to ‘clean house’, he might also more readily concede that those with whom he
disagrees are still well within a dynamic moral and political tradition. In
other words, to paraphrase Rawls, we can have ‘reasonable’ disagreements
about what liberalism requires of us in our time and circumstance.

Antonio Franceschet
(Department of Political Science)
Acadia University

J.E. Tiles

Moral Measures:

An Introduction to Ethics West and East.
New York: Routledge 2000. Pp. xii + 334.
Cdn$128.00: US$85.00

(cloth: 1SBN 0-415-22495-0);

Cdn$38.99: US$25.99

(paper: ISBN 0-415-22496-9).

As the title suggests, Moral Measures: An Introduction to Ethics West and
East aims to be a contribution to the emerging field of comparative East West
philosophy and ethics. J.E. Tiles offers an elaborate and detailed exploration
of cross-cultural ethical thought, which focuses on standards of conduet in
diverse cultures. Three broad categories of ethical measures of conduct —
measures of the good, of virtue, and of right — are put under scrutiny and
the comparative threads teased out in depth.

In the spirit of this project of cross-cultural exploration, Tiles examines
moral theories within a framework of cultural studies. Ethical theories are
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seen as responding to general human concerns, but also as dependent upon
and reflective of broader cultural phenomena. The three categories of meas-
ures are connected with three sorts of theories: ‘(1) laws and rights, or
“practical deontology” ... (2) human exemplars and their qualities, or the
virtuous and their virtues ... and (3) teleological or consequentialist theories
based on an idea of the human good (14).

The early chapters of the book take up questions preliminary to this
exploration of the three sorts of standards. Cross-cultural studies of concrete
moralities lead to familiar questions about whether there is an objective
foundation for attitudes of approval and condemnation of moral conduct and
whether such a basis can be utilized to resolve or at least reduce uncertainty
and conflict. The social dimension is examined in the first few chapters, in
which Tiles gives the reader a brief overview of the perspective of the social
sciences on ethical phenomena.

The heart of the philosophical argument is covered in the scrutiny of these
three kinds of standards. Cultural traditions are organized and ordered,
producing legal institutions and the first ‘measure of right’. Law evolves from
authoritative custom, the shared sense of justice within a society. The
‘measure of right’ approach to moral standards turns on the notion that moral
judgments involve commitments to general principles. But since laws are
general rules, which cannot anticipate particular variations and so cannot
provide reliable guidance about what should be done in all circumstances,
we need to probe deeper.

Tiles appeals to Kant. Kant’s standard for all moral judgment of action
claims that ‘we would be true to our nature as rational creatures if we not
only lived by general principles (maxims) but by those that were capable of
being made universal laws. This meant that our general principles applied
to everyone without exception’ (183). This first basis of justification relies
upon the conception of a person or agent who has the ability to think and act
rationally and thus be a source of action.

The second category of moral measures is that of moral excellence: we look
to the moral responses of virtuous agents as the moral measure. The cross-
cultural theme appears as different cultures acknowledge different charac-
ters as virtuous. Here Tiles’s argument turns on a comparison of Confucian
and Aristotelian concepts of virtue. Confucius and Aristotle ‘believe that we
must seek to identify exemplary individuals (to be used as models we should
follow) by attempting to specify the qualities that make them exemplary’
(191). Central to Confucian thought about exemplary persons is the concept
of li or ritual practice and /i is regarded both ‘as an important force both for
forming characters and for governing people’ (196). Aristotelian virtues or
ethical excellences, by contrast, are states of character and the habits that
form one’s ethical character are ‘acquired dispositions to act or feel along a
variety of dimensions’, and in the right degree (203). Aristotle’s analysis of
the qualities of exemplary individuals rests on the possession of practical
wisdom. However, Aristotelian practical wisdom involves ‘the very thing we
had hoped to see defined, ethical excellence’ (213). An account of ethical
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excellence is needed to assure a correct analysis of the end of human action,
i.e., a flourishing life.

Tiles takes up this question in the first of two chapters on the third sort
of measure, that of the good. Tiles’s exploration of the Aristotelian measure
of the good is extremely technical for an introduction to ethics; it involves a
complex examination of the two versions of the Ethics, the Nicomachean and
the Eudemian. Finally, Tiles takes up the hedonist contribution to the
standard of the good, scrutinizing both the Epicurean and, rather too briefly,
the utilitarian versions. The only significant treatment of Buddhist ethics is
presented in a chapter on the self as a problem. In this sketchy and superficial
treatment, Buddhism is presented contentiously as a variety of asceticism.
The concluding chapter returns to the comparison of Kant and Aristotle and
asks whether a synthesis of these two thinkers yields the basis for an
adequate moral measure.

Tiles presents a sophisticated treatment of the enduring question of the
standard or measure of moral conduct. It is rich in understanding and offers
many insights on the questions and theories surveyed. However, readers
turning to this book for its announced purpose of providing an introduction
to East West ethics will be disappointed. The dominant theme of the book is
a comparison of Kant and Aristotle, two prominent Western philosophers.
Readers wishing to learn about the three main schools of Eastern ethics,
namely Buddhism, Hinduism and Confucianism, will not find these discus-
sions. The only Eastern theory treated in any depth is Confucianism, and the
treatment of the other two is scanty. As well, readers expecting an introduc-
tion to the questions will likely find themselves baffled by many of the
technical arguments, which are clearly aimed at readers with at least a prior
acquaintance with the issues. But these more technical discussions are mixed
in with sections that are introductory surveys, often excessively detailed, of
other issues. The main line of argument of the book is often obscured by the
clutter of numerous side issues, and the use of examples, which would be
illuminating if used judiciously, but instead are excessive and erect obstacles
to understanding the argument.

Wendy Donner
Carleton University

446



Massimo Verdicchio

Naming Things:

Aesthetics, Philosophy and History in
Benedetto Croce.

Napoli: La Citte del Sole 2000. Pp. 245.
US$34.00. 1SBN 88-8292-069-0.

A thing is what it is and not another thing: but equally, we might say, a thing
is also what it is not. Benedetto Croce adopted the path of negative determi-
nation, capturing, for example the poetic by contrasting it with literature.
Things are also subject to continuous change and therefore the act of naming
is always a continuous necessity: each act of naming is only a temporary
success.

The question posed by this book is that of a return to Croce, a ‘reproposal’
of Croce. But if we are to return to Croce, to which Croce are we to return?
Are we to rehabilitate Croce tout court or only those parts which we regard
as having a particular resonance with our current concerns and under-
standings? This seems sensible, and it also seems to be in line with Croce’s
own approach as typified by the title of his famous book What is Living and
What is Dead of the Philosophy of Hegel?. But this approach, as Verdicchio
clearly points out, has drawbacks. It presupposes the ability to separate out
the elements of an integral whole and to isolate and retain only those parts
which satisfy our present philosophical requirements. This presupposition is
flawed because it is likely to do a disservice to a philosophy concerned with
the life of the spirit as a whole; the distinctions Croce draws are never simple
and it is impossible to effect a neat separation of the true and the false. We
therefore need a different approach, an approach adopted in this book.

First, we must avoid burying Croce either under the weight of uncritically
sympathetic readings which wish to accept his work in its entirety, and which
are premised on the view that we took a wrong path in leaving his work
behind, and that we should now return to the true path. This cannot, argues
Verdicchio, be right, if only because it ignores the development of thought
since Croce and because it is precisely one which Croce himself would reject:
he repeatedly emphasised that his own thought was never at rest and that
the thought of those succeeding him would necessarily (even as they appro-
priated his ideas) revise and develop his views. On the other side we find
unsympathetic readings which simply reject Croce whole on the view that
his philosophy has now been wholly superseded. But this is no more satis-
factory than the first: uncritical rejection is no better than uncritical accep-
tance and each as unphilosophical as the other. Thus Verdicchio remarks (30)
that ‘we should return to Croce as if he had always been with us’, unblinkered
by his reputation whether positive or negative: ‘to truly return to Croce ...
we can no longer call ourselves Croceans’, or, for that matter, anti-Croceans.

In Croce’s work (10) we find a continuous attempt to differentiate between
what is and what is not history, philosophy, science or art. On the one hand
Croce wanted to establish once and for all the limitations and distinctions of
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and between the various disciplines, but on the other his own reflection on
these issues shows the intractability of the task, the impossibility of rigor-
ously distinguishing between them. But we nonetheless need to ‘name’, to
identify, history, poetry and philosophy in order to ensure their survival and
continuity. Nothing is fixed and the boundaries are fluid, but the need to
identify and recognise does not by that token vanish: a thing is still what it
is even if what it is is subject to continuous change.

Croce wrote that (117) ‘so great and varied, therefore, is the labor, the
effort, the awareness, the ascesis which a man must endure in order “to give
names to things”, to the things of poetry and literature’; and Verdicchio
comments (117) that ‘this is the final act of the critic, the act of differentiation,
whereby poetry and literature are named, separately, and where the rightful
name of poetry is given to its otherwise ephemeral and tenuous presence.’
Poetry exists ‘only by the grace of this act of naming, an act which names it
by separating it from all that is not poetic ... the rest is literature.’

How successful is Verdicchio in making the case for Croce? After the
introductory chapter the book hits its stride in the analysis of Croce’s writing
on the baroque, the aesthetic, Dante, Ariosto, Pirandello and Vico. Here we
find fascinating and often compelling accounts of both the topics and authors
named and of Croce’s responses to them, situated within the framework of
Croce’s overall philosophical position. to give just one example. Verdicchio
argues (204) that Vico, in Croce’s view, had not made the necessary distinc-
tions that he required of every philosopher, namely to accurately differenti-
ate between philosophy, the empirical sciences and history. On the contrary
he had confused these distinct domains, and thereby fallen into error, that
is, (for Croce) categorial confusion. These chapters on Vico are genuinely
illuminating; I would however make two supplementary points. First, Croce’s
reading of Vico may be flawed — but this does not affect the general
philesophical point concerning the need to distinguish different intellectual
domains; second, the question arises of whether distinctions of the sort Croce
is looking for are possible, even if explicitly recognised as provisional and
interim. A common criticism of Croce (for example, by Gentile and Colling-
wood) is that he hypostatised distinctions into separations; that the sails of
his ‘windmill’ (aesthetic, logical, economic and ethical) were left unrelated to
each other. Croce admitted of no philosophical overlap, only an empirical
overlap, between (for instance) art and literature. The unfortunate result for
Croce is that he was thereby committed to distinguishing and separating the
indistinguishable and inseparable; his distinctions were thus not only made
difficult through the everchanging nature of what he sought to distinguish,
but also because he set himself an impossible task to start out with. Croce
was so intent on avoiding the danger of confusing distinet domains that he
fell into the opposite danger of hardening distinctions into absolute separa-
tions, and then finds the material recalcitrant to his approach. Criticisms of
this kind are perhaps implicit in Verdicchio’s analysis, as for example where
he writes that (225) ‘Croce proves that even a very rigorous and precise
intellect as his own cannot distinguish clearly and distinctly between truth
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and error, between what is and what is not philosophy’: but in my view the
reasons for this failure could have been more clearly drawn out.

Overall this is a thoroughly worthwhile and enjoyable book which makes
good the case for a return to Croce through analysis of particular concrete
cases, although I would have welcomed a conclusion drawing the strands of
the argument together. It is a well-produced volume, although marred by a
number of typographical errors which should have been rectified in proof.

James Connelly
(Faculty of Media, Arts and Society)
Southampton Institute

Candace A. Vogler

John Stuart Mill’s Deliberative Landscape.
An Essay In Moral Psychology.

New York: Garland Publishing 2001.

Pp. xvi + 136.

US$65.00. 1SBN 0-8153-3658-6.

This book discusses J.S. Mill’s departure from Bentham’s model of utilitari-
anism. The cliché account is this: Mill jr., scheduled to become the exemplary
Benthamite, suffers a disciplinarian education, disregarding his emotional
and social development. He promptly has a nervous breakdown at the tender
age of twenty. Yet, reading emotionally charged Wordsworth, Mill soon
recovers splendidly and ever after romanticises about emotions and the
pleasures of ‘higher quality’. But ultimately Mill is incapable of renouncing
his heritage and produces an awkward ‘defense’ of utilitarianism that is
neither fish nor fowl.

Vogler draws a less simple-minded picture of Mill’s development. She
presents an elaborate account of the philosophical undercurrents of Mill’s
‘crisis’ in which the dissatisfaction with the understanding of human nature
so vividly impressed upon him became irreconcilable with the conscious
experience of his own character development. This book follows relatively
subtle hints and traces of thoughts that never made it into Mill’s ‘official’
philosophy; inevitably, this feels somewhat speculative at times.

Vogler’s main thesis is that Mill discarded Benthamism to the extent that
he rejected Bentham’s view of practical reason (but she develops no positive
account of Mill’s view). This view is instrumentalism, which ‘has it that ends
are supplied by what one wants and that practical reason is exercised in order
to make the world be as one wants it to be ... Affect supplies ends. Intellect

449



supplies ways of attaining ends. End of story’ (23). Desires are the source of
value, and there is only deliberation about the best means to satisfy these
desires. So-called ‘basic desires’ are primitive and not rationally criticisable,
whereas ‘derived desires’ can be criticised — as to their suitability to satisfy
basic desires. For Bentham, the basic desire of any individual and ultimate
end of her action is for her pleasure and the absence of pain.

Vogler claims that Bentham thought that this pleasure and pain resides
in ‘consequences’, which follow an action (33). Hence, it is only by modifying
people’s expectations of what will follow an action, mainly by tacking ‘re-
wards’ and ‘punishments’ onto their ‘natural’ consequences, that the value of
the objects of people’s objects of desires may be modified — if the general
interest requires this. But there is no allowance for a change of desires
themselves, * “from the inside”, as it were’ (34). As it happens, the criminal
desires the crime, but with the expectation of punishment it may not pay to
commit it.

Vogler says that Mill saw a problem of arbitrariness in this: on the
Benthamite view, people seem not to have any particular reason to have the
derived desires they do have. They just happen to have them, with no
potential for change. While legislation has to cope with such ‘arbitrary’
desires, morality should make desires themselves the object of rational
criticism. Now, how people come to have and develop the desires in their
actual internal structure requires a study of character. Awareness of these
mechanisms would give individuals themselves the power to efficiently inter-
vene into their on-going search for happiness, by character formation.

Mill was directed to these thoughts unexpectedly, through reading
Wordsworth. The effect on Mill’s mind was not to rearrange the payoffs
associated with the achievement of secondary desires, but to realise the
‘intrinsic worth’ of activities and aims. In particular, he realised that thought,
and the intellect, in his predecessors merely instrumental to achieve the aims
set by feeling, or affect, had independent value, separate from that bestowed
upon it instrumentally. This conflicts with instrumentalism. QED.

Vogler here seems to claim that Mill had to reject instrumentalism
because it assumes, via the traditionally mechanical associationism it
springs from, that ‘the attachment of feeling to thoughts was the result of a
causal process immune to the influence of intellect’ (44), but precisely that
was what happened to Mill in his crisis: he rearranged the pleasures associ-
ated with various activities merely via exercising his intellect. I fail to see
entirely why Vogler claims that, assuming instrumentalism, intellect would
not be able to influence the attachment of ‘feeling’ to thoughts (which
sometimes she confusingly seems to be equating with the intellect itself[85]).
She also believes that Mill himself did not endorse this either (107).

Since instrumentalism embodies enormous critical potential in the theo-
rem that derived desires are open to rational criticism, and therefore not
arbitrary in any disturbing sense, at least not within instrumentalism, much
of Vogler’s ‘arbitrariness argument’ must be based on the premiss that there
are numerous arbitrary basic desires (see, e.g., p. 84). But this seems clearly
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mistaken — at least as far as Mill is concerned. For Mill, the ultimate (causal)
end of all action is happiness, but, maybe unlike what Bentham thought, not
exclusively that of the agent. Arguably, this is the point of Chapter 4 of
Utilitarianism containing the ‘proof. (Vogler thinks that Mill's ‘pleasure’
refers to a ‘pleasurable’ mental state rather than ‘pleasurable activity’. See
Robert W. Hoag, *J.S. Mill's Language of Pleasure’, Utilitas 4[1992] 247-278.)

Anyway, the least Vogler needs is an argument, or good textual evidence,
to the effect that Mill did hold such a view of the human mind. Surely nothing
in instrumentalism precludes one from claiming that knowledge of the
mechanisms of character formation is important. Mill merely argues that
Bentham failed to see that some actions may be evidence of an ‘evil’ character
which might have a tendency to bring about wrong actions generally. Logi-
cally speaking, the most efficient locus of intervention, individually and
socially, could be at the level of character. But Mill clearly resists such
manipulative interventionism.

Another argument emerges in the last chapter. Vogler argues that Ben-
tham’s view of practical rationality cannot explain one paragraph in On
Liberty, where Mill defends individuality without explicitly claiming that it
is a necessary ingredient, or condition, of individual or general happiness;
that is, he defends it non-instrumentally. Even if Vogler's reading of this
passage were compelling, and much of Vogler’s exposition is undoubtedly
rhetorical (107), this might just be one of ‘those’ passages in Mill’s oeuvre
that are hard to square with anything he says elsewhere. Anyway it rather
seems that Mill's arguments don’t work.

Vogler's prose is elegant and her reading of authors such as Berlin,
Russell, Stephen, and, of course, Mill is perceptive. In many places she
exhibits great care in presenting her theses. Unfortunately, the book’s overall
argumentative structure remains somewhat opaque. I find many claims
entirely unfounded (80), and some arguments unconvincing and only tenu-
ously connected, or overly compressed (60). An analytic conclusion or sum-
mary might, after all, have been helpful too.

Christoph Schmidt-Petri
(Department of Philosophy, Logic and Scientific Method)
London School of Economics and Political Science
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Women of Color and Philosophy.
Cambridge, MA: Blackwell Publishers 2000.
Pp. v + 320.

US$68.95 (cloth: 1SBN 0-631-21865-3);
US$26.95 (paper: ISBN 0-631-21866-1).

Justice in the review of anthologies is always difficult, but the task is doubled
when the subject matter is at once so broad, so potentially contentious, and
so important. Such is the case with Women of Color and Philosophy, edited
by Naomi Zack. Unlike other reviews where a pretense to journalistic
objectivity might work, it cannot here. My position in relation to these essays
as white, middle class, and educated, but also as female and lesbian, locates
me both outside and inside each text — depending not merely on whether its
subject bears on my own expertise (philosophy of language), but on whether
I can assume easy travel to the philosophical worlds of women of color. I
cannot, and do not. And I cannot fail to know that my opportunity to review
Zack’s anthology is borne of the same paucity of women of color in philosophy
that confronts her. Acknowledgments made, I offer here reflections more
journal than journalistic, my aim less the reproduction of white male adver-
sarial criticism, and more remark in the spirit of a sincere desire to listen to
those others marginalized within philosophy.

Zack’s arrangement of the contents into critique, activism, and future
directions is instructive. First, it provides the reader a way to quickly focus
her/his attention on themes in both traditional and contemporary philosophy
from perspectives largely absent (or silenced) in the discipline. Second, it
discomfits the reader in ways useful to raising questions about her/his
expectations about what counts as doing philosophy. Zack’s carefully chosen
authors don’t do philosophy in the stereotypical style of the leisured professor
whose material comfort affords him disconnection from the world of blood
and earth — even when, as in the case of Adrian S. Piper, Anita Allen, and
Barbara Hall, they might be said to be doing analytic philosophy.

V.F. Cordova’s fine ‘Exploring the Sources of Western Thought’, for exam-
ple, traces the emergence of the ‘western’ leitmotiv from the perspective of
the relevance of its central questions to the cultural and spiritual context of
Cordova’s own epistemic situation. She shows how the concept ‘western’ is a
creation wrought more of the desire to erect a cultural identity against the
incursions of the ‘Other’ than it is of any internal coherence, especially via
the oppressive effects of Christianity. Similarly, Yoko Arisaka shows how the
assumption that philosophy is an inherently western and masculine enter-
prise serves to doubly ‘feminize’ Asian women both as women and as hailing
from traditions who do something other than philosophy.

An important lesson of essays like Cordova’s is that they offer not only a
view of the ‘western’ tradition from, in her case, a perspective ‘Hispanic’ and
Apache, but a view formed within the context of homes and communities
wherein the discussion of differing worldviews emerge as the natural expres-
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sion of the sometimes discordant mix of intellectual, cultural, and spiritual
practices. Joy James, for example, argues that we must take seriously the
epistemic value of community as a source of knowledge which confronts the
alleged supremacy and cohesion of the ‘western’ canon. Essays such as these
are neither applications of ‘western’ ideas to native, African American, Asian,
or Hispanic ‘notions’, nor are they translations of such ‘notions’ into ‘western’
frames of reference. Rather, they disrupt the disproportionate relation of
power between ‘western’ and ‘other’ (idea and notion, dominant and subal-
tern, North and South, masculine and feminine, Light and Dark-skinned),
first by deconstructing the assumed consistency of the ‘western’ leitmotiv,
and second by engaging it in critical discussion about its philosophical
relevance, a discussion whose disposition owes as much to the spirit of inquiry
acquired in home and community as to the halls of academia. Echoed in
different projects across the volume, especially those of Joy James, Anita
Allen, Yoko Arisaka, Linda Martin Alcoff, Ofelia Schutte, and in George
Yancy's ‘Interview with Angela Y. Davis’, each essay personifies the Marxist
task of doing theory to change the world. Moving quickly away from my initial
judgment that some of the essays seemed to be reviews of well-trod terrain,
I have come to realize that whether the ‘central’ questions in philosophy have
been answered (or even formulated) is nowhere in this volume taken for
granted. What seems at first to be a primer is in fact the far more radical
quest to query the questions themselves.

The volume left me unsatisfied in the best possible way; a project well-be-
gun but, perhaps like all worthwhile endeavors, leaves much to be excavated,
activated, or imagined anew. Hence, I shall end with some questions. First,
while I appreciate Anne Waters’ argument that fallacies can be taught
through the use of culturally relevant examples which move students to
esteem their own cultural traditions and to examine their biased assump-
tions (and what counts as fallacious reasoning), I am not convinced, as she
implies, that all worldviews are more or less deserving of respect. I am
reluctant to respect the view that AIDS is a punishment of a vengeful god,
or that the devastation of the World Trade Center and the Pentagon are, as
Christian fundamentalist Jerry Falwell claims, the fault of a secularized
America removed from its God. Waters doubtlessly agrees with me here, but
I worry that the cultural relativism implied by her approach undermines her
laudable intentions as well as the point of courses in critical thinking.

Second, while I found Dasiea Cavers-Huff’s theory of cognitive properties
very fine, an expansion of her argument for its evolutionary advantages
would have provided more compelling reasons to accept her theory. Third,
Zack’s excellent excavation of Descartes’ awake/asleep distinction would
seem from her introduction to subserve an argument for Descartes’ claim
that being awake is, if not a necessary condition, a better condition for
acquiring knowledge, and that this is connected to developing a clearer
understanding of race. Perhaps I misconstrue her intent, but anticipating a
return to these themes at the end of her paper left me confused about whether
her aims were primarily argumentative or exegetical. Lastly, of all the
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essays, it is Adrian Piper’s relentless interrogation of western ideas that
attracts me the most; her insight that the defense of racist and misogynist
social convention too often relies on rationalizing masquerading as rational-
ity is, as she puts it, ironic. Indeed, and for just these reasons, I shall be
looking forward to Zack’s second anthology.

Wendy Lynne Lee
Bloomsburg University
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