WILLIAM LEON MCBRIDE, Sociaf Theoty at a Crossoads, Pirrshusgh, Duquesne University Press
{disaibuted in the US. by,Humanitis Press), 1980, 171 pp-

"This book is = revised version of lectures presented ax Duguesne University in 1977. Iss
staed purpose is © inwoduce fnellectually sophisticated but nor universally well-infarmed
studens 1o social and political thought and to present an ariginal theoretical work, pethaps a sya-
thesis or prolepomena 1 a synthesis of worthwhile contempaorary curents of the Anglo-Amcrican
and Continental wraditions. -

Like Sartre, McBride msinmins thar we should combine “a Mandsn approach m
socipeconomic structures with a Frendian acd caiential atrenton m the individual as the souree of
ﬁeedmimandhcnce,:stheuumruﬁhelifewnddofmemﬁngsandﬂhmmdmucmms R
'(.F.V).Mcthodalogiﬂlly.dtmisasﬁllshnpcrﬁ)ﬂu.Fur.whiletbcpﬁndplewskofmdﬂ:hcmyis
maplninmdpmpuﬂ:nmoluﬂnnmmlunﬂuﬁs.lhcpﬁmxyﬁxncﬁonafphnnmghy,m:ding
o McBride, is o provide a phenomenologicel critique “The discipline of philosophy,™ he wrizes,
%uﬁqmmmdaﬁcdhdplhahhmim:mdmnﬁulquaﬁmhgoﬁﬂpmp-
positions. It alonc kas no mion détre apart from such an enm-pﬁsc.uoscpammbodyofknowldge
1that it needs w preserve” (141).

1 conmains a critical survey of theasies which have dcveloped in the msjor Wesem ’
'mumni:sov:ﬂhelnstthinyyeaxs.pﬂmarﬂysinccrhemdannﬂderIl.Asammyitmum
Jiverse writers such as KadHOmo Apel, Hsnmh Arcndt, Richurd Bernsiein, James Buamhaom,
Alberr Camurs, Simoned:Bennvoir.jnhnDewey.MargarﬂM:cdnnsld.Jmn—PmlSﬂue.lm
Sn-ms,M.id:guanlzer.Manehef.de.D.denn-—mngm:jts:afcw.Asnuiﬁquc.it:e
jecus almast out-of-hand theories which aim at being, or are purely, descriptive as well as those
whichmgmundndnpond-sﬁcalveﬁunsnﬁmlism_ Chapter 11, probably the best in the book,
dmilﬂd:emmdﬁnﬁliﬁunf&m‘s&iﬁgmdﬂhhﬁdm Chapter Il i devoted to 20
analysis of Joha Rawls A Theory of Justir, Robert Nozick's Anavey, Stase, and Utspia, and Ronald
Dworkin’s Tuking Rights Seriowsly. ltniwmnlsthnnm:dfurnhminingasymhmbetwcznthes:

ymmﬂshonﬂbcmployd.ﬁedﬁm'ndm:aMuxhnnppm:hmhlﬂﬂsm
und:smndnntmlywhymmepdiﬁﬂlgmupsnaiﬁmhumnneedsmdvalusmthcaﬂégnd
nmdsuf:hcdominantcmnomicsym—md.d:udbmwhy in types of | activities
mmdoﬂleuwme—butdmwbndh:cﬁonoughtmbcﬁkmbyway of remedy.

Two difficulties should be noted. Fies: Philosophers who say they are commited to the
ndkdqusﬁnningofnﬂpmuppnﬁﬁummldnmm&mqusﬁnndmhnﬁmMcﬂddemmﬁ;
without henefit of argument and with an #ir ofintellectual self-righteousness, thachis awn Marxian,
spprmchnntoglyisﬂ:ehﬁtwnyofcnnﬁngmundumndsnciﬂ-pﬁﬂ:alphmnmmbutl.lmpm-
vidathedhmﬁun,prcmmhlythebstdimﬂinnWmmdnymghtmuh.Nntmly is the
!‘on;:erchimduhimxsbut.givacBﬁchsilcnmabuutwhnpmiﬁmdi:mﬁnquughzmbenhn.
lh:lnmmslimp.ifnotcmpty.Sucond:lfﬂ:cpﬁnciplcmknfm&a!thmryismayhinamf
pmpwea:mulnﬁnnmuﬂmn!cﬁsis.ifthcgrimuy funcﬁonofphﬂnsnphyismpuviﬂca
phencmenological critique, and if that critique (lasgely becsus= of its original License) leaves behind
:nint:ﬂecmalwast:land.lhcnmdnlthmryhubcmmdumdmphﬂmphy. and philosophy in
nnnhasbecamduwdmnfnrmofnmmnﬁvznihﬂism. .

Whenlm:aphﬂmphﬂindulg'nghuthemsknfdaﬁningphﬂmphy.linmﬁamy
dinkﬂn:dxisishismmpnsaﬁmfnrdoingphﬂnsuphyinthepuﬁuﬂnrmyheisguingmd:ﬁnc
ir.ln.m_nnt'goingmpmucthislhuughtnnyfnnher.bu:lﬂxinkitwuuldbeusymdmwdut
phﬂmpbusdnphﬂmphyhanﬁayofways.mnkpﬂhnpﬁhmﬁu.MMEhﬁ:ﬁikmc
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But it does nor follow from this that all we have left is erftique. Of course, one may be wmpred o
argue thar, since man strives more toward avoiding pain thao seeking or pursuing the higher goods,
the fundsmental finction of philosophy should be upon helping avoid the pain which is largely
caused by the misuse of power and economic exploimsicn. This argument gains strength if we add
thar, since many more cleady understand how @ eliminare the bad mather than how to achieve
higher goods, and since most human beings are poor and needy, the primary functdon of non-efitist
philosophy ought t be thar of critique, 2 critique of bad living conditons and causally related
apologetic philosophies of Tife. Yer, with all this said, docs nat practival wisdom: also require having
jtive as well us negative ends? And does nota fuller undersiznding of history demand tharitbe
vicwed not merly as being ptshed by pawerful economic farces bur also as being often pulled by
the vision of a positively beuzr wosld? -
Philesophy can be both negnﬁvcmdpasiﬁvc.l:mndquihcorrmscﬁbewhnmnf
affairs oupht to be removed 2ad whar oughe w be broughe into being. Tv can describe o society
where vital needs are routinely met and where the shility m mest these needs is prowected by law.
Nonetheless, since there is both a plurality and a hievarchy of Basic human needs, it can also
describe the structire and prefemble distiburion of higher goads, goods which have their roat in
genetic predispasitions, such as socinl, selfrecpect, and sclf-actualization neceds. To rank ideals, 10
actually decide which of the desirable nceds or ends should take priority, is the task of o given
society or mankind in geneml. Bur o critically evaluate this hicrarchy and conceive of the theory
thar best helps achieve and protect them is the major business of ethical-political philosaphy. Now
not all philosophy is marked by an invincible faith in the rehabilitarion of more ideal wodd, and
not 28 philosophers have the vision and courage 1o choose and cleady describe the direction we
ought 1 ke But the best in philosophy is, 1 believe, so marked.

MARVIN KOHL



