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tion of moral philosophy has. been

i utilitarian in its broad assumptions:

people ought to work for “the great-

--est _happiness of -the greatest num-._§

ber” of their fellow-! ; minorities

should submit to the interests ‘of the ..

majority. But utilitarian attitudes
are incompatible. with our moral

* judgment and with the principles . |

on which our Constitution rests. It
u.therefore,acmcialtaskofmonl

most extensive basic com-
patible with a like liberty for others.
Rawis has in mind here such baSic -

- liberties as the right to vote and to-

stand for public office; freedom of
science and freedom :)f thought; free- -
abridging these basic liberties, For -

utilitarianism claims that we ought
to seek the greatest balance of satis-

.. faction over -dissatisfaction for soci- _

ety as a whole. If this is so, however,
a -violation of the basic liberties of
an individual, or of a minority, would
be justified if the violation brought -
sufficient satisfaction to the majori-

i __ty. Such a philosophy could justify

slavery or, more to the present -
point, a suppression of the very po-
litical rights that are basic to our
notions of constitutional government.
A similar difficulty for utilitarians

elur the mdequacy of lmln.lmu
concepts and, more important, to
provide a persuasive alternative to
_them. In the opinion of John Rawls,
professor of philosophy at Harvard,

of.lustxce”.lohnknwlsdnwsonthe
most subtle techniques of contem-

porary analytic philosophy to pro-

vide ‘the social contract tradition

with what is, from a philosophica]

__;nm&%w
ies to the distribution of

wealth and % arrangements of power
and authority. In this domain Rawls -
is not an equalitarian, for he allows
that inequalities of wealth, power

.agree with Bentham’s view that any

the social contract theory of Rous-
seau and Kant provides the main
such alternative. And it is no acci-
dent that the Founding Fathers looked
to this theory, in Locke's version of
it,' for their main philosophical doc~

tradition has seemed umvnllob'le to
sophisticated opinion. For modermn

. men cannot take seriously the myth
on which the theory appears to rely

—an actual contract agreed upon by
solitary primitives determined to cre-

the first society—and modem
hilosophy has been inclined to

appeal to natural rights is nothing
more than nonsense on stilts.
All this will now change. For, in

Marshail Cobhen is professor of phil-
0sophy at The City University of New
York and editor-of “Philosophy and

point of view at least, the most for-
midable defense it has yet received.

In addition, he revives the English

tradition of Hume and Adam Smith,
of Bentham and of John Stuart Mill,
which insists on relating its political

in moral psychology and political
economy. Rawls thereby makes avail-
able the . powerful intellectual

‘Tesources and the comprehensive ap-
— -proach that have so far eluded anti-

utilitarians. He also makes clear how
wrong it was to claim, as so many
were claiming only a few years

back, that systematic moral and po- .

litical philosophy are-dead.
This was a rash, if understandable,

‘inference from the examples then -
—_before us—works like C. L. Steven-

son’s “Ethics and Language” and
T. D. Weldon’s “The Vocabulary of
Politics.” The subsequent renewal of

Public Affairs.” He is a member of
the Committee for the Study of In-
carceration chaired by former Sena-
tor Goodell,

political philosophy, to which Rawls
has made such notable contributions,
can be attributed in part to impor-

. tant developments within philosophy .

© 1972, The New York Times Co. All Rights reserved.

. moral obtuseness and the .

political rhetoric of our time. All
‘great. political philosophies of the
past—Piato’s, Hobbes’s,. Rousseau’s
— have responded to the realities of
conwnpom'ypoliucs.mditisthem-

surprising that Rawis’s pene-
trating account of the principles to
. which our public life is committed
_should appear at a time when these
principles are persistently being ob-
scured and betrayed. Rawlis offers a
bold and rigorous account of them
and he is prepared to argue to a

§

and authority may be just. He ar-
gs however, that these inequali-

Just only when they can
reasonably be expected to work out
totheadvmtageofthosewhonre
worst off. The expenses incurred in
training a doctor, like the rewards
that encourage better performance
_from an entrepreneur, are permiss-
ible only if eliminating them, or re-
ducing them further, would leave the"
worst off worse off still, If, however,
permitting such inequalities contrib-
utes to improving the health or rais-

ing the material standards of those
who are least advantaged, the in-

skeptical age that in betraying them  equalities are justified. But they are

it betrays reason itself.

Accerding to Rawls, justice is the
first virtue of social institutions and
the difficulty with utilitarianism is

that it offends our sense of justice. In____

Rawis’s view, the requirements of
justice can be formulated in two

_principles, and it is easy to see that

anyone who accepts utilitarianism
cannot accept either of them as fun-
damental. Consider the first princi-
ple: each person has a right to the

-

-..—justified only to_that extent-—never

as rewards for “merit,” never as
the just deserts of those who are
born with greater natural advantages
or into more favorable social circum-
stances,

It is important to understand that
according to_ Rawis it is neither just
nor unjust ¢hat men are born with .
differing natural abilities into differ-
ing social positions. These are simply
natural facts. (Continued on Page 16)
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other people. Let a psychiatrist

| show you the knack. .

How To Make Winning
 Your Lifestyle
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Winners are better liked, more tospocted. -
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-young psychiatrist, David S. Viscott,
M.D., shows you just what the knack is
and how o use it 1o win in almost any
situation. Join the winners' circle with the
book that shows you the way.

oW 10. "lllﬁke w:ill
Your Lifestyle

" he says, “and have

" way. “it is possible to start wi ng.” bave
things 9o your way for a change.” reason you can
is si inning is a psych ical knack that is perfectly

is
easy to leam. That is what Dr. Viscott gives you-in his book
—the knack of winning. .
For exampie, he shows you exactly: HOW-YOU CAN-BE-A- -
WINNER IN EVERY ONE OF THESE SITUATIONS:
You can't get 3 wailer (o take You have 10 make an important
T YO ey T T - OCIPION — —— - -
Someone culs in
Cintine -
You want to tum away & door-
to-door salesman fast

You want to get' a good price
for your house

front ol you

You want 10 keep an Irgument
from becoming a figit
You are tryimg (0-get an exam
grade raised
Your boss criticizes a job

from your doctor or lawyer
Your_relatives drop in or
lelephone too olten
You want a better job in
vyowcm-vy
ou want to start own
your

You have to doal with a
competitive person

phone operator is rude

ang unhaiptut

You want 1o turn off a foud-
mouth iaxi driver

A

You want to shake off a
panhandier

QU
ance of a young woman
a a panty .
You want the other feliow lo re-

veal what he really thinks
You need cooperation from a
difficuit fellow-worker
“Your gin's faiher objects to
3 YOUr marri
Your husband objects 10-your

Will Dr. Viscott's method
work for you? Take a look at
his Winner's Tool Kit

(page 8); Seventoen Basic
Rules for Winners (page 21);
Ten Rules for Acting With

Protessionals (page 223)—._-

Y?uf:-n‘lmto-“ Then j for L. Be a
for a change.

USTEN TO
A WINNER

At 34, the 2u-

thor of MOW T8
-r DAAKE" WENING
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: David

that we should eliminate these that W int 3
|} At Y ) cal opinion finds it
differcoces,_There is another _gitficult to acknowledge; it if.| .. . .

| and_social “lottery” is arbi-

tnryﬁ?mnm:lﬁ_ointo?mni“.. :
view. But it does not follow, onw is not | m‘m"’m plml
as. the equalitarian sSupposes, pigiorical situation of the sort

—worse off u little worse off-stitl,——choice—willbef:
if-this would enable us to make everyone in the “original posi-

] than the philosophy of utilitar-

nobody like Madame...
her story wouldseem
like a hilarious joke
except she rolled up
ahundred million ~ -
dollars.”—ANITA LOOS
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the well off much better-off. tion™ is assumed to be rational,
And this although it reflects i i

"] some of ‘the practices of the the same arguments. In the so- |

affluent society, is plainly un- cial ocontract tradition the
just. Rawls's second peinciple choice of political principles is
fits our considered judgmgents unanimous.

about the just distribution of By construing the choice of
wealth and power far better principles in the “original po-
sition” this way, Rawls has
ianism does. 'q-ans_fom\edthepmblemof jt
Rawls's formulation of the ‘4c® into & problem in the the
principles of justice is a oryofraponalchmeg.Andthns

cesstul
and is an accomptished

L +By following the plan Nis l
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—book_gives._he
ning his Jife style. You cam . "
make it yours, City

remarkable achievement and it
would remain one even if the
arguments he offers in its de-

the results of modern’ decision
theory (and of game theory).
Rawls argues that given the

than they are. But these argu- the “original position” (men do
ments, a Hobbesian exercise in not know whether they are

| fense were  less -impressive _yncertainties that _characterize |

oy ink
sense of justice. For, according of ignorance.” This veil Dre- | e iesipht spiitn! sod povsic, is os simply o
to utilitarianism, it would be the -wdnikn:ﬁﬁbh—d—l{h‘:
provement in the position of ing their own natural abili- | The First & Last Fresdom, Points the
the worst off, if doing sowould ties or their own positions in | sy for the individual to find him
secure a greater improvement the social order. What they do | Foreord by Aldous Huxley. $1.35
in the position of the well off. not know they cannot turn to | Lile Ahead. For the young individual
Indeed, utilitarianism would their own advantage; this ig- | facing the ishment with
.| even permit us to make the norance tees that their [ $1.45

fears, hopes, illusions. Throe Books—
1ist, 2d, and 3d Series. Each book $1.7S

At boolkastores, or postpaid retum mall
from Quest Books Dept. TR, Box 270,
Wheaton, IL 60187—or from 242 East
53 St.. New York 10022
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For business executives:

‘| owimportunt message from Dr. Albedf Ellis_ . -

- YOUGAN START USING GREAT NEW
PERSUASION POWER AND
—————DECISION POWER RIGHT NOW

—thanks to discoveries about your
~ rational-emotive Belief System

.Do you wamt more strength in your personal relations, move guts in your_ J.
-decisions. more downrigtit money-making ability in.any of your executive . | -
| SKills7 Get fo know your own { Beliet System. Five mi with

Dr. Ellis’ new book shows you that your Belief System is a collection of . suggests ‘ E
_built-in judgments and hammered-down opinions that you apply to your- PR padr e : especially not for the sake jnhibits a further raising of the—¢

se¥l and vour work. Think about that: Every executive has a certain point- we eschew P “:::. :tndmn—goods. Now, in- mmimun:. Rawis argues_that ¢

of-view that prolfoundly affects his income and his career. That is why a choose the two principles of sofar &3 the ‘Goncepts of Liberty, —gnce an - sdequate Social mink—
| 7ighi Betiet Systemgivesyou extra abtiityandextraethiciency. Butawrong_ | | justice ‘defined by Rawls, For,— &-the concepts 7 once an_sdequate ‘social ‘mint-
Betief Systeny makes you fumble, afid curses you with damaging mistakes. | | Rawls W © , doctrine of mum has been reached it wo
- - b gl o rational for men to gambie on mdul:aplsofthe_ be}mm.tomdeﬁ?:amm
Noted counselor Albert Ellis. himseif a succassful executive. shows you the utilitarian principle since it ?ll Mm‘ze MM m‘y's"“’: political rights l‘;"ymm""m"‘“.
how to RECOGNIZE YOUR OWN BELIEF SYSTEM. How 10 see the parts might, as we have seen, deprive as the right Lo oome 8‘“‘; st in
you want to keep and make stronger— them of their basic .liberties political right, such a that it would be unjust, in pre-

: and ite s0-  to vote, is in fact protected by  cisely the same circumstances,
How to see the parts you want to kick out—and kick them out. In short: cial minimum. Rather, the ra- the doctrine, for they will doubt ¢, perpetuate . certain- inequali- -
HOW TO QUICKLY CHANGE YOUR BELIEE SYSTEM INTO THE PROBLEM - § | ‘Gonal course would be to se- ~whether the right o vote in " gee |

ers

SOLVING! FRIEND-WINNING! MIND-CLEARING! CAREER-BUILDING! ‘their basic liberties and an fact confers a liberty as 0p- economic benefits if doing 0
BELIEF SYSTEMIT COULD BE. i ‘:;';m social minimum. For posed, say, to a power. will reduce the evils of ml;l ,
~You'l Want 1o-Xnow_more_ about the weell:proved theory of the Beliet § 1 "these “tiherties and: this mini- _.__Then, too, it is questionable --—distance, -strengthen commun:

y v - P - . i -—&ven - m— [ - -
System—and move about Dr. Ellis’ great.new.discovery -the-principles of - mum- will- be-necessary to-carry 'Mﬂlﬂl‘. libecties, 0 “tes, and enhance mmn_ ossit
rational :motiie psychology that gck it up. These are explained in one out their own life-plans, or to liberties, should be restricted bes for a fuller m
of the mast fascinati . g

‘theory. strong on the practical applications of your own Belief System the good, no matter what these Rawis ulhws. for instance, that All of this raises the disturb-
sight at the executive desk ighton the firing line. m—nn—mmmm free- P e - e
h - — g . :fmlou i i of an intol t_tv;‘hen mgmmnu-mfh
TuCpy executive can . i it threatens our security. Now TPoo> ; hts be
focus his brains, talent  FOR EXAMPLE: YOUR POWER TO In addition, Rawls argues, ob- . . Rawls's system, might not
f . i i i this concession may present no . )
g knowledge lor MANAGE OTHERPEOPLE .| taining these primary social th enhanced -by-the arrangements

goods provides the best assur- problems if Riawis means by se- of a_society that is in_fact un-_
“have every bit“of Knowledge yi ) ] ‘most fun=__curity the—se O our e et - n Rs ;
- ﬁm%u( getting resuits out of people damental good of ail, the good mstltutwlu. l?ut would we nu?: more equalitarian standards.
while you keep their respect and loyalty—but of seif-respett. Rawis's prin- be justified in restricting For i it mot ible that
Yo'l have trouble if you don't have the right, | | ciples, unlike those of the utili- _liberties of a sect that threat. For s gain-greater ; self-respect
- bersonal, deepdown Belief System. Relying |- tarians, take the difference be- ened nmot our liberty, but our )
s s v s, oo Vo || oeen v to b oraly—ytca secirey? And.are the.{rom beonginglo 5 scity e
* 4 "itchy facts-aboat love siobs. a ilities, ihadipe ily ity and ! <
A about approval-seeking, about influences from tal; and his principles _ goods of bodily integrity and even

constructive Belief System, you go straight theough thi
come up with an answer you are one-hundred-percent willing to enforce
and back up. What is it worth to you to vastly increase your “hatting
dverage™ of good decisions? It literally courd be worth a mithon doHars,
Decades of testing have proved that aimost any one of us—by himself -
—can quickly change his own Beli i 7
worth. Dr. Ellis’ book has just been published. and already is
causing a sensation. Order now. You need nothing eise. The coupon '
brings you the book.

FOR EXAMPLE: YOUR POWER TO GET THE MOST

- ARD THE BESTUUT OF VOIIISELF. o
As Dr. Ellis shows you beyond the shadow of a doubt—any executive
will do certain things the hard way, when the easy and better way is right
under his nose. No wonder so many worthy men waste their precious

nomic well-being,
| 1 back-home and influences from higher-up. also permit each man to pur- life im;lff msm“: some of their freedom, to the:
-5 'Audsimpledirections that anyone can follow sue his own emmphz;of the forms-'m Derty: ioe—in— Pursuit of high politicil pu:;-
- - - for new human-relations power thatcanrevo- | | e to the princi- = tions - will -inevitably —arise" to the uction of
only 35_95 " 77 lutionize your department or your business. ;.zd'ﬂﬂrz.,?'m are the same connection with economic and POses or p':,i ar? In-
. | for all. But these principles are other social goods. It lacks, = S o el inneove-
FOR EXAMPLE: YOUR POWER TO MAXE UP YOUR MIND crucial, for it is in the princi- therefore, as though R.lwlfdn- meat of social conditions is in-
Again. you may have the facts you need for making a good decision—but ples we acknowled in__ploys the term “liberty” in M&m
v : ve the anns . eredelung (
You go wrong. With_the same facts and the same situation, but 3 new, ought :_;: : ; i

) them.
stature many years pass, about the requirements of jus- . =
time. waste their strength, miss their chances. whip themselves into and much |:k will b:ill spilied, ut:;u will mt:‘:'m‘at themselves. Even if these speculations
Career hazards and even health hazards. Make your Belief System.an . ™ some will differ with are sound, however, they can-
asset instead of a drawback. and you'll wonder why nobody before before a satisfactory appraisal us, and that it is un- not justify the -equalluel we
ever showed you the simple cause-and-effect mechanism that now works can be made. Even now, how- Rawls Argue borm now accept or the impairment
for you instead of against you. And how good it is to stop being your own ever, it is possble to suggest just that some ol i of our liberties that we now
worst enemy and become your own and your company’s best friend? some points of criticism. into more favored social cir- endure, For our politics are in-
At Your Bookstore or Thus, I am inclined to be- cumstances ﬂ’d:: wm:;‘m be glorious and our high
" == = = “ORDEREY MAIL WEPAY POSTAGE = === =l | licve that the boldness and sim- e e than Rawis, does not enjoy extravagant sup-
S o b (s bt oL S .. Do V-1 | | depend on a considered, but To be sure, Rawis suggests that * port. Whatever o clae may e et
Send me ——- opyis) of EXECUTIVE LEADERSHIP. A RATIONAL APPROACH, questionab le, looseness in his  many °‘ the ‘lmm that :lcvl:loplstunerandmonhs-
by Allcrt €. P.0._ orgumawer of Tha Fameous En workihops bor 2mscrtees, @ $6.93 pos understanding of some funda- our society permits are exces- tidious sense of fustice, In mak-
Py povtpond lemctore sy chick for § - 0 mental political concepts. Is it _sive and he also suggests that tdious contribution to
- .- —— e - plain, for instance, that justice, itting them heips to un. ing his peerless Rawls has
Nome - and not some other standard, is dermine the fair value of our political theory. ‘mtribuﬁonto'
—— offended when something less equal liberties: But one would made a unique con !
A - than the e -to-be —clearer—about—the this urgent task. No bhigher .
Cay - Soom = I T" T W - is conceded? Would we inevit- sorts of inequalities that are achievement is open to a
T 0 e s lettevbaed bor oAy o= ably accuse a regime of in- in fact justified in order to “en- scholar. W
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