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ABSTRACT 

The moral development of the adolescent and adult has been of 

great interest ta philosophers and educators for centuries, and recently 

psychologi?ts have joined them. The idea that we devèlop in stages 

which depend on certain social and· intellectual perceptions has been 
. 

put,forward by the French existentialist Simone de Beauvoir. Using a 

base of existential philosophy, she describes the stages by which it /. , 

is possible to attain "authentjc being", a way of behavipur invol~ing 
1 

intense awareness of ~thers, deep compassion,·and a need to act morally' 
(' 

at all times. :Such behaviour requires a constant struggle against 

self-decepti1h and laziness, but the reward is 'the throwing off of' 
'. 

indifference and the creation of a meaningful, active universe. 
1 '. 

Dr( Lawrence Kohlberg~ using tests on adolescents in many 
, ' 

countrie$',' has èome up with a set of stages of moral development qtJite 
r 

similan'to Beauvoirls. Althoug~ valid criticisms of short-sightedness 
1 

J 
,t • 

may ~ appl,ied to both, these theories offer; much of interest to those 
. 

concerned'with the hows and whys of ~oral development.' 
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! 1 RESUME 

1 • 

.. 

L~' développement moral dé 1 'adolesc nt et de l'adulte a Hé \ 
f . .' , 

intéresJant aux philosophes et éducateurs our-des siêcles. Réce~ent; 
l , l' , 1 

çà dev,ent intéressant aussi aux psychologu s. L'existentialsite 
• '1 , , 

françq'lse Simone de Beauvoir écrit que nous éveloppons dans des 
1 

êtape's, celles qui dépendent de certaines perceptions sociales e~ in-

ten~ctuelles. Coltll1ençant par u~e base de l'existentialisme, elle 
1 -. 

dê7'rit les étapes par lesquelles on peut parvenir 8 "1'exis'tênce au-

t~~ntique.1I C\~s't d'avoir conscience des autres ,d'une manière intense 

~t constante, d'avoir de la compassion. et d',avoir un besoin continuel 

Id/agir d'une/façon morale. Ce type d'action exige une lutte constante 
/ . 

/ 
contre la mauvaise foi et la.paresse. Mais la rêcompense, c'est'de 

.+ 
/ rejeter" ind'ifférence dt de cr~er 'Un univers acti,f qui a un sens. 

/ Dr. Lawrence Kohl berg, 1 u t aussi, SI i ntêresse a ce déve l opement 

/ 
1 

" 

moral. Il a fait un ex men" uttltsant les adolescents de différents 

1 pays 1. Les résultats 1 '0 t convatnc~ qu'il y a des étapes de la 'crois-
1 .. -

sance; les, siennes sont s milai~es a celles ae Beauvoir. Bien qu'on 

puisse crHiquer ces deux tMorils avec validité, elles offrent beau-.. . 
coup a ceux qui s'intêressent au pourquoi ~t>au\comment de~a moralité. 

/ 

/ 
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.. INTRODUCTION 
\ 

\ 
' t 1 a 1 ana ~:: i:

1 

:~s ::n:::n 0:0::::;:: :e:p::::1:: I~: ~:s:: i:: r
t

: ;: i ~ :::: \ \ ' 
"\ ta and suggests a t pe f moral ity. 1 will th~:!n examine two developmental 

t... '\ '\ '>tgrl ' 
~;" \ theories of moral growt\c osely t1~ to Hie analysis. Modern existential-

( \, ism has had a great i~flu~ce on many'fields of contemporary philosophy, 
;1 \. 

\ i \ and French wr,iters ave been Rar
o icularl~ticulate. Although Jean-Paul 

~ \~tre may be t"h~ best . ~ o~~ current ~nch existential1sts, hts 

: .... ~ lon~-standi~g, friend and intellectùal "Rartner s~~e de 'Beauvoir h,as also 

t ~"made \mportant written contr,ibutions.'.' ~ tre promi'iéct his reade'rs a ful'-
l \ / \ 
~ , ~. \ 
~. scale stùdy of"morà1ity near the end of à in and Nothin ess, and' has 
j ~' \ 

f / toûche~ Oni\\ occasiona',l Y, but has
J 

never deVê~Re~ the th~e. AtJ>hiS 

! point in his lt{e, 1t seems unI ikely that he will.:"" "\ \ 

f . Mll~de Bè!~uvoir, h~wever, di~ tur~ her attent~n ~o morality. 

~ The result was a st~u:Jating book called Pour une t,.1orale de'" 'Ambiguïté, \, 
! 0 \ "\ i published in 1947 and t~R~lated saon after as The Ethics of Amblsuity. 

f ~he existential point of vi~~ ~ndersta~ds moral behavior'as a process of ~ 

! ' never-finished choosing, and as s~ch sees it in a developmental way. '\ 

t Beauyoir uses. half of her book to refute untruths and misunderstandings \ 
~ 

l 
~ 

about êxi stential ism, .l8nd then goes. on te di scus~ the individual' s moral 
1< 

development. She posits a set of possi~le stages, showing her usua) love 

i 
• 1 

! 

'. for words and d~ama by gi'ving them.a11 titles. Each stage i'n development 
'. " . .' 

'\ . 
brlngs the individual cl oser te authèntic free moral behavior. ( 

\ 

1 

! 
1 
1 

\ 

" ' 
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The ~dea of stages ln moral development 1s not a new one, but, 

" 'Beauvoir has go ne to great intellectual lengths to describe each one and 

~to have them al1 make sen~~ith;n her particula~ PhilO~oPhical framework. 

~ ing from a completely different background twenty yeafs 1ater,Or. Law-

.rence Kohlberg, a Harvard psychologist, began to deve10p a Piagetian-based / 

~cheme 0 the stages of moral development. Kahlberg is a scientist, and 

thus ~ be keenly interested in finding out' if hi~. hy~othe~iZing has 

been ~ect; He has ~rea~ed a set of tests which attempt to measure 

moral development. Using them on samples of adolescents from var;ous 

countrl~S •. h." clalms hls result~n lie assumed for 'a,1lY popuhtlon. re­

gardles~ of culture and baCkgrOUnd~any have praised his work; many 
, '.. 

\ ' 

have criticized it. More attention Wil1\~.~ ~ 9 g.iven to sorne of the criticism, -

in chapter seven. -. ~ 
'.. " 

\ 

What ;s of interest here i5 the apparent complemeritarity of the 

stages of IOOral~ development postulated by K9hlberg and Beauvoir. They 

use very different terms, but the bas.ic processes of self-other relations 

which large1y determine morality seem mûch the same. The epitomes of the 
. ( . . 

moral man cre~ted by eacb author bear a great resemblance tà eac~ other. 

The scientific Kohlberg and the philosophical ,Beauvoir seem in agr~ement 
, ' 

on the highèst values known ~o mankind. She calls it freedom; he trans-

lates it into its practical societal meaning and calls it justice. Both 

are concerned with the encouraging of dignity and respect for' a11 individ-
, rt 

C 

uals. The kind of just society Kohlberg looks for would no doubt be made 
\ 

'up of the type of aware, self-transcendent individual Beauvo'ir writes about. 
. , 
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Criticisms of both their, theories can be validly made, but the impress 

of truth still makes itself felt on the intellect. 

It may be useful to note here that Beauvoirls ideas can be 
, ' gathered as much from her mar'!y novel,s, volumes of autobiography, and 

plays as from her few purely intellectual and philosophical ess~s: .. , , 

Thus 1 have made use of much of her writing·. When~ver possible, 1 read 

her work in Freneh. The translations of passages from Pour une Morale 
, 

3 

,are my own. As for Kohl berg, being a man of science and not a,t a 11 a lov'l:!r 

of words, his writing is presently limited to a large number of somewhât' 
-

re~eti tious journal articl es and lectures. ,1 have made use of as ntany 

as seemed necessary. The two thousand or more pages of Beauvoirls auto-

biography offer excellent insight into the developing thought of Sartre. 
~ 

In any case, she is quite honest about using' his philosophy as a spring-

board, and frequently assumes that the reader has familiarity with .his 
o , 

ideas. 

o 

.,' 
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Chapter 1: The Sa'rtrean View of the Human Condition 
1 

A. Life Without God 

. rt seems to make sense ta begin with ~a look a~ h'uman co nd-
-

ition as understood by ex1stentialists, using the terms and ideas of 
...... ~ 

Jean-Paul Sartre. Beauyoir, as will b~ seen,picks up where he,left 

off, an4 in some important ways parts company intellectually with~h~r . . 
f~llow traveller. 

4 

The human condition, in Sartre' s eyes, is a desperate one .. life 

itself is unasked-for, and comes as a shock and surprise to the'conscious­

ness of the newborn. Far fram seeing 1ife as a gift, it is seen a~ a 

burden, a difficult passage from nothingness toward nothingness. Only 
• • r . C:r by great effort can the individua1 make 1ife itself something other than' 

o 

a ridiculous ~rama of alienation and emptiness. There are no rul~s ~nd 

regulat;'ons, no givens 'and no God or gods in Sartre's universe. 'Thus 
" ' 

. we cannot fall into the atceptance bf absc1utes or sorne idea of'the 

Good, because we do 'net know that there exi~ts some infinite and ~erf~~t 

consc i ousness to th·; nk up and create abso l u~es and Pl atoni c i deas. l 'On 
the'contrary, the evidence of lÙe around us makes such an idea laughable. 

There is no way ,of cla~sifyiqg' human nature, or defining it,becausé each 

man makes himsel f and creates hi s min nature. 

What 1s shared, then,' as Beauvoir also points out, is the human 

condjtion itself. As brief as a lifetimé 1s, there are nonetheless count-, ~ . ' ... 
1 ~., 1 

less moments to live ,through, ta agonize through, ta create and uJ>e i,f 
c, " 

:one iS',not 'ta, be terrified, naus'eated,and bored with them. Life must be 
_'. ... r" .. 

,a process of taking and making yours". Beauvoir talks C?f holding onta . 

. , ' 

" 

. ' 

," , 
1 
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the past only by bHnging it in the di'rection of the fûture, filling 

it with ~ontinu;ng POs~ibil;ties of meaning for, the future as wel1 as 

present. The hoûse YOU' did not build, sh~ wrltes, becornes yours only 
.t! 

when you begin tp live in it. 2 'There must be an ongoin9 giving of the 

self ta the world, abjects and athers. 

What does the self have to give? Sartre has quite forcefully 

erased the idea of human nature. 'There is no pre-fonned self, ,no soul, 
~ 

, no essehtial you. T'he teachings of the major religion~ thus brushed 

away, Sartre replaces them with his harsher reality,. 

Fir.st, the person cornes to exist. Only after existence can he' 
" - r \ 

go on tOldefine and create his own essence. "ihus is barn the famaus 
, 0 

\ 

idea that "Existence precedes essençe." The coming into consciousness" 

the be9inning of exis.tel)ce, is' accepted as a mystery of sarts. There 

is no place even here for a creator God; human beings, along with th~ir 

other abilities, usually possess and utilize the ability ta procreate. 
~ . 

.. Where did it start, this' chain of being~? SartTe seems uninterested; 

what matters i5 the here and now, that we are here existing with no 
.". 

5 

God to support help, reward or punish us: How can we posit a un;\versal­

ly v~lid morality then? We have no absalutes ta measu~e our behaviour 

against. We exist singly and separately ,in 9ur empty world. Sonie 

write'rs assume that existentialism is'necessarily amoral because of 

its' emphasis on isolation and its anti-cO~unity fè~lings.3 But to 
, . 

interpret existentialism this ~ay is to see only part of it.· There may 
\ 

indeed be a strong distrust of universally valid~decisions, particular-
-

ly in Sartre' s work, but this does not totally cut ou.t a plc:y:e for in-

dividual moral behavi~ur. 

•• -- O' 

, . 

\.J 
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As Beauvoir has explained,the idea that if God 'does not exist all 
o , 

\ 1s permitted do es not make' sense. On the contrary, if there were a God 

6 

he could pardon and compensate'in this or the next life; since there is ~~~ 

not, human sins and errors are inexpiable. Thus the death of God movement 

leads one n~t to amorality or immarality, but ta total responsibility.4 
, 

It is now up to each individual persan ta make it important.ta be alive, 
, 

ta exist as an individual. It is the Y'esponsibil ity of the self to make 

not only his awn life important and meaningful,' but also the lives of his" 

fel~ow men, because there is no superhuman agency ta da it if he does not. 
\ 

Each-time that we chQose something, we are affirming its,valué, and it 
-

might be decided that it is good for us because it is good for all people • 
• • 

This Kantian way ET choice leads té a huge responsibility for each indiv-

idual at every choice and at every moment. 

B. The Creating of Values 

Sartre contends that we must create values for.ourselves, but we 

must repudiate ~the spirit of seriousness" which'leads us to c9nsider values 

as givens and transcendent. Values are never independent of the world . ..... 

They c'ah only have meaning when they are drawn from the very midst of human 

experience, and personally chosen. There is not an idea or action that is 

simply gobd in itself, good in the vacuum of a non-experiential context. 

Nor can we assume that an action or idea i~ go~d becaùse it leads~to desir­

ab' e c-onsequenèes. 5 To do 50 i's ta separate the means fram the end, the 

intent from the resul t.,and thi s is}a ign~~e the real ity of human experience. 

Somehow we are to choose certain goals, and reject others, and 50 assign 

more value ta one idea or action than to another. 
c;. r' • 

• 

.j 
1 

, , , 
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Despite Sartrels hard practical view of the world,in this matter 

he is somewhat romantic and imaginative. Hav;ng pushed aside many of • 

the more traditional aids in chaosing values he leaves the individual 
-, 

to make these crucial deciJions concerning action ~n the b~sis of,his 

~onscl.i~nce~ his üWn freneiic mind. (This does" not, however, imply any 

sort of a priori kndWledge of the good, or an inborn"sense of justicè; , 
t Sartre wou'ld have us rèlY on clear, analytic 'thinking and th~ promPtings 

which foHow from 't. It is a more ra.tianal than intuitive conscience 

that is ref~red to here). In reading Sartre1s work, it becomes clear 

that'the individual can only choose and crea te his own values when'he 

has accepted the responsi bHity for doi ng 50 and knows what he i s doi ng, 

that is when he has accepted and wills his own f~eedom. 

This is a most awesome re$ponsib;lity~for the wil1ing of one ls1 

own freedom leaves no place for compromises or easy outs. The burden 

is there, always, ta cho'ose for aneself and others/in a mature and wise 
a ~ 

way. To know and will onèself as free entails a recognition and willing , 

of the freedom of all others. Unless all are free ta c~oose, then mY 

choice ;5 not really free. The interlocking uni~erse allows for no iso-
- . 

lation and !Separation in the field of morality. 
, . ' 

C. The Use and Abuse of. Freedom and Awareness 

1 . 

Morality can only be a realjty whare there is f,ee?om. 50 liberty 

becomes the prime value, the ground from which other values grow. Tt 

1s not a quality, it is a reality one lives in. There:is an interchange 

in 5artre ' s The Flies between the creator God Zeus and his rebellious son 

Orestes. Zeus iS
b 
indignant that Orestes ,;$ defying h;s will and is de­

ciding what action to take by himself. He tries to convince Orestes that 

'. 
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, freedom is just another cause, another banner to fqllow under, anothe~ 
ft 

way of obeying-someone else. He speaks; 

Zeus: .•.. this freedom, whose slave you cla1m ta be .. 

Orest~s: Neither sl~ve nor master. 1 am my freedom . 

No sooner had yau created me tnan 1 ceased to be 

yours. 6 

Yet freedom is not necessarily a joyous thing ta choo~e. In a 

world ~here many men do not think for themselves, freedom frequent1y 

means exile'oan idea that,is reflected i~ Sartrels plays and in man! of 

Beauvoir's novels, such as Th~Mandar;ns and The Blood.of Others. The 

protagonists,.of these books are men: and women who take action, who think 
\ J) 

, and agonize over their decisions, who choose freedom for themselves and 

others and are often castigated and left alone as a resu1t of their 

choices. 

. History is full of people who have accepted total responsibility , 

8 

for their actions, and acted strongly and ma~y times. But to do 50 takes 

tremendous strength. We can only choose freedom when we have accepted 

the consciousness of ;t~ Ta broaden on~s consciousness~ to sharpen onels . 
awakeness,_is a neverending task. It is a task that cannot be shirkèd, 

however, as we have only this lite to live and are accountable on1y ta 

aur fellow men here and naw. If one accepts the responsibility for all . ( 

of his actions and accepts that he makes choices not just for himself but 

for aH men, anguish is upon hllm. 

Who can escape the doubts and indecision which follow on tHe act 

of again and again making choices for all human beings?, There is always. 
• u 
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the knowledge that we sometimes fail and err, and thus can destroy 

possibilities for others at every'moment. The world is th~own at 

Oijr consciousness without rhyme or reason, and/we stumble into ft as 
, -' 

9 

individuals. ' Not being able to break out of our individual' shells of '1 
" , 

consciousness, Sartre points out, that' there is a1ways some degree of ~ 

al ienation for the individual facing the rest of human society. The 
.' ~ { 

other is a threat and largely unknowablê, yet necessary ta my self-

knowl,edge. Furthermore, knowing the limitations, of my 0\'10 consciousness 

l must still make~Wi$e and considered decisidhs ;or my 0\'10 life and / 

the lives of these innumerable others. 

When the tension and anguish gets too great, the sensitive 

individual may not have th~ courage ta deal ~ith it. At times, he 

resorts ta subterfuges and deçeptions. To avoid anguish, Sartte re-

,minds us, 'we frequef.1tlr·de~~ive gurselyes. We a~t in bad faith~ 

mauvaise foi. We can chaase ta play a role, and then\can regard Qur 

behaviour as determined br that rale. If l am a socialist, l act as \ 

a "good socialist should act, and 50 have do ne away with th~ exhausting 

and frightening need to creatè and justify my actions and the reasons 

for' them. Bad faith has lIinfinite exp1~natory possibil ities ll ,1 and 

th~s can rescJe us 'from a multitude ôf difficu1t decisions and thoughts. 

The acc~ptance of less obviou~ givens or of social/ethnie categories 

are othet;~xamp1es of bad fatth. 

Yet there 1s a catch. It ts definttely not the perfect way 

out. /We 'must still choose which role we w;'11 play, and decide on the 

attitudes that will go with that role; My interpretation of being a', 
" 

liberal, or a Christian f or a conservative, might be' tota11y djffereht 
; . ' 

1 

1 
li , 
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from yours. 

So there we are, c~ught again beneath the weight ~f free a~d 
.~ 

authentic choice and decision. The tension may subside, but ~ever 

disappeari for th~ aware individual. 

There is yet another deep source of tension and iiienation 

, . for the existentialist. The aware individual is firs! cQnscious 

of:himself, but only 50 by deftning himself 1h comparison to'and pver 

against the rest of the wor'd:.~nd the6t~érs in the ~orld.· sartr.,e) 

terminology,here d~scribef our relationships with other .things and 

people in ttfe world. Be4ng-for-itself (etre-pour-soi') describes a 

,~conscious·being. The conscibuiness is directed toward someth;n~ 
other than itself"and 1t exists in relation to that something other. 

'0 \ ,,·.However, it is a failure in that it is not anything' itself. It 

strains and yearns toward being something in itself but exists as a 
, L 

,1 ack, lIun mangue dl etre ll 
• Su ch i s the typi ql hum an béi ng. He who 

ls aware of this lack and tortured by it is a consciou~ being. 

, Being-in-itself (etre-en-soi) on the 'other hand refers/ to an 
, 

unconscious being. 0fSuch béings exist, but the who1.e of their ex'is-

tence is absorbed in being whatever it is they are. The stone is' 

. totallyltaken up by its stoniness 'and stone nature, its existenee 

as stone. The being-in-itse1f has a pure, solid, concrete existence. 

There is no lack in its existence. It 1s towards this that the being­

for-itself strives, although the vêry awareness that allows him to 

know his lac.k and strive ta change it" dooms his prOject from the be-

9inning:8 $0 the relation of man te objects is fraught with tension. 

/' 

< ' 

J 
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Equally diffic~lt are the individual's relationships with 

other individuals. ;1 know that to myself 1 am subject, the main and 

central perceiver of and actor on the world. 1 can assume that ta , 

Mr, X, Mr~ X is subject. But to me, locked in my own consdousness,Mr. 
, 0 

X will .always be- 9bj'ect. What is worse, 1 wi'll always be object to Mr. . ./ \ / 
X. Others are prese~t wlth me in the world, but 1 relate to them far 

'/ / ' 

11 

differently than 1 relate-to myself. The other threatens my own freedom 

by his exi'stence, possible choices, and possible actions. 9 He ,negates 

. my' altempt at transcendence of mYSe-l f, my mpvement towards be,i~-in-i t­
/ 

self, by throwing me back onto myself in relation ta him. Je too can • 
1 1 • 

: ~ act and plan, and 1 rarely am aware of his decisions and plans. By his 
~ , 

àction it is possible that i will become only a,m~ns directed towards 

an unknown end. In this way he can take my respons1btlity fram me, or 
, 

force me ta unknowingly take part in 'an action or choice 1 would disap-

prove of if 1 knew of it. 
, 

But the picture is not all ble~k. There'is this ~ack Qf similar 

perceptions between ~s, and 1 will always be object to others a~d ~hey .. 

objects to me, but we do at least "share the material field of reality." 
, , , 

~ There are many unifying acti~his field, planned and unplanned. 

overlapping choices. Men may real·ize their unit y without knowing it,lO 

Sartre contends, sa ~hat the world is not real1y as solipsistic a place 

as ,it may sometimes seem. There still remains the problem that 1 nèed 
• c 

others to know myself" neèd objects to b"ome, complete sUbject. My <;. 

definition ~f myself dep~nds on what others define me as, afld my point 

/ , 

/ 
/ 

. ! 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

/ 

, 

/ 

/ 
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of view about myse1f may change'when others' perieptions of me 

c~nge. TQus 1 seem to be-free as subject jn my conseiousness and 
\ 

perception of the wor1d, yet am,a1so used as opject in order to 

attain my own freedom. Beauvoir, as will be shown, focuses on other 

possibilities of human interaction. 

lJoseph J. Kocke1mans, "Sartre on Humanism", ed'. ,- Contemporary 
European Ethics, (Garden City, N.Y., Anehor Books, 1972), op. 256 

2Simone de Beauvoir, Pour une Morale.de "Ambiguitê suivi de 
Pyrrhus et Cin~as, (Paris, Gallimard, 1947), p. 246 

/3Norbert,O. Bobbio, The Philosophy of Decadentism, trans1ated ~y 
D. ~oore, (Oxford, Basil ~1 ackwell." 1.9~8), p. 28 

4pour une Mor~l'e de l'Ambuiguit~, p. 22 

12 

5Mary Warnock, EthicS;Si~ce 1900 (2nd edition), (Lon~on, ~ ~ 
Oxford University Press, 1966), p. 136 

~Jean-Pauî Sartre, No Exit and Three Other P1ays, trans1ated by 
L. Abel, (New York, Vintage Books, 1958), p. 121 

7Warnock, p. 125 

8Jean-Paul Sartre, quoted in Warnock, 
edition), p. 119 / 

9Regis Jolivet, Sartre - The Theolo 
by w. Pierso1-; (New York, NeWman Press, 

,10Ibid. 
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Chapter' 2: mone de Beauvoi r 

A. Autobiography , 

The bqsic Sartr,ean framework and terminology having been re­

viewed, we can now move on to looking at Beauvoir's particular inter­

pretation of the human condition. Her personal bàckqround accounts for 

a great deal of her, early thought, ~nd the new directions her thought' 

took later in her life reflected ~~cif;c h;stori~al situations tfiat she 
, " 

and her 'society were confrbnted with. "sQ,rn in 1908, Simone de, Ileauvoir 

had a pleasant intellecbr;ti \-~hi1dhood full"of material comfort and books. ' 
". 

She had her taste of C~ristianity fram early years, at a ~atholic school 
. ' 

and pious mother, but dropped her belief in God ~oon 'àf~er her cfosest 
, 

friend died as a young teenager" This had an unsettling effect on'her 

orelationship with her parents, and was the start of 
\ 

as the rebel. Actually, Simone started out feelin~ - . 

her family rèrp~tation 
'~" 

qui te close to her ~'~ 

parents. She has written, "Any repro~ch f\..om my mother, the slightesl 

/ 1 frowning of eyebrows, disrupted my security;, deprived of her approbation, 

1 no longer felt 1 h~d the right to ,exist". ll 

But her repu~iation of-Christianity,) followed by her proc1aimed 

des.ire ta b~ a phi1osophy tÈ!acher and ta stay u~married, disturbed ~he 
l ' 

family. Beauvoir herself has noted her strong push for persona1 happiness, 

which she sees as a possible channel for freedom, and so we are not sur­

prised ta learn that she continued in her atheism and her studies aQains~ 
, ", 

everyonels wish~s. In university, at the a~e 0(.19, she met Sartre, and 

from that point on her 1ife has centered around him. A1though they 
(~' ~ 

neyer marrted. they 'have shared and conti nue to share a very full i nte 1-

lectua1 and em~~ional life. During the ti~e they were both in their 

. " 
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twenties and teaching, she,\was in love and highly optimist c about 
~ ... 1 

everytIH~g',,_, She was at ~Ithatjpoin~ of Kantian optimism whre you should 

i~plies you can,lI, she writesj and where will and-be1i~f c incide at 

certain moments of choice td affirmat~o'n.12 (Koh"berg "~ôes not seem 

to have moved past this po Hion, -as will be seen in cha,bter. 6). She 
, , 

fought stubbornly ât her jOb a~d in her private life ta achieve the 
1 

happiness she w~nted 50 mbCh. She1later accused herself, as cv young 

woman, of having ~mbraceJ the bourgeois tenet of aggressive individ-, , 

ualism,·a way of life that does not concern others. 13 (As she and 

Sartre were quite busy at this point criticizing the bourqeois way of 
1 

life, it is ironic that she w~s unwHtingly living it in many ways). 

When she was in her early thirties, the second World War broke . 

out and hit France hard. Suddenly her comfortable )ifestyle was gone. 

Sqrtre called u~ into the army, friends killed, and the suffering of 
,. 

mankind made/horrendously evident from firsthand reports of survivors 
o 

and the daily headlines. It took this catastrophe to shock Beauvoir 

and Sartre out of their rosy individualism into solidarity with their 

~ . "-

/ 

'fellow man, fram concern for"' the self (soi) to concern for 'others (1l au tre} .. 

- -Their/almost sol i psistic philosophi es chanqed to bec6me focused on 

recognizing the rights and existence of others. The tact that there 

was a responsibil ity between the self and, the rest of the living t'acting 

universé beca~e clear and bagan ta assume,pri~ary importance in their 

wri t; ngs . 14 
/ 

Both survived the war, and'both were changed great1y. Sartre 

became qui te_ invo1ved with the French resistance movement dur;ng the 

war, and they both sUPPQrted the French l eft w;ng movem~nt ,after the war.' 

'Jt Rg, 7,. 1 i)J Il,:~ ~. 1*.' 1. ~,..,.,. .. W-~+1# " .. ,tYiI'lfiMttfJI.?tMfl·· •• u'Fi'*mtr •• rc .... "~ 
• .-. ~ -", : \' ... .Jrl,.,. .. ~~~~\ ,..~"I~...,.. .. , ,- - - -, l 
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\', ~ 
Lectures ,and rave 1 tours became cOll111o~~e and b'oth Beauvoi rand -

'. 

, 
Sar.tre pub1ished nrious items and letters in the press,. Sartre was 

he more famous of e two, but Beauvoir alsQ was quite busy. Her 

writing beca~e more cle ly ethical, ~nd more focu~ed on making sense 

out of·life for mankind as whole. She had final1y realized that 

sil~nce, inaction and absenteel are also choices, fatal ~hoices for 
. '! 

the irydividua1.With a consciousness strikin~11 aware of others, Bea~.oir 

has written and spoken on her own and a sa worked/witR Sartre for the 

last 30 years. She was i,nter.ested in rela ,n9 her own experiences and 

percepti ons ta others, ta share her; 'own growth s a person, sa she. set 

out to write a one volume bioqraphy;, it turned into our as her fascin-
/ ' 

1 ,;. ,_ 

ated readers kept asking her "Ançl then ~hat happened?" e of her bi 0-

graphers, has noted that a drivi ng forc~ in her 1 Ve has been "the need 

to feel nece~,sary, and the attempt to justify'her lite by particip ion 

in' essentia1 activity:u 15 i\ 

Despite havi ng 1 i'ved through and shared many of the same ex-
; 

,periences of despair and horror during the war, B~voir came out of it 

aware and concernéd but still hopefu1, where~s Sartre ecame more pes-

s;m;st;c than ever. Sar~re, as already noted,developed t idea of human 

eJ<istence as absurCt-, and ,seems quite ready to discard many po'ssibi·1ities 
i , 

of individual potential in emot~al, ethical and spiritual spheres.· Yet 

Beauvoi r, immersed in the ~ of '1 i vi ng, comes. up with a different set .. 

" of ideas. 
a 

She has been characterizeQ as having a certain naivete, and<even 
1 

of(c ing out in favor of an noften quite Channing form of romantic in-

/ 
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, div;du~lism."16 This ability of the individual to act on his/her own, 

unaffected by the ~ociety and forces around him, is something that 
1 

Sartre wou1d likely scoff at. But it is true that Beauvoir has 'a def.-

inite'romantic, at times almost visionary, flavor to ,her writing. ihe 

reason for this goes back to her own particular analysis o~ the human 

condition. AgreeiD9 with Sârtre's basic observations and definitions, 
/ 

she cornes up with different éonc~usions. To Beauvoir, the human con­

ditiùn is not absurd but ambiguou~, and that is the key to her more 

positive attitude. 

B. Ambigutt~ of Existence 
\ 

Beauvoir certainly qoes along with Sartre in his descriptions, 
, , , 

of angst, .~espair, alienation, ~d bad faith:
o 

Beauvoir WOUld, likely 

agree with Kierkegaard's statement that the intensi~y of our despair 

,increases with the intensity of our consciousness,,17 and she seems to 

fee,l ,it ta be a human responsibility to ever expànd our consciousness 

, o~ self a,nd 01:\ers. Beauvoir, howevèr, has a tendency to see both sides 

oT the coin; perhaps her analytica1 'father and more mystical mother'have 
" 

influeneed her more than she would like to admit~ She has written of the 
.' 1 . 

need to confront the two truths of 1 ife, both the gaiety of existing and 

th h f f · . h.' . t 18 F d . t th d . ff' \ 1 t . f . , e orror 0 lnlS lng eX1S enee. or, espl e e l leu les aClng 

the aware person,the ambiguity of existe~ce leaves open pos~ibi1;ties 

for love, happiness, and right action. Life may,'at times, be4 a thtng 

we are indeed unhappy to lose. A look at her autobiography confirms 

this. 

Beauvoir herself has experienced many warm and fulfilling re-
1 

lationships, travelled to many eountries, and participated aetively 

/ 
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in various political activities. Her readers will recall the many 

page,s s'he has written delighting over a v;.ew fram a mountaintop, a 

discussion with a friend, or even a good meal. Yet the fact that she 
~ 

'1 1 : 

has spent her life searching for answers and for order suggests that 
\ 

, 

she is just as aware of, the injustices, sorrows, and isol'ation that 
1 1 

li{e invariably brings to the thinking person. It,seems to me that 

she has put sorne of her own early doubts into the mou th of a young 
, 

discontented man in her novel The Mandarins. In the midst of a serious 

political discussion, where everyone is busy voicing his definite ap~ 

i ni ons and" eager pl ans for acti ons, the you-ng man says, 'uWhen you begi n 
~" " ~ 

a~king yourself questions; nothing stands up, There.are a lot of 
, 

values you Ire suppased to take as fundamental facts-. In the name of 

whaj:? When you get ri ght down to it ~ why freedom? Why equa l ity? 

Ooes justice have any meaning? Why give a damn about other' pe~ple?1I19 

It ~s exac~ly ~Ch questi~ns Beauvpir addresses herself to. 

. The amb~ity of our existence can be described in sets of 

paradoxes_, Out of the seeming.ly contra'di ctory facts of human 1 ife we 

create our essence. We each have what Beauvoir calls IIthe tas te of 
[ 

our own life on our lipsll, y~t we feel ~nsigr'lifi~ant in the midst of 

that mass of others who make up the entire world. To ignore them is 
\ 

possible only to certain people, that is only ta people .at certain 
1 .. f ._'l .... 

;',r ~'l 
b • ~ , 

l'evcels of thinking and perceivi ng. For Beauvoir, ignoring others is ", "':1 
~ ~ J., ....... 

.-)...,~ ~ ~--

unthinkable and an impassibility. In the midst of these others, then, ':!i 
;:e.", 

~ 

we create ourselves and' Quractions and thus become individuals. 9ut/ 

choice's, what we d'o, are all-important ta each of us. Yet we are also 
1 

a 11 confronted)'li th the certain knowl edge that ,at sorne poi nt each ane 

I~~ ( • f,~ 1 ... ,~:.\: 
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.... 
of us wtll die. 20 ~s the value of life all-important, or is it cancel1ed 

out by its unknown length and certain transience? Bath, Beauvoir would 

probab ly answer. " . ~ . 
\, .-

Actepting Sartrels ideas of'being-for-itself and being-in-itself, 

she discusses the failure of the persan to be totally tak~n ~p in ;tself, 
~ "" ' . 

ta hâve the lack of self-consciousness that a stone has. But she goes 
, 

one st~p farther th~ Sartre, who sees our yearning for being-in~itself 

as caus.e for anguish only. Beauvo;r writes that in denyiflg ~negat;ng / , . 
, ' 

the "negation, weare affirm;ng existence as positive. As all good lang-
,~ -

'uage, teacher~ know, a double ,~egative in English çre~tes' a PQsitfv~:" 
And 50, in knowjng and feeling that l,am not mer:e1y not - stone, 1 am 

making a positi~e if vague' statement about what l am.' .To b~ more aç- . i' 
• 1 l ' ~ \ / 

curate, 1 am'm~king a positive stateme~t that 1 a~. Assuming the fail~re 
• 0 ! 

to 'exist in the~total t completely lI"nselfconscious'j manner of a tree,...w~ 
/ 

can yet live out of the ambiguous sit,Ltation of being this lad of tita1 

1 
/ 

being. 
" ' 

Another W!ly to. describe the ambiguH:y of our 'existence ;5 to-, . .... 
look at the sUbje,ct - object pr6blem. GiVen that we ex;st as manqùé 

d'etr~, knowing that at sorne point we'w;ll cease to function as human 

beings, we also have the rest of the world ta contend with. We have 
f~ 

already 90ne over the idea that we ne~d others,in order tO.e~ist a~ 

subj ects, yet others are objects to us and w~ w~ 11 a lways rema,i n 'obj ects·1 

to them .. So, then, are others helpful to our personal growth, or' de~ 

stroyers of/iden~ity ~;nce they dq ~ot perceive us as subj~cts? They 
C> • 1 . " " . 

are both, and they are necessary to us whether or not we like·.that fact. 
o 

The ambigu;ty of our existence as'moral beings follows the same 

" . 

, 

{ 

, " 

" 

, 
1 

( 

l , 

,; -' ',... ~, f..'; 4 f 1 ~P" lilu{llJrMII Pi .... VllWn_!II ...... l!.t~ .. hrt'9l\ll._,~" / 
••. #, ••.•.• ,,_ •.. J • • ,_~~J __ •• ~_~.--l..G.L~_ .. " .. _ .......... J ....... I.-.1l • ..,,~.r.....,..._~~ .... ~ ..... L.Loo. ..... '.1..n.l..' ."-hM .. ,",, ...• " .. ., ..... , ••.• \ •• '~.t ... ' _ ... _."LY*J_ ...... ~. ,~~, •• __ t<..,,,..JL;;) 



( 

'. 

"1 e Il' r JI •• 

19 

pattern. Ta develop morally in isolation is impossible. We can develop 
A~ ~, 

morally only as a result of social interaction, only as a member of var- , 'D 
d 

ious ,groups. However, as will be examined in more detail later, we are 

- acting in the most moral wa~possible whel1 we leal/e' behind groupoJudge-
~ " 1 " 

ments. ~ideas, and traditional values and learn to develop our .. own 
• ....;: J~ .... 

. persona l res pons es . Without the group we are moral imbecn es, but we 

~ 

1 

must break from the group ménta l ity if we' are to become truly adyanced 

, in the ethical realm. Choices must \ltimatelY be unique, yet on~ls 
capacity to choose depends on having been pa~t of the typical group 

" 

choices before. Genuine pers'onal choice, de Beauvoir contends, is-a 

way of facing' up to real ity and escaping the temptations of act,ing out 

,Slf bad faith. 

C. Fteedom as the Supreme Va 1 ue 

To act in good faith, to make real and valid choices, we need 
o ' 

arways to' opt for f~eedom~ Beauvoir is convinced on this point,- and it 
\ ) '" 

turns up frequehtly in her'various philosophical writings. It is more 

sUbtley sugg~sted in her novels, and one can exami"ne her own 1 ife to see 
l 

the way in which she believes such a phi10sophy can be ~arried out. She 

understa~ds freedQm ta be the original cOQdition of al1 justification for 
, , 

existence. It is the creating of our freedom, a continuinq process,_ 

which is the creating of ourselves and the realizing of our human-ness. 

Pushing ~ast the ~ga~ng of the negation, we choose freely if not what 

an~ who l're will be,' at reast the directions vie wish ta go in. 
, . . / 

For this reason, freedom is the source of:all other values. In 
, 

'actfng freely we may also be acting wisely, with an ;nterest in peace and' 

. " 

1 
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co-~peraiion, etc., pût none of these things are possible without 
, 

choosing freedom first. Beauvoir sees freedom as the earth from whtch 

20 

th~ other values spring up. With ~o earth, we can'make only imitations 

of plants ~nd flowers; opting for peace without freedom,:~ get only 
, . 
an imitation of peace, we act from mauvaise toi. Beauvoir feels that 

o 
.: .. 

freedom is not a value outside of me that l decide to adhere to ab-

stractly, rather it is the cause of mY real being. Because of this 
, 

understanding of freedom ~ the basis for all morality, Beauvoir writes 

'that to want to be free and to want to make the best moral choices is 
~ 

the same'desire. 21 The decision for the former assu~es the coming 

into being of the latter. 

Beauvoir points out that being free is not'a stage that one .. 
can reach and, once there, sit back and sigh' in relief. Freedom is 

never a permanent way of being. There is constant tension as one strives 
",' , 

to b,e free. It i s never fi na 11 y' rea li sed, it i s a lways bei ng rea li sed. 22 

Once m~re" ~he ambiguity is reflected. We have the possibility of valid 
~ 

moral judgement and action, but we are always struggling to attain it ... , . , 

It..is neve,r' âttained once-for-all. This con;tinuing struggle is the only 
G 

thing tbat can truly justify the effo~ts that we make .. 6eauvoir seems 
~ . 

. to suggest that efforts, no matter how valiant, directed towards other 
... 

ends will ultimately prove to be failures or somehow ineffective.' 

Efforts to use onels liberty can be directed to various pOS$-
/ 

ibilities, depending,on-the·situfttion. More will be said ~bout this Q 

later in ,the paper. The self that strives for freedom creates projèts, 
• ., 0 

projects or goals which help us to become ourselves and realize our 

• 
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humanity as positive thing rather than as a lack. Thé, continual 

nature of the choosing of freedom means that new projects are-always 

being created, and thus new futures. 23 The free, moraL pers on always 

has an open future, since hé chooses and create~ its possibilities at 

every moment. He.i s not locked i nt,o unchang i ng goa' s, nor does he 

follow a cause. The responsibility is awesome, but allows one the 

chance of livinq ful'y out of the condition of ambiquity that we find 

ourselves in. o 

. What is the relation of freedom to other :Values? We have al .... 

ready said it is the source of oth~r values, 50 it clearly stands at· 

the top of any hierarchy.Yithout it~ there would be no hierarchy of 

m9ralit~. Being f~ee, being moral, or to, use another of Beauvoir's 

favorite terms, ajthentic bei nq, means cohere~t ex i stence. No other .. , 

" ' value can claim that, writes Beau;oir.Vithout freedom we cannot choose, 

but it is assumed that some will couraqeously opt for freedom and will 
, . 

choose. 50 freedom çan lead to the recognition and acc~ptance of other 
l 

values. Beauvoir has written that the only true good is liberty, which 

21 

\ belongs to the individual and only to him, and takes him above all things 

given. This liberty may be beyond our attainment, but we strive for H.:4 

The authenti'c persan is one who is intensely aware of the rest 

of the world. Thus the truly moral person acts in an interrelated, 

interlocking un;v~ ,e, " Beauvoir's description of the world parts com-

pany w1th the more solipsistic system that Sartre seems to see before 
'Il 

him. The p_ossi~i1ities for the self have everything 'ta do with tbe 

judgements ànd actions of ôthers. The attainment of freedom has to do 

" 
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with human dignity. worth. and respect. For Sartre, this ;s because the 
-

reality of freedom 1s a process which g;vês the emphasis tQ reas~n. 

which he sees as 'a liberation force frOill the detenninism of the emotions 

and p~ssions.25 He'~eems t~ conceive of emotiqn as a clouding and ob-

scuring sort of, energy, and of reason as a clarifYing force. This would .. 
certainly help,explai'n his lack of belief in human solidarity or poss­

ibilities for worthwhjle and supportive,group interaction .. 
, 

Beauvoir does not share his bias against emotion at all. She 

seems to be interested in the balance of all human ener~1es within each. 

individual working to~ether for moral choice. She has noted about her-
,\ . 

se1f that she is prouD to have both a clear, analytical mind and also V 

deep, warm feelings and the,ca'pacity for more intuitive knowledqe. 26 
o 

Although she reqards the former as a typically masculine tr~it and the 
, 

latter as an essentially femini,~e trait, she values both equally and is 

, most happy to find both qualities in any one person. 

~II Freedom;s accepted as the foundation of all possible morality. 

It is'understood as the main source for all other values, since without 

it none of the other value~ have their full ~eaninq and effective force . 
. 
To live freely, since it is a condition of authehtic being, is not a 

, 

stat~c ~ay of life. Rather it is a way tha~ must be chosen continuously. 

It is a nécess'ary condition for that sort of personal development and 

affirmation which has been called self-actualization by the humanist , ' 

psychologists. Freedom for the individua~ cannot be realized until the 

individual is intensely aware of the needs, desires, and proble~s of 

others, and then acts from the basis of this knowledge and understanding 

..1 

~1 
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of thè world. In making choices and utilizing freedom, bath reason'and 
'. 

emation are important elements., They should work in harmony together. 

If the choosing ta affirm anis lack of being. the choosing of 

'freedom and a~areness is so difficult, what'do we get out of it that 

makes it ~orthwhile? Why not float along only half-aware through life, 

fal1Qwing the ideas and values of others? Sartre contends ~hat we are not . 
truly alive and nDt comfortabl~ with ourselves when we give in to sGch a 

way of life. Ta act from bad faith may be easy, but it is not a fulfill­

in~ and satisfying 'way to exist. It makes no attempt to deal with the 

alienation and angst in a constructive way. Yet, for Sartre, even the 

continuing attempt to be free does not make other things clear. 
, 

In Being and Nothingnes~ he seems to finally decide that, even 

working from the basis of free moral ehoiee,no other value judgements 

arè possible. 27 His basic ethical theory has a nihilistic tinge to it. 

,Authentic being is set up as the only standard of moral judgement, but 
-

he does not go on to specifu what the authentic being should work and 
/ 

fight for. He does say that one must know that one is free, and thus 

unite one1s whole being in sorne activity.28 Commitment of this sort is 

all-important. But commitment to what, or what kind of activity? Here 

Sartre offers no suggestions. One writer has noted that to Sartre the 

specifie action chosen is not so important as the degree of consciousness 

that the action possesses of its ideal goal. 29 Ta know that onels action 
, ç 

has been reasonably, clearly, and freely chosen may be more important 

than what it is one does. The originality of the act is significant, 

but it need not be particularly creative in ord~r to be valuable. 

a 
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Nor does Sartre understand freedom to be a value that helps us 

'in o\Jr search for self-identity or in our re1ations,with others. Beau­

voir, writing about Sartre, has des,cribed his idea that,sometimes cir­

cumstances can steal our~indiv;dual possibilities away fram us, such 

that no individua1 salvation is any longer possible. Collective struqgle 

becomes the on1y thinq left. 30 Yet how mucn can one expect from a group 

of beings who are, in Sartre's words, only a bunch of "useless passions"? . , 

We are aware of the existence 'ot these others, as they keep us from w~at 
, 1 

we most want at times. If 1 am free, then others tao must be; yet others 

are not free, and 1 cannot be free alone 'since 1 cannat exist a1one. 

Sartre does seem to suggest that encouraqing the treedom of others is 
,~ , 

C valuable3l , but he never gets to the point of offering a set of se.çond-

ary values and concrete aims. Nor"does he offer much hope about the 

possibility of significant relationships between the self and the rest 

of the world. 
. 

For Beauvoir, the recognition a~d acceptance of freedom as the 

supreme value helps us to determine sêtondary values, possible actions, 

self-identity, and our,interaction with others. She finnly believes 

that the world can be knpwn, or~ered, and given meaning by the effor~s 
, 

of sensitive lndividu~l~ who pe~ceive the ambiguity of existence. This 

meaning comes about not throu~h reflection in an arrnchair, but throuQh 

thoughtful involvement in the world of others. Her lack"of reliance on 

reason, Sa~tre's fal1back, may be one of the things that gives her a 

more other-oriented outlook. One writer has noticed Beauvoir's desire 

ta confront reality in its ambiguity and opacity as an astonishing pro-

'-
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cess, n"ot a~ :something reduced ta merè facts ta be reasoned over. 32 

/ 
For exampl e, she has wr'i tten that ea'ch of us "experiences his own con-

science as an absolute. How can sever~l absolutes be compatible? jTh~s 

i s somethi ng as mysteri ous as 1 ife or death ".33 She does ·seem to fee1 

that the fo1lowing of one's conscience can, in certain individuals, 

lead us to find values which follow from the dominant value of the en-
<'l. 

courag i ng of fr~edom in our own 1 ives :nd others" 1 ives. 

J 

25 

Beauvoi ris moral" theory, it has been written, seems to be .a mix 

of Marxism and Kantianism. It is a mix of universality, universal res­

,ponsibi1ity, and the desire of freedom for a11' people. 34 She has, fram 

her own evidensg in the autobiography, been·drawn to both Kant and Marx, 

as'we1i as to ether philosophers, and she takes 'what she finds valuab1e 

~ from each. She exhorts us to be moral, to choose freedom. The most' 

important virtue is to be committed ta the freedom of others, and other 

virtues will follow from that one. An example of commitment and action 

in her own, lifè wou1d be her strong support of and participation in the 

French Resistance movement ,durinq the war, and her,left~wing political 

activities in the post-war years up to the present. , 

From her books The Woman Des troY:d;, The B l ooJ! of "Others,~ The 
'" 

Mandarins, and her play Useless Mouths, we get sorne fndications of th~ 
.. 

/ 

values that,seem to follow.from a perpetual commitment to freedom. Sorne 
; 

of these values are tenacity,' honesty, integrity, and a hope for optimism 

exp~essed. in outburstfl of love and joy. S~e has put up her own defense 

agains~ thase who crîticize existential ethics in Pour une Morale de 
; 

L' Amb;9uit~. 'She writ~~ that sone accuse the desire for freedom of being 
/ . 

a ho1low fonnü1a that does not p'ropose any, concrete suggestions for ac-
'r 
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tion. If this is true, she continues, it is because the wo'rd freedom 
/ 

. 35 " has been emptied of its own concrete meanipg. 
1 \ • 

, ~ ~ 

There is ?nother reason~or not givinq a list of specific actions 

to fO)low if one hopes to be an authentic person: the nature of choice 

and action itself. "The unique moral reconmendation of existentialism 

is the obligation to strugqle and live with the laceration of conscious-
1 

ness."'36 Such a continui~g str~ggle means that there are not major plans 

or un;versal âctions. Instead, solutions and acts must be individual, 

practical, and also provisional. The consistency of choice and action 

is deriv~d by each individu~~ only ~rom the continual unfolding of actions. 

There is no preordained unchanging game plan. Beauvoir writes about 
/ 

this need for contiryuing attainment, doing always more and different , 

actions,by commenting t~a~ paradise must offer new promises or,it would 

not be paradise. 37 

The individual, then, creates himself by his actions. These' 
• l , 

actions are infonned by the dl~lre f~r fre~dom, and may .take various 

paths and directions. Every new occasion offers itself up to the person . 
as a clean sheet._ If yesterdày I was selfish, today l can choose to be 

selfish or be not selfish. The freedom to decide, frightening as it 

might be, i5 with us always. A person is not selfish, cowardly, brave, 

etc.~ a pers on just is. 38 ' (Kohlberg agrees with Beauvoir that we cannot 

label individuals in tR.is way. See'·chapter 6). One can, of course, 

choose to limit oneself. by givi'ng up onels freedom to one l s pasto Thus 
, 1 

sincè yesterday l was X 1 can assumé that today 1 must also be X. Such 

a surrender of choice i5 an example of self-deception and bad faith . 
. ' , 
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To act from good faith takes mucn more strength, but allows one 

to' give importance and meaning to the world through the identity and 
\ 

27 

confinnation of the self. How, dO,es this happen? Only through and against 1 

) 

others does the self become,"evident and truly exist. Beauvoir ~rites, 

"It is because my subjectivity is not inertia, not a fal1ing back on 
1 • 

the self and separatlon but on the contrary a movement toward others, 

thàt the difference between others and myself ends and l can call the 

other, mi ne ... The 90nd ,that ex i s ts between ùs i s somethi ng ,on ly l can 

create. 1 create it from the fact that l am not a thing, but a project 

towards the other, a transcendence." 39 To the authentic being, moral 

action consists of that which draws me toward others, in projects in­

volving freedom for all. The transcendence of self, that i5, ~he con­

stant attempt to become more anq ta become closer to others, is another 

favorite idea of Beauvoir's. Transcendence can be realized through 

unique and practical projets. 

It is important ta Beauvoir that her philosophy be one of thought 

and action, reflecting the strange reality of human existence. She 

writes that the ambition of a philosophy worthy of that name is ta 

be a mode of life which possesses its own justification. Pull and re-
1 

~ sponsible existence seems to be the justification for her moral philosophy. 

"Life is, never divorced f'rom Phi1~SOPhy,1I she claims. 40 Looking back on 

her 'own philosophical foundations sh~ says that she found Hegel fascin­

ating, but his idea of abolishing on~ls individual self and merging with 

Universal Seing was tao tempting to accept, implying as she saw it a move 

away from 'personal responsibility. The detached attempt to see onels life 

/ 
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i'" the perspective of' Histdr,lcal Necessity wou,ld be destroyed by 

emotion, she felt. She tends to feel more at ease with Kierkegaard, 

focusing as he does on the living certainty that "1 am,. 1 exist. JI 

In h,i-s works she found none of Hege,1 s 1 i ghteni ng of th'e burden of , , 

responsibility. For Beauvoir, each persan expresses and accomplishes 
j 

separately ths totar human reality. Each persan can jeopardize that 

28 

reality as a whole, and each has the power to challenge those collect­

Ive decisions which help to form our lives and identi{ies. 41 So the 

individual IS action are of huge significance, influenfing not only his 

own' self and projects, but the lives and poss1bilities of others. 

" l1Simone de Beauvoir, quoted in Henry, L IEchec d~une Chr~tient~, 
(Paris, Artheme tayard, 1961), p. 15 
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Chapter 3': The Development or B~v00s Philosophy ....... 
A. Moving Away fram Sartre: A Comparison 

How i s it that Sar:-tre' and Beauv,oir come up with such very 

dffferent co'nc]usions about mqral choïces, actions, ~nd behavior 

when they start with the same basic analysis of the human condition? 
. 

Outlook seems to be the answer. Sartre has placed his 'faith in 

reason. Of the two, he tends to be much more of an abstract thinker. 

Beauvoir's philosophical works are les~ in quantity than her novels, 
" 

30 

, ( 

autobiographi~al writin~s, and plays. When we loo~ at Sartrels writing, 

there is somewhat more of a balance, although the sc~·les tip in favor 

of phil osophica 1 writings. Sartre emphas; zes the ne'gative, lacks of 

tbings, what is not there. Bea~voir is a much more concrete ~hinker. 

She sees what it is possible to build, what might be there in the future -if not at present. ~e has been characteri zed as more emoti ona l, even 

in her philosophical ~says, than Sartre. ,She does sh~more feeling 

for the~flesh-and-blood entities who are her audience, but she is not 
1 

gushing or sentimental: Beauvoir has chosen to never have chil~ren; 

. thus we cannolt explain her emotional emphas;s as dérived, fram her rol,e 

as creator of life, mother-îmaQe, etc. 

The ideas of Beauvoir and Sartre concerning human possibilities 

are most clearly reflected in their novels and pl,ays .. These writings \ 

always have a philosophical basis, but are often much clearer and more 
/ 

enjoyable than ,the strictly philosophical works. Sartrels focus on the 

isolation and alon~ness of individuals' is captured in h'is play The Fliés . 
. -'\ , 

Orestes, a boy who has lived an easy, luxurious life, yearns to have 
Q 

., 

"'. c ~ , , 1 ~ .. ~ _ 1" . _ ' ... / 
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. 
something happen ta him sa that he will be a more substantial persan, 

a more aware persan. He begins ta take some actian. He 90e5 to the 

city of his birth, which he has !1~t seen since he was a baby, and finds 

the people there wei-ghted down with sorrow and suffering. Usually we 
• 

want to share the happiness of others. Orestes p1eads that he will be 

happy to be able ta share even their grief, guilt, and pain. B~t he 
1 

is told, "You cannat' sh~re ;n their repentance; s'ince yau did not share 

thetr crim~ ... 42 Orestes is forced to commit crimes af his own; the is-

'olatian of one person fram all 'the others does nat make genuine sharing 

poss i b 1 e between s tran,gers, and even i nfrequèntly between f~nds.­

Sartrels ideas about the alienat;on, frustration, and hatred ' 

between people is probably most clearly shown in No Exit. Here, three 

selfish individuals f;nd themselves in He1l, yet it looks like â poor1y , . 
furnished living room and"they wait for the tortures. Soon it becomes : 

clear that they torture each other, with insïnuation~, jea1ousies, and 

manipulation, and.no thumbscrews will ev~r be needed. Near the end, 
-

one character realizes this, and breaks out with the sad line, "Now l - , 
understand .... Hell is - other peop1e!"43 There;s not m~ch thaughtful/ 

action {~ Sartrels p1ays, and those who are aware and choose freely 

usua11y end up as outcasts. 

Beauvoir, on the other hand, manifests her more optimistic 
~ , 

bel; efs .. in her works. Thi sis not ta S~y that there are not characters 

who hate, despair, and feel alone in her b~oks. There are many, such 
, ( 

as the young man in The Mandarins already mentjoned. But there are 

character~"",who acc~pt the difficulties and amb-iguities and try tc) create 

, ' 

J 

--------------~--------___________ • __ k; __ +!~.)~_~L~"=~~~~j~~~L=~~A~~7~~·M~~~~~~.~~c~._~)-... ~---.-,-~_~~}~~,~ .. -._~_h-.~.(.,~~" 



l " 
t 
} 

~.'~ ..... ~ ....... _~.,.~~ .. ~~~~..,. .. _ • .... ~_"',.,...-...~_._ ..... ..,.l,._. __ -"(_,_. _, ... , _ ...... __ IiI •• qH .. lI .... I1!t~1 _____ _ , , 
1 r.-' - " 

.. 'l ~ 
~ \Jo- 1. • . ' 

32 

freedom. love. and ,solidarity. If there is not always a strong note 
" {) (, 

of hope in'her books, one,finishes them.with at least a belief in human 

possibilities and potential. Beauvoir describes love as that which 
" l! _ ~ 

"breaks up the daily routine and 'chasE;!s away boredom" that b~r~om " 
;~I ' 

(ennui) which Stendhal thinks .is ,such a deep evil because it ;s the 

absence of a 11 reasons ta 1 ive or to rl.i e.' .A4- Love can be a moti vati ng . 
, , 

force or energy, as it i~ for vàrious of ~he characters in The Mandarins 

and TQe ,Blood of Others. in which'love and concern force previously 

'. 

unaware characters,to enter the world of responsibility, decision, and - ri 

action. 

In Les Bouches Inutiles, a small town has been surrounded by its 

enemy and its food supplies cut off. The mayor puts out a p~oclamation 

C that women itnd ~hi1drE!n, being "useless mouths" who are eating up the 

( 

• precious food reserves. are ta be put OMtside the citypwalls and aban­

doned ta starvatian and the enemy. He pr;vately ~xempts his own wife, 

but is startled to hear her say she too is 90in9. Althou9h he feels that 

the tawn as a 'whole cannot defeat the enemy, through his love for,his , , . 
, . 

wife and h-er love for others he gradua 11y becomes aware tha t they must 

all survive or'die together. His responsibility for his wife as other 

extends to all others. The play closes as the- townspeople ~pen the city 
, , 

gate and prepare to meet th~ enemy and pe\haps their death. The lo~e of 

which Bea~voir speaks has been d.;.scribed"as "the communion of two liber-
/ 

ties"" and thus must be free and conscious, an' èmotion which reno.unces 

possession a~d confusio~. 45 It '1's this sort of mutual regard" that must 

,be fought for, cared for, and act~d on, rather than the more typical 
. / 

regard of défensiveness and fear that exists between subject-abject 

!1<mAU" 
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relationships. Beauvoir holds that this mutual régard, the closest 
\ 

t~i~g to a subject - subject rel~tionship; can ~nd does exist. 
l , 

33 

~eâuvoir believes not only in th~ intimate sort of love betwe~ 
.' two pe~sons, but also.ih a more generalized love anp con cern that one 

( f 

, , 
i . 

~ 

, c 

.... 1 (t." F l F 

" . 
persan can hold for mankind as a whole. It has been written~ quite 

~ccurately t beli~ve, that 
, " ,"- r-

Beauvoir exp,~~sses the emotional side 

of moral issues"through the obvious ,joy she takes in 

vent·desire for human justice. 46 The value of one's .. ":/ ' 

life and her fer-

existehce can be 
1 ~ 

-measur~ lin tenns of a morality'of choice and action in relation to 
/, ' " . 

others., The introduction to Le Sang des Autres (The Blood of Others) 

is Dostoyevsky'? line, IIEach' of us is resppnsible for everything and /" 
-.~::~.I~.j:"-.,..~-" 1 

ta every huma n' bethg. ': The young protagoni st of the story, a bOy who 

nas left a rich home to becorrie a s'imple worker, is repeatedly struck 
) 0 

·by· the isolation of one from the other. As he sits in a room watching' 
." . 

a girl he loves die, and trying to share the experience with her, he 
- , 

thinks, "It is not my death . 1 close my eyes, 1 remain motionless, but 

1 Sim rememqerin'g things about myself, and her death ent·ers into my life. 
1) 47 
'but 1 do not enter' into her death." This young man continues ta be 

troubled by his isolation from others, but he believes an alternative 
( 

does ~exist. He de.scribes it this way. "For years l 'patiently struggled 

toOg~t there, ta the confirmatJon ?f that serené salidarity wher~ each 

man found in his cornrades the strength to impose his own will, witho~t 
e 

infrjngiAg bn the liberty of any·one person and nevertheless remaining 
, il ' 

resp6nsible for~himself. ,.48 Here we finC! Beauvoir;s hope, her alterna-
•. ' "fi _ . 

tlve to Sartre's v]sion of despair, hatred, and,alienation.' The human 
, J 

solidarity she speaks of, although frequently intraduced in her books 
........ -, ' .. 

1 • 

by,characters belonging to the communist party (like the youth above), 
C",", , 

~ \ , 

l) 
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has nothing to do with government structure or class warfare. She , 

1 

sees it sim'ply as a human potential for a11 aware individual<s. Ito 
, 

may ~end ta produce cert~in political structures, but 1t suggests no 
, 

one structure as ideal. Neither does it suggest an~rchy and nihilism . . 
It seems ta hint at co-operation, respect, and creative action, on the 

, '-'l 

part of al1 directed towarQ?, ~1l.' "There is more than,one way of uni-
r .,' .. 

'fying the moments of time 'through which one passes: by subordi'naOting 
o _ 

" .lt ' them-to sorne specifie action, for instance",.The cares of personal exis-

tence can be momen,tarily lost in the fullness of the uni'trersal state, Il 
V< she w,~9 -~-'-

.. 
This has an a1most mystical sound to 'it, reminding us of Hegel 

and the great' religions of the East which speak of "bsorption 'of the 

many into the one. But Beauvoir suggest~ this, orlly for momen~s, and . 
t' 

does not hope for a homogenous group all with the same projects and 

actions. Our liberties are not unified or oppose~; they are separate. 

"We situate ourselves in projects, situating "others around us. Thus we 

create solidarity. But we do not al1 choose the samè goals because our 
. 50 ' 

choices are, free." Thus in The' Mandar.ins, two devoted and concerned. 

political "figures t~ke oppos;t~ stances on thé sa~e issue, both hoping 

to encourage freedom and solidarity. In Tous les Hommes s~nt Mortels . . \ 

(A11 Me~~re Morta1), the i~rtal pr~tagonist sadly watches as young 
" " 

( 

people b~lieving in love and solidarity go willinglY,to their death on 

battlefields, or escape the sanctuary he has so carefully prepared ta 

protect them from the world. 

It should be evident by now w ir was sa drawn to Kant1s 

ethical ideas. ijis unrelenting ncern fqr all, and his interest 
. , 
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i,n every action ,at every moment are her own concerns and interests. 

" But Beauvoir has lived through and thought enough ôf·life to be wary 
~ 

when it cornes to generalizing. She usually writes in ~erms of possib-

ilities and maybes and rarely suggests 'cQncrete actions because she 

does not know all the "ifs" surrounding any specifie situation. Au-

'" ~entic being is a POSSibili~y for all of us, but '!l0ral "development is" 

\. certainly not an inevitability. The,process of development that she 
1 

describes she contends is true and-1accurate. but that does not mean 

-that all people follow the procQss all the way to the understanding 

of freedom. We can get to the point where we assume our situation and' 

work with it, rathe~ than submissively acce~t~ng~ti: Through choice 

. like this we can transcend concrete situations. Onels femalenes$, po~ 

erty, or ethnic ba~kground are all examples of situations that~ be 

dealt with in this positive and creative-way. 

Beauvoir is an intelligent woman, and thus has not ignored the 

many factors that i.nfluence our moral development: She accepts that 

family, friends, soci-economic background, luèk, and even fate may 

effect us. IIMine is a striking example of how dependent the individual 

is upon his childhood," she writes. But one can, as an âdu1t~ work 

with one l s circumstances. , "My freedom was used to maintafn my very 

first projects, and it has continually devised and contrived ways of 

'-remaining faithful ta them throughout the variation of 'circumstance."51 

B. Ideas on Art and,Its Value -
'&: 

,Her ideas on creativity, art, and human nature are all informed 

by her stanèe on ambiguity and the pass;bility .of authentic b'eing. Here 

~ . , 
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again we ;ee Sartrels more negative' attitude contrasting with Beauvoir's. 
'-' 

,-

Describing Sartrels attitude to writing, and perhaps tingeing it with her 

own thought, Beauvoir says that it involved renouncing being for doing, 

making, and taking action. Writing can be seen, as can any creative 

expressive art, as a rallying cry and a commitment. Sartre did ~ot have, ' 

contempt for literature, but rather a strong intention to restore its 

true-. dignity. The sense of engagement, of total participatory commit- . 

ment, should be gathered from the writing. We should be able to sense , ~ ~ 

the writer's to\~l presence in wHat he has written. 52 This ~ype of 

creativity should allow us ~o respond and react to situations without 

rOlés; thus it is an escape from bad faith. 

(' Sartre himself" when he goes to obs,erve and ~.ornment on writing, 

)retains his usual clear and perceptive but negative tone. He desires' 

that a11 literàture would be moral, but not moralizing. I.t sh04ld n9t 
. ; 

preach, but hel p us to understa'nd ancLencourage us to make free~choi ces. 
Q 

"There are wall s everywhere - no exits to choose. One invents an exit 
/ 

and thus himself." The act of writing is a self-affirming act of free-

dom. But, he continues, "The world can very well do without literature. 

But i t can do without man sti 11 better: ,,53 Lest we think art and Üter-

ature are really significant acts, Sartre is quic-k to wipe out a11 their 

significance wit,h a sharp comment on mankind. 

Beauvoir finds a need for a balance of feeling and reflection . . 
in order to write. If you feel nothing, she says, you cannot write. 

If you are too overcome by your feelings and cannot control them, you 

can no longer give them adequate expression. Words "have to murder 

. , 
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real,ity to, hold i~ captive;" the most intense and important aSllect of -

reality, its here-and-now presence, always'escapes words. 54 She talks 

in h~r autobiography about what she calls her "trances", states, of deep 

unselfconscious joy that came to her during moments of great beauty. 

'They we,re usually experienced while autside; Beauvoir is a great lover 
" ... 

of nature, and has walked hundreds of kilometers, araund Europe. Yet 

these trances, cheri shed for their peacefulness, left her tao overcome 

by feelings to be able ta d~scribe them well. She wanted to hold on to 

her trance experiences and still be a writer. Sartre knew of this 

conflict within her and used ta tease her about her' trances. 

If in her own writing there was at timessome sort of conflict, 

she still saw successful writing (i.e., writers whose books were acts 

of engagement) as a partial solution to t~e self-other problem. Through 

art, there is the possibility that the artist wjll become alive in'the 

heprts and minds of others, and thus becomeyart of their subjectivity. 

This does seem like a possibility, but it seems to depend-as much upon 
, 

the understanding and receptivity of the reader, as upon the emational 
\ 

input.of the author. , () 

The production of real, thoughtful, committed literature seems 

to be accepted as a good, whether or not the' audi ence i s i nfl uenced, a 1-

though he might assume the value would increase in proportion to the 

strong influence it has on readers. The consequences of the freety 

, chosen act can never be known and sometimes'not even accurately guessed 

at. Still the art must be created," the change from mere being to act­

ual doing must take place, if the self is ta be created, The book is 

(", 
r 
\ 
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written, thrown out into the world, and 'as such it is a good thing. 

Sartre do es not give much place in his works ta dis~tlssion 

of the good. If pushed, he might admit that being. free 'was the best 

way to be, but simply because it is the only way to actually be, ta 

realize oneself as existing. 

38 

Beauvoir, in an essay she wrote in 1948, said that "it is only 

in human relationships of love, friendship, and brotherhood that each 

fndividual' can find the faundation and realizatian of his being." Such 
~ . 

relgtionships, undertaken out of free choice by the authentic person, 

affirm the value of existence and as such are good .. 

In that same piece ofwriting, she opposed existentialism and 

its morality to the morality of self-interest. 55 Alrnost 25 years 

later, her thinking on the subject had not changed in 'the least. In 

the last volume ta date of her autob;ography, sh~clearly stated this. 

"According to Solzhenitsyn, the more intensely aware one is of the 'dorld 

and the more one is concerned with helping others the better one lives. 

l fully agree with the~ conclusions. 1I56 The good is that which expands 

and encourages awareness, responsibility, and so free choice and action. 

Any action that falls into this description can be seen as good. 

Onè of the characters in Les Bouches Inutiles says, liA death freely 

chosen is not an ~vil.1I57 In the same spirit, a monk in Tous les HOlTllles 

sont Mortel.s saYj, as he i s about to be .burned at the .,stake for, heresy, 

IIThere is only one good. It;s to follow your conscience."S8 For '. 
, / ' 

Beauvoir •. what is a conscience other than the promptings and knowledge 

of your awareness of the world? Creation is affirmation, even if the 
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act created is self-destructive. What 1s given and merely accepted 

is not of value. Beauvoir writes, "That which has value ... is never 

39 

that which we receive: it is that which we make. If we cannot create, 

we must destroy, but in some way we must refuse that which is. If not, 

we are not men. 11
59 And there are indeed many who are not truly men, 

not fully human because they do not take responsibility on themselves . . 

and choose freely. 

C. Ideas on Guilt and Human Nature 

Vet for those who do mave toward authentic being and that total 

responsibility of one for all, it is not all ecstatic feelings of free­

dom and solidarity! Far from it. In Sartrels work we find the idea 
, . 

that when one becomes aware of existing for" others as an object, aware' ~. 
"/ 

of being seen, there develops a great feeling of shame and guilt. There 

is a guilt implicit just in being, being here and now, being an other 

who effects the rest of the others. Thus the realization of solidarity 

ànd of concern for others brings to light guilt. , 

Intertwined with feelings of solidarity and community ~re'strands 

of guilt. "I am that anguish which exists alone in spite of myself," 
. 60 

cries out ope of Beauvoir's èharacters. We do not feel guiÙ because 

of what we intentionallY do to others, but at the awareness that even 

unintentionally we are affecting others, perhaps interfering with them. 

1 c~n do nothing for or against another. The other does things for him­

self. But still 1 have to deal with my rapport,with ~im, as 1 am always 

responsible for my acts. Everything 1 do changes his situâtion. 6l 

Others who are equally aware ~ust feel this guilt toward me, but that 

\ 
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know1edge does nothing to assuage mY own feelings. It is an inescap­

ab1 e probl em. 
"\ 
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There can be, one writer comments, at 1eaSt temporary c1eansings 

from the guilt of existing and the shame of being. Sorne sort of atten­

uating of the guilt is found in common responsibilities, and in the ex-

0alted awareness of humàn solidarity that Beauvoir describes. Vet most 

of the time the guiH is operating on sorne level. There is constantly 

the neéd for a witness and for affirmation fram others, vying with the 

fear of being perceived as object and of being judged. 62 As one of 
1 

r$artré's characters pOts it, "1 suppose that youlre half victim and 

half acco~pl ice, l ike everybody else."63 Responsible action 'can help 

to reso1ve the guilt, as suggested, and thus it can at times become of 

positive value. Much strèngth andrcourage is needed to take'up the 

weighty and sorrowful responsibility of freedom, wi~h al1 it enta ils . 

.. And where are we to find a11 this-strengtfi and courage? Is it 

part',of our natural human nature? As one might expect from a philosophy 

that contends that existence precedes essence, and that man creates him-
.. 

self through his actions and choices, there is no oelief-in the type 

of human nature familiar to us from ancient philosophies and from 

traditiona1 religious belief systems. Beauvoir comments that man is 

neither good nar bad natuta1ly. He is nothing at first. It belangs 

'ta him to make himself good or bad, according to wh ether he takes an 

his liberty or rejects it. Good ,and bad only al{Pear above and apar'~ 

from nature and g1vens. 64 "1 am free," she writes, J'my projects are 

t d f · d d dt' db' t" 1165 Wh 1 t no e, ne an e ernn ne y pre-ex, s , ng 1 nterests. Y aren . 
" 

all people free? Why don't we all make the choice to live freely and 

.,.. ~~.h 'h , .'., ~, 
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responsibly? 

The existence of bad faith",the self-deception that aids us 
• • ~ '4, 

in decidingnot to be moral, affirms the self as nothingness. This 

sort of behavior is possible because of the negative feelings and 

anguish in man at the real possibilities of danger and failure that 

'confront him. Beauvoir does not go along with the Pljtonic idea of 

evil as ignorance or error. As we shall see in chapter 6, Kohlberg 

does follow this line of tnought. 

To Bea~voir, evil is the not-choosing of freedom,the inten­

tiona1 giving in to laziness, impatience, caprice, or cowardice. 66 

Human nature~in the traditional sense, ~oulq be seen by Beauvoir as 

being the tendency to react in sorne way to the world. There is a1-

ways the desire to react to the problem of the iso1ated self, the 
, 

desire for self-transcendence. Whether the reaction wiJ1 .lead to 
-

fear and defensiveness or concern and strength is more determined by 

the influence of friends, family, and personal circumstances than by 

any preordained natural tendencies. 

Despite her recognition of the many fail,ings and weaknesses 

41 

of men, Beauvoir stin has much faith in the future. She does not· 

foresee utopia, but,she has respect for individuals and hope that dif­

fi cu 1t choi ces wi'll be made by nlany. Severa l wri ters i nterpret her 

work as fairl.Y optimistic; one talks about her belief in one absolute 

i" human nature, tha~ of gooâ wil1. 67 , 68. Beauvoir; one suspects, 
. 

would agree that good will is a strong force that men crea te within 

themselves but would probably object to the tenn,lIabsolute" i'n con­

junction with, human nature. Her own life has shown much concern and 

.. 
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1 

! 
and good will, and an outstanding need to be useful. Pit Y fo~/others 

do~,s not concern, her, but observation, explanation, analysis, 'and 

participation' have, and'continue to concern her. 69 She does not look, / 

down on others, only across to them, although she has stron criticism 

for those who do not make the choices for free moral behaviour. 

We might note something about her attitude towards r ligion and 
1 

God. Although she is an avowed atheist, sheat times refers to God 

in her writings, bath philosophical and fiction.' Perhaps ~he daes this 

'because she i s ~ware that God is a str;ng real ity for man} of J:!er op 

readers, and another accepted way of making(sense of the ~arld. Her 
1 

i 
desire to arder the Wbrld~ to encourage l~V~ and brother~ood, !9 trans-

cend the self, and to create a significant meaning to li1e, all seem 

v~ry much in accord with typical religio~s ethics. Her (rances df 

joy and her moments of 10sin9 herself in the cOlllTlunity o,f others sound 
.., 1 _r 

1 
exceed,i ngly_ much 1 i ke ~he descri pti ons given by fi nn be li evers in the 

real!J1 of the sp.iritual. Perhaps what is most important/are her actions, 
, 1 

not her particular belief system. In that,case her wanmth, compassion, 
1 

hopeJ

, and participation in society provide a good mode1 for a follower 

of any religion. .; 
/ 

/ 
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Ch~pter 4: Ideas on Mora l Oevel opment 

A: Recent Work and Theories 
\ 

•• , 

As the infant matures tO,.la child'"Z>,t~~ child ta teenager, )ind 

~the teenag~r to adult, infinite changes occur. Various kinds of ~ev-
o elopment happen, at differen~ rates. Many of the changes cannat be seen. 

Moral development occ'urs as one' s perception of the world e?,pands and, 

is clarified, and it can be noticed through the evidence~of statements 

and actions. 1 Factors such as sensory perception abilities and intelli­

gence ~ter into moral development, but interaction with others is the 

most ~eeded component for growth. 

Moral development, although"it may be arrested like any other 

sort of growth, is a usual maturation l)rOCeSs ,in the normal ,human mind 
. ' 

which occurs in the presence of others. Concepts of morality emerge 

n only from social experience, such experiences having the power to. trans­

form egocentricitJ intà rationality and interest in others. 70 Moral 

consciousness is, then~a spe~ial form of social consciousness. The ' 

awarene~ that one exjsts no.t alone b~t in co~un1ty leads to many ideas~ 
It certainly leads ta a need for co-operative effort, truth-telling,' 

, ~ 

l , 

kindness, and various other social practices, "on the desirabi l ity of 

which writers on ethics are agreed and wit~out sorne degree of which no 
" 

~Qciety can Hlng survive. 1,71 . ' 

The point to focus on here is the question of the degree of mo-
1 

rality needed for the survival of a society. Many civiltzations"through-
_ _ fi • 

out histéry have shown a' startl ing lack of co-operatlve effort and 
. 

, truthfulness, yet have survived for some tirne. But if, like Beauvoir, 
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we set our hopes somewhat higher and dare ta believe that.man can do 
, ~ 

more than.just survive,then we become more demanding. The more awar~' 

and socially cansc10us people we have in a society, the more moral the 

45 

entire society will be, since each authentic pers on will work for the 

freedom of a 11 others. ~ut, as has al ready be"en noted, we do not ha've a 

checklist' of actions that the free man takes. If we cannot jud~e and 

evaluate moral ity, by looking at actions tàken, how can w~? _ ' 

The ways of defining and measuring values exceed even the 

,number of concep~ions of intelligence, that slippery entity which has 

long eluded many writers of definitions. Clearly the evaluation of . .' 

moral devel~pment and acti,on has been of interest to philosophers for 

centuries. More recently, psychologists and scientists have joined the 

exploration. ~alues can ~e broked down to terminal values, desired, 

eod states of human existence, and instrumental values, desired modes 

of behaviour. 72 From Seauvoir's point of view, the two are intertwined. 

The instrumenta,l value cannat in any way diverge fram the termin~l val~e, 

as m~ht be possible in other ethical systems. (Âny action not freely 

chosen and not encouraging the freedom of,others, by its means has no 

relation ta the desired end state of huma'; existence.)' 

For the last 50 years, research iQ various fields has been 

goin9 on to det~rmine whether or not there exist general patterns of 

development., . Since phflosophy has long suggested that t~ere are uni­

versal ideals for the truly moral persan, science has stepped in to see 

if there might not be universal patterns of grawth in the direction of, 
/' '~ !> 

those ideals. Research has also been directed towards attempting ta 
. ,~ 

determine what sor~ of behav10ur and attitudes characterized different 

1 - _~m_~ ... ~ 
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ages, what moral controls were most effective at what ages, what re· 

lationship exists between moral development and intellectual dev~lop-
, " 

" 

ment, and what r~asons might be validly suggested for a theory of 
, 

sequential moral ,de~elopment. There have been re-examinatio~f thé' 

ideallof evil, the idea of ,the child's mentality~. and the Plac~ of 

pedagogy in moral developm'ent. The PSyChOl09ists\be~tl known for pi#-

neering wark on these tapies are Piaget, Hartshorne and M~y, Isaacsj 

and GeSell. 73 
1 

~omparatively recent psychological theory has thrown new 

46 

and different light on ancient Greek and other êlassical ethical theories. 

The Freudian scheme of the mind has'màde motives and intentions less' . 
clear and more complicated. ~oral consciousness, it must be adm;'tte~ 

can be âeeply influenced by unconscious factors. This makes observation 

of moral development mùch more diffi\~lt. Thj ancient'philosophers 

usually set up a whole range of ~alues, and Love, Truth, or Beauty 
\ 

. frequently topped the hierarchy. The less important values, it was 

. felt, inevitably and naturally led one to the higher values. Yet we 
\ 

know now that the formation of the lower values depends not just on the 

top value, but on so~ial influences along the wa~, suèh that develop-
, 

ment is anything but inevitable. ' 

Advances in learning theory have do ne away with the Platonic , ' 

notion of evil as ignoranc~ or làck of knowlédge. Studies have docu-
J 

mented the fact ,that those motiva~ed by seJfishness or other destructive 
v 

reasons are often quite intell igent, and far from being ignorant o,f what , . 
"oughtll to be done. ~xist~ntial ethics, having grown up in the twentieth 
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century next ta such psychological theories, takes into account the 

modern views of man and his maturation. 

Beauvoir writes that morality is mixture of values and 

principles, but rather the movement by which values h~ve been decided 1 
r 

, 1 

upon. Morality iS,~arrife~ted by action and the clear justification of 

actions taken. 74 The justification, of course, is the affirmation of 
, " 

self and others through freedom. What we must do is escape from the 

danger of being sucked into the abyss'of indiffe;ence. 75 Yet the acti n 
1) 

we take fo:r the purpose of expanding liberty' is 'important. 'We must' 
, \ 0 \ 

distinguish good from bad in our usage of liberty, Beauvoir writes, 

and 50 de~enni ne the secondary' va~ ues. 76 , After accepti ng o,ur 1 imits; 

we someti mes do- molle' on to be ab 1 e;·to choose and act:' 

v In Beauvoir's view, moral development includes the auth-

enticity of and commitment to both ends and means.' She takes into 

AI 1 

, 

account recent work on intention and reasoning, and sees bath as signif- \ 
) \ 

icant. The ends and means form' an indissoluble totality, she writes. 1 

<1 

The end -i s defi ned by the me~ns. Act i on happens as' a mi xture of ends. 

and means. 77 Sometimes we will fail~ sometimes the outcome will be 
f' 

~orrib]e, but we must always take both into account when we choose. 

/' 
For ex~ple, do we kill one p~rsan ta save ten others, or do 

~ we let ten;~ie,so as not to betrayone? In both cases, -the end is one 

which will encourage freedom and buman digni~y. Yet in both cases the 

·mèans go against the'saving and preserving'of human life. There are no 

. ~ easy anSWers to this sort of dilemma. The final choice would beone which 

WaS a result of ref,lectfon and ·p~ssion. and, eyèn 50 might not be totally 

satfsfactory., Bùt we must choose, as we develop, in accordance with 
1 

, 
.' , 
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the' somètimes les's than ideal situations we find ourselves in. The 

situation,s themselves influence ou~ choice. presenti~ different \1-

ternatives as they o!ten, do. different kinds of meaos to the same ends. 

B. Moral Development as Process of Social Inter~tion 

We can now look at moral development as a process involving 
) 

th~ workiRg out of the tension between the self and others, keeping 

in mind that changes of circu~stance and various social, economic, and • • 

political situations may help or hinder the continuation Of the process. 

Moral choice. being free decis;on-ma~ing. ;s impossible to ,see before­

hand. The child, at an early stage of development on all scales, does 

not contain the adult persan he will become:' ~et 1 do decide what 1 want 
, 

to be from the basis of what 1 have been. These early decis;ons are 

frequently made without clear reasons, however. 

Seing free and making sense of the wo~ld, processes which 
1 

happen as the mor~ adult self confronts the world at large, are two 

sides of the one reality of ,existence. They bath imply the liason of 

one man with all other men. To want ta be ;5 ta want to be certain of 
<) 

, . 
the existence of people by wpom and for whom the world'is given huma" 

" , 
significance. No project defines itself except by its interference with 

,Qther projects.:8 The tension between oursetves ~nd others need not·be 

seen purely as a negative force. '?t is definitely a catalyst bringing 

about the need for1identity formation and clarificatiOn of values. as 

wel1 as an energy ~hich can g~e us the initiative we need to participate. 

i~ the world_~nd àttempt ta take effective action. 

1. 

The individual does'nave absolute value to himself, but he 

, ' 

1*1' b , 
"l ,_ .... 
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defines himself through his rel'a-tions with others. He exists in the 

,,' transcending of his own self, which could never happen unless the cqn-.. 
cerns and interests of others bec~e known to him, experienced by him, 

and accepted a,s his own. 79 My freedom only co~es about through the 
( , 

l ' \ 
freedom of others{ The personal interfaces within any community pro-

vide the idéa formation and opportunities for empathy necessary to 

moral development. 

Let us look more closely at the process of morality as the 

working out of the relation between the self and the,other. A,chron­

ologieal survey is useful here. The infant does not experience self 
, . 

as separate from o~her. The-baby's ~irst discoveries of any import 

a~e that the end of his bed is not the end of his body, ,that he can 

be ta ken away from the breast that feeds him. There is a feeling of 

49 

, 1'otal oneness with others for the infant, caused not only by his sim-' 

plistic perceptions but also by th~s total dependence on others. He 

cannot physically survi~e without the others. The identification of 
" . 

the self as a separate thinking and reacting entity seems to begin in 

early childhood. The self i~ discovered through a eontinuinQ relation-
" ship of dependence on others. Self identity begins to be formed, and 

this defi~;tion cornes from the ideas and expectations bf others~ 

The continuinq affirmation of the self ~y others happens through 

later childhood. The dependence on others for self ..identity lessens 

slightly, although approval of significant others is still extremely 

important. If a parent has dec~ded that o~e of his children is usually 

good and the other usually bad, he will likely pass these ideas on to 

his children', intentionally or otherwise. The child is encouraged to 
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become one wit9 what ~e hears about himself so a~ to be the person 
" others think h~·1s. Various tests have proven this to be true,'even 

when all the child has to "1 ive up to" is that he is bad or difficu'lt 

to hand1e. 

In adolescence, the defining of the self mostly takes place in 

severe opposition to others. In constant opposition to others, the 

~eenager helps himself to become someone dif"rent from them. Thus 

50 

we have the first stage of ~radual independence. Others are, as a1ways, 

n~eded to react to one and to affirm onels existence i~he world~ but 

the decision of "who am I?" is finally ta ken in hand more by the person 

involved than by those ~rounl him. From ~he total dependence _on and 

need for approval from ~ that the child experiences, the adoles­

cent moves toward independence and definitio",-_by opposition to others .. 

This_ stormy per'lad can reso1ve itself into a new phase, that of the 

mature adult. 

At this time, the awareness of the self and responsibility ta 

self expands ta include awareness of others and respo~sibility to the 

whole of society. There is the task of, the continual giving of meanin'g 

to the world thraugh thought and action. The drive for independence so 

strong in adolescenc~ can, at this point, mellow ta an acceptance of 

inter-dependence among individuals. The adult's definition of self does 

not rest solely on his own ideas of identity, and he can grow to be 

aware' of the oneness that exists between himself and the rest'of mankind:. 

Clearly this pattern-does not always de~elop to its fullest. 

The fact that we have prisons full of criminals, and reports of the lack 

of awareness and solidarity among people available ever! day in our news­

papers, ;s evidencef~hat not every child qrows up to be an authentic, 

" 
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moral a'dult. Beauvoir, as has been noted, atcounts for this by writ;nq . \ 

about the weaknesses and fears of mankind. But the patt,ern does ex;s't. 

One psycholog;'st summarizes it by say;ng that the' growth of the ethical 
~' 

sense involves the dynamic of self totally identifying with ôthers, 

changing to a social~ref.erence phase, and' finally to a reciprocal self 

and society Phase. BD The tension betwe~ self ~nd parent becomes tension 

between self and family, and then IIthe other" grows to include peers, 

institutional figures, institutional laws, adult peers, and laws in gen­

eral. From adolescence on, the claims of reason struggle with the claims 

of love, and th;s struggle frequently goes on until death ends it. 

Beauvoir writès that the will for freedom develops through time . 
• 

So it ;s only when the child can see himself in the pas~ and look to 
, 

his future, when the moments of his life become "orQanized,lI, that he can 

make decisions and choices. It is.only at this point that he can become 

moral. 8l Before this point, the child is not immoral but amoral. We 

cannot criticize him for this lack since he is not yet intellectually, 

perceptually, or emotionally equipped to deal with the concept of freedom) 

----let alone act on it. 

The child passes through life in 4 state of irresponsibility. 

He is thrown into a world he did not make, where he finds absolutes to 

which he must submit. Values are there for him, ready-made products. He 

believes the real world to be that of the adults, and takes them as gods; 

bear in mind the overwhelming dependence of ,the child on adults at this 

poi,nt. Good and evil and goals exist although the child has had no hand 
/' 

in creatin~ them. In this situation, the ~hild is happy. What he does 

"''''''''''' .... ...." • ......, ..... ~, .. ~. _ .. ~~":":'~::'~~:::ft::!"!!!I!'1lIiZ'1II5.z.m_tn.nslllln .. · _____________ 11'.7".·'.711' ______ 117.' __ .' .. ·_: ...... ·• 
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concerns only himself, and his actions have no effect on anyone but 

the most immediate members of his family. His very insiqnificance gives 

him, security,alonq with the knowledqe that the adults who care for him 

will make all the right decisions for him. Such is the picture Beauvoir 

ppints of the child's pleasant amoral wbrld. 82 

But this state of affairs does not go on indefinitely. At ad- , 
t 

olescence begins the push for independent moral thinking, although it 

may only be a switch fram following the standard morality of onels parents 

to tnat of onels peers. There is also, however, a coming to grips with 

the transience of life and the certainty of death, and the sometimes 
1 , ( 

gaping abysses between our desires and our actual possibilities. The 

<=, ,ambiqu;ty of existence cornes to be felt as real. 

When this sort of awareness strikes the teenager, the added 

dimension of responsible choice cornes into his life. Values must begin 

to be created personally. The period of adolescence is_usually one of 

revolt, irrespect, and astonishment. Contradictions and weaknesses in 

tbe worl1f become obvious to the teenager as he begins to discover hims~lf 

and others in opposition. If he realizes thât his own acts weigh just , 

as heavily in.-the balance as the acts of others, he must begin to choose. 83 

What does he do now that the possibility of freedom has revealed itself? 

Assuming his own subjectivity, will he immediately accept the risks, 

tensions, and passion of truly authentic and thus moral existence? 

Beauvoir is a realist, 50 she would likely answer su ch a question 

by sayinq that sorne individuals will accept their freedom, but that others 

'will just run from it, try to i~nore it, or find sophisticated ways to 

/' 

/' 
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escape ft. She has developed a set of stages of mora'l development , 

. that categori ze th~ vari ous ways adu l ts choose to dea 1 wtth the burden 

of freedom and total responsibflity. We shall start with the least' 

courageous person and work our way through the possibiliites she has 

written about 1n Pour une Morale de L'Amb1gu1te. 

." 

70R. Osborn, Humanism and Moral Theory, {London, 
George Allen & Unw1n Ltd., 1959}, p. 59 

71 . , 0 

Ibid., p. 47 

- \ 

72Milton Rokeach "Conc~tualizing the Role of Values in Education", 
in Phi11ipps, Develop1ng Value Construct in Schooling, (Worth1ngton, 
Ohio, Ohio Assoc1ates for Curriculum Development" 1972), p. 7 , 

73william Kay, Moral Develoy:ent, (London, 
George Allen & Unwin [td., 1970~ p. 6~r69 

74L'Ex1stent~alisme et la Sagesse des Nations, p. 92 

75Gennar1, p. 29 
4 

76L'Existentialisme et la Sagesse des Nation$, 

{" ... 77 Ib1d ., p. 99 \ 

78pour une Morale de LIAmbi9~1~, p. :~OO-103 
79 , rbid., p. 225 

800sborn, p. 21 

81pour une Morale de LiAmbiguitl!. p. 38 
82 ' 

r~id., p. 51 

83 Ibid., p. 5& 
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Chapter 5: Beauvoir's Stages of Moral Development 

A. Inferior Man 

The first type of individual is the sous.-hOl111le, the inferior or 

54 

sub-man. This person possesses no living vitality at all. He i ntent ; on-
Q 

ally makes sure to keep himself blind and deaf ta the world. Inferior 

man experiences no love and no real desire. This clearcut apathy ,show 

inferior ma~ls great fear of the risks and tensions inherent in true 

existence. He avoids thém totally. He refuses the passion of trying' 
" 

to become and r~sts as a complete ,mangue d'etre, passive to his cir-

cumstances. His acts are,not personal and unique"re5ults of deep'thought. 

They are not positive ,choices at all but rather a means' of fliaht>:. 
',/ 

His refusal to true existence ;5, of cours~, his way of existing~ 

Inferior ,~an takes refuge in borrowed values, prolongin9 i,n th; 5 way,his 

amoral childhood. Since he is at the point where he is aware of the 

need for choice, however, he does not share the amorality of the child. 

ije is immoral. He attempt~ to hide his indifference by going along 
,. 

fervently with whatever is popular. reqardless of what that might be. 

He does not consider the consequences and i~plications of,his choïces, 

since to do so would ~ean the acceptance of responsibility. He is tao 

frightened to do that. He fears anything cominq at him which will shock, 

him into the agonizing consciousness of self. Thus he {s afraid of the 

future, and mindlessly rides out the,present on waves of popular'thouQht 

and acti on. 84 
/' 

Inferior man, although he has lived throuqh the crisis of aware-

ness during adoleScence, has chosen'not ta take on any of the responsib-

! ' 
/ 
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ilities of authentic existence. He continues ta accept the identity 

that others create for him, and the values that are handed to him. He 

is totally dependent on others for his moral stance. Fear ha~ stopped 
-1 

" his moral development. Consequently, this seemingly civilized person 

is alienated fram his own soul, his own name, his work, even his prop-
, 
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erty. Livinqinauthentically, he need not take 

th ' 85 1 nq,:_ 

responsibilit; for any~. 
~----

B. Seri ous Man 

man. 

One step past the inferior man iS'l'hOlllTle serieux, the serious 
J ,. 

In order ta get rid of the burden of his own subjectivity, the 

serious man loses himself in some object or cause. He bel ieves in un­

conditional values which will give his own.life and work permanent 

values. He may believe in science, in philosophy, in revolution, etc. 
\ 

He seems to be involved in the attempt to give mean~ng ta hïs life, but 

it is not a genuine·attempt. Serious manQreeks of mâ~vaise foi. He 

wi 11; ng,ly gives up his own freedOOl for the profit of those absolute ends, 
• 

he believes in. However, he has nat personally chosen these ends. in the 

true sense of choosjng. He has nat created them. Serious man accepts 

the.sure and certain values of others. He 1s content to ~ose himsejf in 

others' values rather than to take up the d1fficult questions and doubts 

involved in creating his own values. Like a child, serious man accepts 

the values of others as givens, but li~e infeiior man, he is guilty of 

immoral behavior when he does SO. Serious man sometimes becomes a slave 

to his cause, w~atever it might be, quite forgettinQ his shadowy ~nowledge 

that human freedom is the final goal of action and should be the only , 

e 

\ , 

/ 
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unconditional goal. 

Serious man likes to see himself'as a member of a group or as 

an official, rather.than just as ,~nother person,since he can cloak his 
, 

own refusal to be under the existence and values of the partiçular cause 

or group he is associated wt~h. Serious'man does occasionally question 
/-

ana think over values, but not those of his own choosing. He may.at 

times achieve personal transcendence through h;s devotion to a casually. 

chosen cause~,his god, but otherwise he uses his cause as a means of 

escape. eut off f~om this cause and its goal, ~is life loses its sense 

and significance.·, He then experiences the absurdity of a life which has 

searched outside of itself for, the justification whic~ must come-from 

th . 'd' 86 e l nS1 e., 

Seriou~ man makes a weak attempt'to work with the freedom he 

knows he can make exist. He a,voids it, but sometimes appears to be 

thinking about it. He, like inferior man, continues t~be dependent on 

others in society for his morality,-although he at least seems capable 
. -

of genuine devotion to a cause. Without his peers to m~e the'most im-

portant decisions, serious man's morality collapses. 

C, The Nihilist 

The morality of the ser:-ious man can give way to quite a different 

st~nce, that of the nihilist. He is a disappointed serious man, one, who 

has perhaps realizéd that without the cause he loves he is nothing and 

can make no decisions. His potency depending on others, he rea,lizes ,that 
, .. 

individually he cannot be anything at all. He decides, then, ta be nothing. 

Even this not-being 'is a sort of bei,ng, a given. The problJem here is 

• 

-. 
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that this individual exists, and he kno~s that he exists. In order to 

realize one's not-bein9\ one1s negativity, one must constantly contra­

dict all the numerouS movements of existence in oneself. But we do not 

exist alone. If he i-s to completely -refuse his existence, the nihilist 

has to deal w;th the others he confronts. Their very existence means 

th~t he is being perceived as ex;sting by them. He must a1so refuse 

the existence, of others who confirm his own existence. How can he 

refuse the existence of o~hers? He must destroy them. Hence we have 

his thirst for destruction. 

In his desire ta annihilate a11 others who might affirm his own 

existence he deve10ps a stronq will for power. He has come full circ1e 

at tnis point and obvious1y his search for non-existence, not being, has 

failed. He attempts ta reâlize himse1f as existing by beinq the one 

through whom nothingness is brought into the world. He is aware of the 
\ 

ambigui.ty of existence, but his position understands it wronqly. He is 

aware of himself as a 1ack of existence, rather than as the positive exis­

tence 'of a lack. (The latter is open to possibi1ities and change; the 

former can bring on1y despair). The nihilist is certain1y correct in 

thinking that the world possesses no justification. However, his great 

fault lies in forgettinQ 'that,-bemust create the Justification for his 
6 ; 

and,everyone's existence. a7 

The nih11 i st i_s somewhat more advanced mora11y tnan serious man. 

He refuses to accept givens, and sees the world fair1y ~learly. But he 

is bent on destruction rather than creation. He has rejected the p~ase 

of morality in which dependence on others is total, but has not yet moved 

ta the stage of total opposition and supposed independence. He has not 

, l 
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yet become aware,of the need ta build and-share, and fails {~the need 

that he poe~/recognize,tha~ of the destruction of his own ~xistençe. 

D. The Adventurer 

Another way ta cope with the realization that the world has no 

inherent justification, and that our existence is a lack of true being; 

i s to become what Beauvoi r ca 11 s an advênturer. In sorne ways he i s 

closer to authentic being than.the ~ihilist. The adventurer, ~ith his 

a~areness of ambiguity, hopes for no justification of the world at all. 

He accepts life just as he finds' it. He lives complacently. He will 

" join up in a campaign of war, love, or politics with great ardar. The 

~dventurer joins up and participates in the fight just for the canquest, 

'e: 'however, not out of interest in the/goal. The goal does not necessarily 

( 

have much value to him. H~ believes in action for the sake of action. 

This type of pers on does indeed u'se his freedom. He neither depends on 
1 

others to make his decisions for him, nor does he confront them in in-

tense opposition and hatred. There is the fault. thauqh, that he is 

indifferent to what he does with his freedom and actions. 

To use his freedom to gain conquests, he will invariably need gun$~ 

money. or power. He may need authority ta back him up. Thus he tao 

. eventually becomes a slave. His own freedom has been g'iven up ta those 

who gïve him what he needs'and he is.left with oRly an abstract sort of 

independe~ce. He is a union· of v4tality and scept;cism, with his energy 
, . 

used in the handiest direction since he doesn't care what it is used for. 

Sorne people might take the adventurer as the hero of existential ethics; 

Camus' St ranger beprs a close resemblance ta this type. ~owever, in 
r • 

Beauvoir's i'nt~rpretatian, existenti,alism is not splipsistic. Sa he is 
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not a hero or authentic be1ng~ Hè does not care abOÛt the_ consequences' 

of his actions. aa 

The adventurer has reached the phase of acceptance of others in 

his wor1d an~ takes persona11y chosen action. He co-operates with others 

and creates the value of ~ctian for action's sake. He is more moral 

th an any, of ,the other types examined up to this point. But hisactions, 

a1though frée1y ~hosen, lack concern for their consequenc~s. He,has no 

interest in the freedom of others~ ju~t in his own. He cares 'for the 

- ends but milt the means and sometimes loses his own freedom throûgh the, 

means he uses to attain his conquests. Solidarity is never one of his . 
o~n goals. He is aware, but chooses to ignore the need to encourage t~e 

freedom of a11 through action. -

E. Passionate Man 

The passionate man, l'hOl1lT1e passionnê, directs his activity " 
, 

towards the making of sense in the wor1d. Thus he 1s more moral than 

the adventurer. Passionate man accepts objects and causes as abs01utes 

when they are decided on as va1uable by his own subjective framework. 

Out of his perceptions' of the world he peoples it wl,th desirable abjects , 

and animates it with significance. He has accepted the responsibi1ity to 

create his own values and to act. However, he wants possession gf de-

sirab1e objects, whether they'be animate or ,inanimate. He needs desper-, 

ate1y tio attain and hold art, ta that which he considers va1ua~le. ,Outside 

of the thing desired, nat~ing else èxists. His awareness of others 

shrinks away. ~aving engaged his 1ife in aniextt:lor ~bject whic~ can 

a1ways escape ~im, in sorne way,pass'ionate man ne~ fully exists., The 
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~oubts and fears of 10sin9 what he considers oT value never let up, sa 

he can never tata 11y enjoy himse1f: 
,; 

This sort of'freedov can on1y realize itself in separation fram 

others, sinçe safe possession of the valued is the end that this type 
, ~ 

, 
has in mind. A1tho~gh ,it is a free choice, it involves no need for 

'others. In fact, others may be in the way. When others are perceived 
-) 
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as obstacles, as means, 'tnere is clearly no interest shawn in the.ir free-
" . 

dom 'or situation. 89 SA Ùle passionate man, ,despite .his accepta'nce of 

responsibility and free choice, is notla~ authentic being. He is aware 
/ '. 

of others, and creates his own valués, but does not always opt for free-. 
~ t _........ \ 

dom.' Furthennore, his craving for possession of what 1s valuabl~i'~iln , 

put ~i~ in the position where he trèats others as 'tnterfering e1ements. 
, 

SOlidarity has no place in his"thought of-the good, since c10seness 

with others wou1d mean that he would have to share his va1ued object/ '-

persan. 
\ " 

The first four stages of moral development irivolve types who 
\ 

either follow .the ideas of their peers and_the rtiles of\society implicitly" 
\ .. 

or else violently oppose bath but create nothi~9 in thei~ place. The 
\ 

passioJlate man creatès his own' v~,lues, and does not go bYlnstitutional 
2 • 

or societa1 rules, but' he becomes a slave ta his own freely-chosen valu-:::..... - " 

able. For him, co-operation with others and respect for a]l is easily 

forgotten. 

E. Authentic Bein? 

The authentica111 -free-personfs the one'- who i~,-intensel~ aware 

of himself and others and who is' conti,nually involved i,l't- the strugg.~e for 
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1 
' freedom through projects. He desires ân open fu ture , and 1s not 

attached to his goals althouqh he" ~S coorni~ted. to t~em. The on1Y

j
' 

uneonditional goal ;5 freedom for all. He respect,s the freedO!1l 0 

. others and nelps rhem to 1iberate themselves in ways that are sui Qd 
o 1 

'. to his own abi1it
j
es. Hls.a~ts have meaning at all times. He ac~s' 

in an order1y, thoughtfu1 ways whether he wins.or.~oses- in any pa~t-
, 

/ 1 

icular.situation. The authentic be1ng has concern for al1, thus ~e 
i 

,is always interested in both the means and the ends. 1 He is consci:ous , 

oT the means he employs ~nd their possible ef~ects. The tru1y mo~al 
/ 

~man knows' that no person can" save himse1f alone;put that we a11 ~e-

pend ~n ~ach other. 90 Thus he works for solidarity, and co-~perAtes 
~ ~ , 

\espectfully with others even'while he makes,his own ch01ces independ-
• , , - , 1 

ent of popular thpught and action .• The avthentic being loves dee~ly, , , 
1 but without any th,ougbt of possession. Clear1y he 15 the idea1 1 . , 
1-

- fi gure of a moral bei ng in Beauvoi r'i s thought. j 

It' might "be he1pful here to look at the method of makinq , 
~ 1 

decisions that the authentic eing uses. In each case. Beauvoir ~x~ 
1 1'. _ 1 

p1 ai ns. the, reali z~ • nd fore een val ues 'shou 1 d be conf rOnt , T1e 

sense of.the act 15 grasped i terrns of what ft consis~s of nd.i 

terms of its context. 91 If t is seems somewhat vague as tOI 
, , - J 

, guidance in ~kin~ value deci ions, it i5 the best that ca~ 
l ' . ' 

not be1ng able tOlsay what 1s exactly a good or bad decision. we an' 
.' , " . 1\ • " . 

... .. , 01 

at least fo11ow t~e certain k QWl~ge that persons must a1~ s be 
, ., ' \ 

~~eated 'as ~nds it themselves since t~1S 1s a '~orOl1'r~ of~a ~el ef 

in the 'abso1ute v lue of huma freedom: The,1nter1br truth ac punt 

.. 
, . 

... -
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" 
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of which the act 'fs done a1so counts OA the evaluatfng she~t.92 
J r r\ 

S1ncelwe are 1~terested in means as we1l as ends, we can never 
~ \, "- '!,o .... ' ... 

class.ify as good an actio!,! based orly on the conquest·~f an end, 
, . 

even if that end 1s freedôm. Besides, every end when 'attained fs - . 

a point of departure, and thus of ambjguous value, although somet1mes 
, t . 

\we can see ft as; work,ing for the fr~edom of mankind. 93 Actions, . 
-1 

, net abjects, are the only things which belong entirely to us, and 

are thus ours to ç,reate', destroy, remember, or reflect on. 
,-

1 

84 tb1 cL , p. 61-6.6' -
'. . 

8~Bepghe, p. 24 ' 
, t . . 

.. , q <il 

86pour une Morale de L'Ambf9uit~, 
1 

p. 66-74 
87 1(. Ibfd., p. 78-:-81 

~Ib1d., P. 83-86 
if' 

89Ibfd ., p. 91-93 

90tb1d., p. 87-91 
91 . J IbiéJ., p. 220 
92 . , 
. Ibfd. J p. 194 , . 
93Pyrrhus et Cinêas, p.~26~ ... 
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Chapter 6: Dr. lawcence Kohlberg 

A •• Background of Kohlberg's Work 
) , 

• 1 

• Despite Beauvoir's obvious personal 1ntere~t in theorJzing 
i , Jr 

and"creating philosophy, the final g~l for hersel!f and al1 others 

1s that of responsible action. If the words and' ideas do not have 

an active counterpart of doing i~-the world, they lose their potency. 

If we tutn to look at Or. Lawrence Kohl~erg's studies of moral de­

velopment. we find the same 1nterests. Or. Kohlberg's earliest art-
'. . . , 

',1cles concentrated on attitudes and 1deas, but he has sinee changed 
a 

-
his emphasis somewhat. He ,seems to feel tha~ the expression of a-

partic~lar set of. attitudes will usual1y lead to the individuall ... 
actinq out, those attttudes. The reason the problem comes up ilS that. 

. ' 
Dr. KohlberQ attempts to evaluate moral'development in children and 

l. 
adolescents through written tests~ .. 

, . , 
In his tests, individuals are given written s~ations to 

.. reflect ~n and react to. Tbe situations are open-ended, and indiv­. ~ 

iduals must deeide on what is the right thinq to do for the characters 
\ , . 

involved. Their answers reveal basic values and wàys of thinking. 
è 

(Having experimented with these tests myself, with a group of 50 

adoles'cents, 1 Jeel 'that they can be quite helpful. They aid students , 

to clarify their.values thinking, show ~hat studeqts consider to be 
~ . 
important in life, and reflect the way students relate ta themselves, 

their peers, and society). But does an answer written on a piece of 
1 .. ( 

.paper 'assure us that the ind1vidual will indeed act in accordance with 

whal he has written? 
,. 
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There certainly,does not seem to be any guarantee. After studying 

the problem, Or. Kohlberg has assumed a fairly high positive cor-
, 

relation between the two. 

Dr. Lawrence Kohlberg, presently working at Harvard Univ­

ersity, looks to the works of Piaqet for his own stance and psy­

eho109;ea1 framework. Piaget is best known for his work on the , 

development of cognitive ski1ls in the young child. Most of his 

work was on intellectual devélopment, and he believed that sld11s 
l 

and abilities in measuring, usinq abstract concepts, and spatial 

percep~n followed specifie patt~rns of development. The patter~s 

were linked to age, and.their order was unchanqing. Although the 
, 

" ages, Piaget suggested have sînce been chanqed somewhat, the existence 

and order of his staqes of development have been tested and found ta 

be.valid over the last fort y years. Piaget wrote one book on the 

moral maturation of the child, following the same sort of scheme as 

he did for intellectual processes. 1t is 'from t~s point that Dr. 

Kohlberg picked ~up his own work. 

64 

He expanded the stages of moral 'dE}\lelopment, detailed the 

attitudes prevalent in each ~nd continued on to adult morality. His 

findings, althouqh scientif~ in nature, are much like'those of Beau- ' 

voir. Both agree on ,the existence of stages of moral development, which 

can overlap, but which usually fot1ow a10n9 in a certain order. Neither 

writeç assumes that progress from immorality to a h1gh degree of 

morality is inevitable, but both agree it is possible. Nor d6es either 

one spend tao much time thlnking ove( why any particular individual 

does or does not become truly moral. 
"1 
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(' 

We have already examined Beayvoir's ideas about the amorality . 
'of the child. She does not hold the child résponsible for moral be-

l haviour since she contends that he is ,.t yet capable of emotionally 

dealing with and realizing th~ true import of our ambiguous existence, 
" 

or the fact of death. Kohlberg agre~ here, although he designates 

, certairyof' his stages as those of thé child 's "moral ity". He too 

feels~hat adolescence must ~e reached before the individual can 
\ 

begin to .function with sorne independence and with a clear awareness 
, . 

of the rest of $ociety. 

Kohlberg feels that a certain level of intellectual maturity 

must be reached before the child can. funétion in a truly moral way. 

In order for consistentlr moral behaviour'at sorne level,to occur, 

certain cognitive principles us~d in morafr.judgement must be in oper­

ation; responsible decision-making is impossible for children at . 
particularly low intellectual levels. 94 There seems to be a positive 

correlation between intelligence and morality, so that a ceJtain 

amount and quality of intelligence serves as a necessary but not 

sufficient condition for continuinq moral development. 

T Althouqh 'Beauvoir does ~ot directly tackle the question of 
, 

the relationship between moral and 'intellectual development,: the kind 

of awareness of social realities and the reason~d decision-making pro­

cess she speaks of for the authentic bèing suggest that she too requires 

a certain basis of intel,ligence for truly moral behaviour. In her ,­

books the characters who are authent i c seem to be endowed wi~ at ' 
,1 .. t " 

least normal if not high lntelliQence. 

, Both writers also make note of the fact that childhood exper-
" 

1 ; nzE. (1' 
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iences, peers, and socio-,econanic conditions may he-lp or Mnder moral 

development. Kohlberg states what Beauvoir seems to'sugqest in her 

novels: the middle-class child, exposed to many ideas and situat;~ns 

and not worried about su~vival)seems ta have the best chance of con­

tinuous moral development. 95 

KOhlberg was among those psychalogists who apposed the general-
,/ . 

ly acc,epted idea that there' ex; st vi,rtues that chi ldren ,can possess 

or'learn ta possess. The idea was that qualities such as honesty, 

loyalty, and courage would show up consistently, or never show up. 

in any given child. Thus there' are good chlldren and bad children. 96 

Kohlberg felt that sometimes, in a specifie situation, a child might 
~ 

be honest, but that in another sftuatio~ he might be dishonest. His 

principles and values would detennine whether or not that situatlon 

called for honesty. It;s impossible to totally predict behaviour 

in such a scheme of understanding. Beauvoir certainly agrees with 

this idea. She writes, "vitality, sensitivity" and intelligence are 

only manners of acting on and with the world, not qualities."97 

It might be worth noting here that Kohlberg and Beauvqir have 

very different opinions on the value of knowledge. Kohlberg 1S an 
• 

avowed Pl atoni st, and 50 accepts l ea rni ng as a good in itse 1 f. Ig-
-

"oranee js seen as an evil. F~r Beauvoir, ignorance is less important 

than are ind;fferenc~ or fear as forces which- block growth towards 

awareness and freedom. Knowledge may be abused, she contends~ since 

it may be used for selfish means or in casés of bad faith as well as 

for the ch()osing of compassionate actions. 1 Kohlberg would likely_, . 

,-

,/ 

\ 
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di sagree that th,e intenti onal ,abuse of knowledge happens frequently 

past the early stages of immora11ty. 

Koh 1 berg i s nol the poet'; c a~d emotiona 1 type of person , 
that'Beauvoir 1s. His writing is clear, factual, and repetftive on. 

occasion. His many articles go over the same ideas. No fancy names . 

are to be 'found when he, d~~hibes tifs stages of development. How-
. 

ever, his first three staqes generally correspond to Beauvoir's early 

stages, his fourth and fifth to her adventurer and passionate man, and 
--

his last stage to her, authentic individual. The general pattern of 

tptal dependence/on others for self definfttpn, moving eventually 

to independence mixed with regard for the needs o~ others, is found 

'in both writers. "~ohlberg tao accepts the need flft- payinq attention 

to motives and means, as well as to consequences of actions t~en, 
98 ' as morality matures. What comes before and after the act, althouqh 

more difficult to get to and know, are a1so parts of the choice. 

Kohlberg's stages of moral development s~ us how the in­

dividual deals with the world. H~s tests for morality are able to 

focus on things, S4ch as how ,the person 'solves probl ems, acquires, 

recalls, and utilizes information, how he reasons, and how he makes 

inferences. 99 From this list of basically intellectual abilities, 

one might think that Kohlber~ will end_up ~ith a more ade~uate ev~l­
uation of cognitive skills than of moral development. But one is 

necessary to the other, 50 ta an extent there is a place for su ch an , 

evaluation. However, the tests attempt to focus on many other abili­

ties as well and how they are used. The development of a sense of 

• 
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reciprocity, the foreseeing of,consequences and remote qoals, and' 

the judging of consequences play a part in the résponse the test­

taker will give. 50 does the ability to evaluate, discriminate, and 

adapt to ~nd thus resolve conflicts. The test can nelp us to undar­

stand the individuals's powers of empathy and imagination a's well. 

Kohlberg has written that ethical principles are disting­

uishable fram arbi~rary conventio,nal rules and popular beliefs in 

- form and in content. Thus, the process of the development of t~ue 

morality is quite different fram the simple inculcation of arbitrary 

cultural beliefs. 10Ô The individual must act on his-world,~ather 
than accept ~t pass;ve~y,if he is to become an autonomous moral 

being. He must, in Beauvoir's terms,strive fo~ subject-subject re­

lationships wherever possible as a moral adult. Ta resiqn oneself 

to acceptànce of conventional morality which exists -as a giyen out-, 

side on1eself 1s to willingly ~ccept the self as object in the eyes of 
r' 

6t'hers. 

The stages of moral development imply total ways of thinking 

for Kohlberg, as for Beauvoir, not just speci1fic attitudes toward' 

particular situations. The stages' do overlap; since we are talking 

about human growth~cut and dried categorizinq 1s an impossibility. 

We tend ta grow gradually, not by leaps and bounds, part1icularly in 

68 

aQ area as subtle and complicated as our definition of our own iden­

tity and our relations with the world around us. Changing circumstances 

may influence at any and every moment the direction of our growth 

and/or its pace. 

\ 
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Any ind1viduàl, at any g;ven time, 1s not usually entirely 

at one stage of develoPllent. Those who are lower on the scale of « 
moral behaviour may catch intimations of more mature attitudes fram 

time to time and reflect this in the1r behav1our, just'as the auth­

entic truly moral ind1vidual may not always be consistent in his 

ability to relate to and understand others. Despite these qUgli-
~/ 

.' 

fications, the, stages are sti 11 useful as represéntations of typical 

ways o.f dealfng with the world. Each stage can best be seen as a 

structured whole tnvolvinq a certain unified treatment of basic as­

pects of moral ity. 101 Thi s statement shoul d be kept in mind wh en 

looking at Kohlberg's or Beauvoir's work. 

Far Beauvoir, the movement fram one stage to the next seems 

to have depended on severa1 things. Most important is the degree of 
" 

awareness that tne person possesses. To be aware of the.ambiguity of 

existence, with its consequent burden of the creation of values and 

total responsibility, is to know a whole new world. The uhconditiona,1
1 

abso1ute value of freedom can then be chosen, secondary values deter­

mined, and persona1 projects created. The increase in the abi1ity to 

recognize, relate ta, understand~ and be concerned for others is also~ 

an important component in development. The Hbi1ding up of énergy, 

initiative, and strength also facilitates moving fram one stage to 

another. 
, 1 

\ 

Probably Kohlberg wou1d generally agree with a11 the abdve ' 
1 

elements as being necessary conditions for moral 'maturation. He adds 

that movement on to the next stage a1so iilVolves internal cognitive 

reo.rganization. This is not just the addition of more d.ifficult 

/ 
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content matter fram the outside world. olt is a changing of ways of 

thinking, a new awarenes~ which leads to a restructuring of the 

personls conception of self and athers. Kohlberg feels that this 

internal reorganization happens as a result of what he calls coqnitive 
o 

confl iet. 102 

When ideas and relationships which are not eas11y assim- ,. 
ilated by the mind strike someone, conf1ict occurs. The experience 

or infonnatîan can be tossed out, or the mind can strugqle ta make 

sense of it. If significance is ta be created in this situation, 

changé is necessary. The indiyidual may~ove himself fram one stage 

ta another. Kohlberg contends that conflicts such as this arise in 

situations of social partiçipation involving peers, fami1y, and 

institutions. Need for new role-taking can eventually lead to a 

genuine restructuring of thought and action. 
~ , 

B. Kohlberg's Six Stages of Moral Development 

Kohlberg's early stages rèlate to children, and we can re­

cognize shades of'Beauvoir's analysis of the state of the amo~al 
child. 103 In these early stages, moral value is found in external, 

quasi-physical happenings, in bad actions. or in quasi-physical needs 

rather than in persons or general standards \-- The stage one child is 
/ 

totally oriented to obedience ànd punishment. His motive for "doing 

something is that he will not be puni shed if ,he does it. He accepts 

the adult.'s decision df what is ~ight or wron~, and knows wro~g as 

'that which is deserving of punishment by adul Although,he is quite 
1 , 

egocentric, he will defer to superior power .or tige. He will toe 

( 
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the 1ine drawn for him by others, and may choose to avoid trouble­

provoking situations to obey adult commands. He ~ees responsibility 

objectively~ if x action is wrong, that is, one deserving of punishment, 
\ 

and you have done it, then you deserve to be puni shed. The irres-

ponsibility of the child for any but the actions in his own small 

world is complete, and actions he takes are dictated to him as riqht 

or wrong. 
, 

The stage two child continues with a naively egotistical 
, 

orientation to life. The right action is that which instrumentally 

satisfies one's own needs. Occasionally the needs of others ~ay also 

be sa'tisfied. The needs,of the child are still at this point largely 

decided on and created by the adutt others he is in contact with. He 

begins to be aware of the way values differ fo~ different people, 

depending'on that person's need and perspective. Goinq along with - - '" 

what he needs and actions that wi 11 sati sfy him, wit,h no thought at 

all as to consequences a~d little seTf-identity, the stage two child 

iS,reminriSÇ.ent of the serious man. The fear; and obedience of_ the stage 

one child reflects the more adult fear of the inferior man, 

At stage two, a simple egalitarianism begins to èxist. Having 

enlarged his group of others past his own fami1y at th;s point, the 

stage two person desires that' others have only what he has, no more, 

no Jess. This almost instinctive desire for cOlllnon and usua1ly popu­

lar standards ;s like that of the serious man as well. The idea of 

reciprocity begins to develop a_~~ this point. 'Piaget had noticed '. 

that stage on~ children considered tellinq lies to be ev;l because 

• 
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they w?uld get punished and th~ lies wouldn't help them get what 

they wanted; stage two i'ndividuals, often around ages 10-12, thoug~t 

that lies were not good because they showèd a lack of co-operation and i 

trust, both necassary ta reciprocal relationsh;ps.104 

'At this point of moral development, the basis of moral value 

shifts. It is now found ta reside in the performing of good and 
~ , 

right roles, and ih the maintenance of the conventional order and the 

expectancies of others. The ideas of others continue to play a large 

part in the affirmation of self, although at this time the self may 
, , 

" 
go through a period of intense negativ;sm that Beauvoir characterized 

as the nihilist stage. 

For sorne individuals, stage three has a basic "good-boy, 'good­

girl" orientation. The emphasis is on pleasing and helping others, 

but this interest does not spring fram â genuine concern for others, 

... 

understanding of them, or feelings of solidarity. One helps others 

because the good person, as defined by the ,family and by the institutional 

laws, does so happi}y. There tends to be conformity to the stero-' , 
typical images of the majority. 

o 

Living up to the expectancies ~f others, however, may involve 

sOOIething other than carrying out a good-boy role'. The serious man , -

gets~ his pat o,n the back with the stage three person for carrying out 
, " 

ap actipn even th ough he didn't freely choose it; there also ex1sts 

the type of stage three person who t like. the'nihilist, perf~rms the 

role of bringer of destruction. As any ~oc;ologist will tell you, 
~ marginals are needed to maintain conventional arder. 'The rol~ of bad J 

" 
boy, which 1s defined by others and thus not a totally original choice, 

fits into society tao . 
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Stage four morality allows sorne free choice to enter into the 

picture. ~uthority is respected, but the role that the stage four 

individual will play to mai~tain social order is more truly ~hosen. 
-

The specifie role is not usually dictated. There is an orientation 

73 

to doinq onels dut y and maintaining the soèial order. The social order 

is to be maintained for its own sake. not because it necessarily re­

fiects any important goals, much as the adventurer takes action for 
J.' 

the sake of taking ac~ion, wh ether ,or not ;t is qood action. The 

stage four person, like the adventurer, has sorne free choice an~ sorne 

regard' for others. He stil1 'accepts external authorities, however, 

and has nO,feeling for mankind as a whole. 

He is not running away from choice and responsibility, as 

the early staqes of Kohlberg and Beau~oir do, but he-is not yet 

clearly thinking through ~is actions. Motives may count, but conse­

quences don't. The means are not oarticularly important if the end 

is considered worthwhile. 

As we near the deve 1 opmen't of mature and qenu i ne moral i ty, 

once aQain the place where moral value resides changes. It is now 

beqinning to be found in the conforming of the self with shared or 

shareable standards, duties, or rights. The importance of maintaining 

the social order has diminished. General moral pr;nciples and res­

pons ib 1 e'~ acti on are now poss i bil i t1 es. 

At stage five, a contractual, legalist1c orientation can be -

noticed. The person'may act in accordance wit~ the tul~s, but does 

50 recognizing the arbitrary element or starting point of these ruIes, 

.' 
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• wbich has been decided on for the sake of, ,aqreement. He sees that 
6-

those who follow rules and the social order without beinq aware are 

1 not,reahy making' their' O\'!n choices. He accepts the rules, but still ,'" 
. 

'considers himself ~esponsible for ~is actions. He has a sense of 
, ( 

conmi tment. Hi~ dut y is now defined in terms of the social contract; 

for his action and support of x, it is fair that he in turri receives 

y. ' . 
This interest in receiving, ~n~t~ aware yet somewhat ungen­

erous attitude, reminds us of the passionate man, who makes free 

ch01ces and acts on the world but is highly concerned with the obtain-. 
" ing and possessing of the valuable. The stage five persan generally 

avoids violating the will and rights of others, but does not make a 

special campaign of it. Unlike the passioriate man, however, for whom 
- 0 ' 

others can actually becbme obstacles, the stage five individual has 
" ' 

\ . 
some ~nterest in the general welfare of the majority as set forth in 

the social contract. Neither individual has attained true concern for 

all others, and neither acts with this as the absolute goal. • 

It is only when we reach Ko.hlberg's stage six that we find 
\ 

the equivalent of Bèauvoir's authéntic ~einq. This ind~idualls orien-

tatio~ is toward fr~ely chosen'principles embodied in'his consciente. 

Action fol1ows b4!lief, and intentionaHty is counted as significant. 

It should be noted here that KOhlberq" seens to fe;l that in­

ten'ion almost always assures action. It may be only the stage six 

persan. whose intentions are genuinely hi s own and sincerely compas- ' 

sionate, but espec1ally in the cases of these 1ndividuals he takes a 

" 
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Ka~tian stance. The knowledge of the r1ght ànd go~d, for KoHlberq, 

usually implies like behaviour. : . 

The orientation is not only to actually ordained social rules, 

e but also to principles of choice involvinq an appeal ~o logical uni­

ver~aJity çnd consistency. From the stage six viewp~int, the means 
'r ~ , 

must be consistent with the end. The conscience ;s used as a direct-

ihg agent. Thus this autonomous moral beinq creates and. ~cts res,pons-
\ 

ibly on his own values just as Beauvoiris authentic man doe~. Màtual 
. , . 

respect and trust between aJl people is taken as a condition of i~ter-

action; and aS a goal where it 1s not yet in evidençe. 

C. The Comp1eœentarity of the Two Theories 

The stageS of moral development suggested by Bea4voir and, 
.< 

1 

Kohlberg have a definite tomplementarity~ as 1 have ttied to show. 

- . Gi v en the tOJa 11 y di ff eren t . bac kgrou nd and bl a se> Of the two. the Il 

pa~llels are strikinq. 1 do not know if either 1s aware of the 

other's work. They -'se'~ to have come to their conclusions total1~ 
separately, and,eaçh;seems valid in itself. KOhlbe~g ~as the add~d 
dimension of testinq out his theory, which gives it addit~onal We~ght; 
yet Beauvoir has not suggested any substantial changes to the th~9ry 

she devised over thJrty years a~o. 1 certainly did not expect the 

stages to match exactly. But l find that the r€petition of the 

attitudes, actio~s, and goals stated in the same order of development 

are close enough to make them good miighibrs. Seeing one totally ab-

""stract and one tota11y scientif1c thinker approach the same t'opic and 

leave.it with such sjmilar views conv'nces me'of the validity of their 

"views. 

T 

J 

-------------------------------------......... ~ 
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,'" It might be noted here that neHher Beauvoir nor Ko'hlberg 

~ -' 
have much nope for many people reaching the most mature stage of 

morality. The process, as we have seen, can be'lon9 and arduous. 

requirinq continu;ng reclarification and commitment to qoals that 

occasionally clash with those of the society in qeneral. ·Ko~lberg ) 
, 1 • 

has rémarked that each of his stages of moral judqement represents a 
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r.\ 
step toward tmore genu;nely and .distinctly moral judqement, th~t is, 

a judgement more closely in correspondence to qenuine mor~lity as it 
~ 1 

has been .deflned by philosoPhers.105 Beauvoir èould certainly be 

included in this group. 

Yet philos'ophers frequently, deplore the lack of good and 

'courageous individuals in the world. Beauvoir seems open to hopeful 

,possibilities, but is çertainly not convinced that next century will 

see a society of authentic beings. Kohlbérg also seems ta feel that 

many a<i\Jlts wi 11, never reach s ~aqes fi ve and six. Earl; er resul ts 4 

of tests like Kohlberg"s, which attempted to evaluate moral autonomy 
1 

and the mak1ng of truly moral judgements, had discouraging results. 

Few yqung adults nleas'ured up to authentic being, and Kohlberg's results 
;,1 • 106 . ' 

seem inuch the same. " . 
, 

Kohlberg and Beauvo)r are in 'agreement not only about the 

difficulty,of reaching- the most mature stage of morality, but also 
, 

p about the structural changes which lead the person to moral growth. 

As might be expected, Kohlberg focuses on details and explana,tions of 

a scientific-psycholog1cal sort; his ideas do' seem to complement ~, ' 
1 

Bea~vôirls. however, if ~e look at ~~ral patterns. The ptocess of 
. ----moral growth 1s seen as oné'lnvolving the development of self-identity 

- < 1 
/ 
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, 
througn, against, and/or f9r others. The way in which Beauvoir's and 

Kohlberg's specifie stages· parallel each other has alr.eady beerl des­

. cribed. The more general pattern of total identification of self 

with others, èonfirmation of self by significant others. further . \ 
definition of self as opposee to other~and a growinq awareness ·of 

• 1 

<' 1 the interaction of self.and society which can eventuaHy lea,d .to 

responsible consistent morality - this pattern seems reflected in 

both writers. .. 
(f 

The'important changes in moral thinking have been acceptéd 

as occurring during adolescence. There is, at this time, a qreater 
, 

awareness, of moral questions coupled with a greater capability for 

dealing with them. The world becomes ipcreasingly diverse aod less 

limited to the adolescent, and if he does not take the eisy way out 

through bad faith, many difficult choices are inevitable. 107 
! . 

Beauvoir notes, like Kohlberg, that during adolescence intro-

spection and the creation of new values frequently are in evidence. 

Kohlberg feels that these new and growinQ concerns have to do with 
1 

1 

the ability to ent~rtain hypotheses or theoretical propositions which 

depart from irrrnediately observable events. "The awareness of the dis­
f 

crepancy between the actual and the possible helps to make the adol-

escent a rebel. 1I108 

It is just such awareness which seems to motivate the adoles-

cent girl in Beauvoir's The Mandarins. Dissatisfied with the plodding 

andt'sanetimes comprom1sing pol1tical actfons of her sôcialist father, 

she dreams df immediate and~irect action and excitement. True to 

.- , ~ 
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stereotype. 'she runs off to trave1 with an older man t leaving b~hind 
~.J G 

traditiona1 values in her search for new ones that will give meaning 

to her world. Somewhere past such a stage of anarchistic morality, 

su~jectivism gives way to thought which is capable of transcending 
" 

one"s own irnnediate experience and considerin(J others'points of view. 

J To a certain extent'there seems to be tacit agreement betweep 
" 

\1 , 

Beauvoir and Kohlberg that intellectual development enhances the élb-

ility to ana'yze and criticize, and to have more.accurate perceptions 

of the world. However. the external environment of the individua1 

i nteracts with hi s own interna l envi ronment" One i nf1 uences the other. 

KOhlberg writes that value orientations are related to social class 

differences, and that the social hierarchy condones varying values for 

persons at varying steps on the larlder. 109 Beauvoir's yo~ng bourgeois 

protagonist experienèes this rea1ity in The B100d of Others, in which 

he finds that his newly-ma~ fri~nds of working clas~ origin question 

his sincerity and his comprehension of their own values' and concerns,. D 

His different social background classifies him in their eyes, and 

hts arduous struggle down the social ladder is not easily accepted by 

those born at the bottom. . 
Both Kohlberg and Beauvoir write about the development of i'., 

social awareness in the mature individual such th~t the stage six/auth-
\ 

ent;c man acts with regard to others at all times. KOhlberg, as noted, 

has written of a reassertion in ~isuown wor~ of the Platonic faith in 

the power of r~tional good. 110 Beauvoir too reflects the idea that 
1 

awareness and the knowledg~ of right action 1s Iél devel'opment of intel-

, 
) 

. 
• 

.. 
" 
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lectual as well as of emotional potenti~. In Beauvoir. as has been 

sugg~sted, an.almost mystical element of spiritual feelings towards 

all of mankind is a1so evident. 

An emphas1s on the universal 1s found in bath thinkers. ' Moral 
1 • 

judgements, involving decisions about the goodness or rightness 9f 0""",-

- ---
actipns, are not like aesthetic decis,ions. They tend ta be universal 

judgements, inclusive, consistent, and grounded on impers anal or ideal 

qrounds. The responsibility of one towards al1 others must never 
. ) 

be neglected, nor dealt with according to personal and 'selfish prè:' 

ferences. The fact of our existence, our interf~rence into the lives 

of others must be compensated for by continuous, thoughtful, compas­

sionate cholce and action. 

Ko'hlberg has written that justice represents an ideal equil­

ibrium of social interaction,111 and certainly Beauvoir's driving 

force is towards the goal of human freedom, dignity, and w'Qrth, which 

can be reflected in any social ~er as justice. Justice requires . ... ... ~ .... "--
somewhat less personal sacrifice than the ·è~ loving actions for 

.. ..... (' 

freedom of others suggested by Beauvoir, but it is easier to legislate 
~ and carry out and it sanctions many of the same actions. This central 

moral' value of justice is not understood as a rule or a set of rules, 

but,as a way of choosing whieh wejattempt to follbw at a11 ttrnes. It 
, 

is a freely chosen and,~cted on Ideal. Kohlberg brinqs up the point 

that a knowledge of the principle of ju~tice does not predict virtuous 

action but at least makes it a possibili~y.112 In Beauv~ir we f;nd the 

same idea: recognizing one's freedom may not lead to acceptance of it .. 
\ 

[ 
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in all cases, but it is a necessary prelil-inary to free moral· choice. 113 

Thë'problem of the relationship between thought and action has not bee~ .. 
~lved, but both write~s recognize it as a problem. 

1 

A writer commenting on Kohlber~'s work has noted that Kohlberg's 
1 

stage six moral person follows closely the.au~hentic man described by 

Heidegger, and, we may add, that described by B~auvoir too. He possess­

es the "moral skills" of being able to attend to other peoples' feelings, 

treating others as ends in themselves, thinking and acting on empir-

ical facts and conseq~nces, cÔntnunica'ting clearly, and being able to 

formulate universalizable principles. 114 

Beauvolr's explanation of morality seems to be that it dev-

elops throuqh·the recognition that we create ourselves through others 

and tha~we act by choosing projects which make ourselves richer as 
, 

persons while showing our concern for others. According to,Kohlberq, 

morality happens through changes in what is clear and valuable t~ us, 

. such that eventually t the whole world is included and we act by follow­

ing our increasingly other-oriented moral perceptions and decisions. 

\ In both cases, it is the recognitï on, acceptance and eventual resolution 
. ~ 

'Qf the self-other conflict which are the signals of moral development. 
, -

The grQWing awareness of the interdependence of humanity seems to be 

the key:tb moral grûWth, although Beauvoir focuses on freedom and Kohl-

berg on cognitive maturation as the paths leading to this awareness. 

~It is questionabl& whether, or not Kohlberg would accept 

Beauvoir's stat ent that to be free is to be moral. Kohlberg seems 

can be chosen and administered even in a situation 

in which rrot all individuals are free. In his concr.ete way, he does 
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not analyse the actions of the individual as havlng effects on a1l 

others, but just on the specifie society he 1s involved in. Kohlberg's 
.~ . 
less mature individuals, for example in stages three and four, are less 

" , 
~ 
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wracked by angst and fear than Beauvoir's cowards and nihilists. Beauvoir • • 

~. aga;n here focuses more on abstract and inteJal anxieties, whereas 

, Kohlberg ;s interested in the specifie and the external'. It might be 

, argued that if Kohlberg understood freedom in the way. that Beauvoir does, 

he would agree that the free man would be more likely to attain stage 

, - six morality than any other. 

Although the complementarity of these two systems of thought 

has been established, one ;s not necessarily better than the other. 

Bath have their advantages: Kohlberg'has specificity, Beauvoir her 

( . greate.r sensitivity to individuals despite her Piilosophical '~one. 

, 

'" 

() 1 

Neither theory escapes sorne critic;sm, however. Both have rece1ved 

much criticism, and sorne of it seems to be warranted. Beauvoir es­

pecially has been dealt sorne harsh words, perhaps because of her audacity 

in daring to continue Sartre's line of philosophy, when mos. people 

know 'her best as a "mere" pri ze-wi nn i ng fema le nove 1 i st. 
1 

94Lawrence Kohlberg IIMoral Education in the Schoo~s" in Grinder, 
Studies in Adolescence, (Toronto, Macmi11~n ço., 1969), p. 239 

, jli 
95 ~ 

" ,Lawson, p. 39 

96Lawrence Kohlberg, "Educati on for Just; ce ll in Si zer, Moral 
Edu€ation, (Cambridge, Harvard University Press, 1970), p. ~ 

1 

97pour unp Morale de L'Ambiguité, ~. 58 

980sborn" p. 27 
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University of Toronto Press. 1971 , p. 33 

101 Ibid., p. 36 

1'02Beck , p: 49 
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Chapter 7: Criticism of Kohlbe~g's Theory 

The tests that Kohlberg worked up to evaluattf moral reasoning 
, -

'\ and decisfon-making abilities have not heen criticized too much. Their 

use, however. and conclusions drawn from their results are another 

matter. Kohlberg attempted to avoid any specifically Western biases 

in his test. The test situation involves a man whose young wife 1s - , 
dying from cancer. ,The only available cure is one invented by a 

druggist. The man, after trying all ways possible. is unabl-e to 

come.up with the amount of money the druggist demands for the med­

ication. He has only half the money, and the drugg1st refuses to 

,sell it: The man, desperate at this.-point. steals the drug. The 

perion taking thi s test i S· asked a series, of questions followinq 

fr the initial one: should the man have stolen the drug? 

The test has been used in Canada, the United States, Enqland, 

Central America, Me~ico, and Taiwan. Kohlberg hàS been 

criticized for assuming the universality of his theory after tests in 

on11 these countries. It seems true that most of them operate under 

the same dominant social values anyway. Kohlberg, in his rush to· be 

scientific, immediately speaks of his theory as accu rate for moral 

dev~lopment in all cultures and countries. 

It is questionable to what extent he 'has figured in or con­

sidered the e'ffect of the impact of culture on young teenagers, and , 

young adults. If a scale of morality is made with ~estern values 
\, 

consciously or·unconsciously in mind, then a total1y different culture 

with differoent values will come out as a low scorer on Kohlberg's test. 
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""'-
The test will, in Kohlberq's eyes, still be accurate; country X will 

simply,be categorized as somewhat 'immoral. 

Along these lines is the problem of class structure. Although 

Kohlberg touches on the influence of the socio-economic sphef.e, he 

does not appear to compensate for it in. the analysis of his test 

results. There is also the difficulty of assuming that one word or 

·idea will be understood in the same way in all cultures. Surely there 

are sometimes vast differences in interpretation even in one city or 

country let alone between countries. If stealing is considered ta 
" be wrong, the persan who steals may be IIcorrectly" puni shed in one 

culture by being fined, in another by beinq jailed. and in another by 
• 

having his hand cut off. If the principle of ~orality behind all 

three punishments is the same and can still lead to such different 

actions, th en Hs universality loses much of its real concrete meaning. 

Kohlberg has been accused of categorizinq and thus fallinq 
\ 

into danger of makinq morality a static"thing, but he has stated 

that the-stages do overlap. Thus there is a place for change even 

within his categories. But this leads to another problem. If an' 

immature action is taken, but for mature reasons, how are we to tell 

apart the stage three from the stage five person? What is the import­

ance of the practical consequence of an action? Since Kohlberg eval-
c 

uates moral ded~ion~making, we c'n anly assume,that like moral actions 

will fnllow. He does nQt show us evidence for his Kantian certainty 
D 

on, this point, since he does not test beh-aviour, only decision-making 

abilities. But th~re can be a discrepancy between words and actions 
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which throws Kohleerg's theory into a less valuable position 9 since .... 

~ we are all familiar w;th where good intentions and ideas can lead us. 

One of my own criticisms of Kohlberg's work, although not a , 
\ 

major one, is that he does tao m~ch generalizing of character types. 
v , 

Althougn the antonomous stage six persan saunds canplex and interest-, 

ing, and various types of personalities could fit that stage, this 

is not true of the lower stag~s. The immoral person sounds stereo­

typed, and tqo predictable ta be real: Kohlberg's immorality is 

boring. There is not even more than a hint, for example, of' the teen­

aged reb~llious searcher for values. The ~phasis in,stages two 
\ 

• through four';s on the (immoral) yes-man. What of the many other ways 
.p 

in ,which we deceive ourselves and others? ~ 

In Kohlberg's stages there is little of the diversity of ~ 

character and thaught that we find represent~d in BeauVoir's work. 

She may be dramatic or poetic at times, but her stages have more ac-, -, 

curately captured the dynamics of creative coping and non-coping 

, that real people experience intheir moral development throughout ad-' . 

olescent and adult life. 

Beauvoir avoids some of the criticisms directed at Kohlberg 
> 

because of her very different approaçh,style, and interests. She can-
, 

not be criticised on the grounds that she has misinterpreted scientific 

data, since she does'not claim'to use any data other th an her own ex-
~ 

1 periençes and perceptions of other p~ople. B~auvoir has travelled 
• 

greatly during her life, ,and known and spoken with .people from various 
;' ,. 

socio-economic strata', and her observations come frorp reflections on 

\. 
\ 

\ 
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behaviour she has seen,or read about.-~Beauvoir a150 se~s le5s gui1ty 
1 

of the sort of stat1c stereotypinq of man that we find in Kbhlberg. 

Her stages, flexible like Kohlberg's, offe~ greater variety. We coûld' 
, 1 

1 

fit many personalities'to the type of moral! or illl110ral characters 
\ 

Beauvoir sU9gests in her stages. ", 

Beauvoir daes not attempt ta' persuade "us that her theory of , 
./ 

moral development is absolutely and universal1y true and accurate. 

She seems to take specifie historieal and cultural context into con­

sideration as an influence on development mùeh more than Kohlberg does. 
?'-

She is definitely more eoneerned with ~oral action than Kohlber~ 1s, 

although she sees a close relati~nship between thought and action. 
/' 

She wqrries 'about the consequences of ~ctions taken; KOhlberq ~eems 

to look at actions, moral or immoral, in a more isolated~ay. 
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Criticism of Beauvoir's Theory 
J 

.' , e 

• There are certainly valid criticisms to be made of Beauvoir's 
j ,. 

work. One of them she qive words ta herself in The Blood if Others. 
\ 

87 

"1 knew for ever that oQe cannot di scern the 1 imits of an act i on; that 
, 115 

which one is (n the midst of doing, one cannot know in advance. ", ( 

She con tends that we must, as moral beings, take responsibility for 

a11 consequences of our ~ctions. ~et it is impossible for us to know 

al1 these consequences before the action 1s taken. Can we, in good , 
-, 

faith, decide to do anythfng? This particular contradiction is never 

rea1ly dealt with. It miqht be assumed that any action taken, no 

matter how much it seemed to be one that wou1d work tl~ards the free-" .. ' 

dom of a11 others, might still'have ufiknown negative consequences. No 

açtion can be accepted as total1y valuable, then, ~d uncertainty and 
~ -

doubt continue to p1ague even the authentfc beinq·. Yet, in sorne volumes 
; . 

of Beauv9ir's autobiography, any doubt of tRe value of Sartre's' actions 

seems ta have disappeared. The theoretical probl~s of acting that 

Beauvoir sets up are not a1ways felt 50 keenly in day-to-day life. 

Her own ~riticisllf of Ethics of Ambiguity, as found 1n her Force 
t .!> 

of Circumstance, ;s that her descriptions of the ~tages of morality 

were too abstracto She writes that she considers the polemical part to 

be val id, inc1uding her defense of existentialism, but that her, stages 
~~ • .- , El" 

were not closely enough situated "in levels of reality.II}16 Ta a cer-

~in extent, this seems- a valid criticism. Morality, she feels, must 
, ' 

be defined in à social context, but Beau~oir's morality demands a 
, tI ' 

specifie hist.orical contexl as well, concerned as it is with groups 
'..t. '. 
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.' and not Just individu.als. Her theory made no mention' of s,uch .pecifi,cs, 

although l think that she miqht cQndone~certain actions in 0Fe hittorica1 
. " sltuation that would be totally out of place in another. 

Along with this lack of historical specificity, Beauvoir , 

focuses too great1y on the iso1ated îndividual. She seems:to "lend .. 
a11 value to the individual, a1though he~ theory focuses on humanity~ 

. 
as a whole and on the poss·ible deve10pment 'Of 9!'_<:>t:JPs and nations. She 

is not a communist, but is enough of a socia1ist for one ta expect . 

slightly less moral value to be p1aced on the actions of one person . "~ 

acting a"lone. Herauthentic being soùnds like an altruistic hero, but 
G. '" , 

even he 'Can do 1,itt1e wlthout the support and co-operation of others. 
~ 

A1though she dwe11s on the constant self70ther interface when exp1ainin~ 

the human condition, some-of her stages pay little àttentio~~ this 
, -

dynamic'. Authentic man' comes c10sest to ,the ideal behav10ur, but he . -, 
, 1 

t'oo suffers from lac~ lof ~nowl edge of' the consequ,ences of hi s acti ons 

and from the djfficu1ty of objectifyinq, others. 

BeauvOir is rather idealistic in assuminq that authentic man is 

a consi~tently tenable position of morality, given her own admission of 
: \'> • 

the wea~nesses of hURlani ty~ L~i ke Koh~berg, "she" does rlbt' say what pro-
'1 , 

portion of humanit~ she thinks 'can reach or'has ~eached authentic being. 
, " 

Shé seems to have a bias towards artists, however, shown throughout her 
l ' 

autobi,ographica1 \york. Perha~s sueh 1dealjsm was necessary to hér, 

since she herself, a'lthough a'teacher for many years, a1ways consider-
• __ ~ t:> 1 

\ ~'. 

ed herself a writer first ana forémost. It may be that her own circle 
/ . . 

of fri ends and aequa i ntanees, 1 ne 1 ud 1ng as. i t d 1 d many of th'e mos t im-

, , . 
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portant thinkers~n Western' Europe. gave h~r quite unintentipnally a . 
more optimistic v,iew of human possibilities than that of the' a~erage 

20th century Frenchwomah. 

Here in her own life. then, are examples, of things that have 
t1 

had a qreat influence on her own development às a person. Yet she 
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, , 

does' 1flot" take much account of how they influence the moral devel'bpment 
j 

of others. The first factor is' that of emotional tendencies. The 1 

q 
personality of any individual, psycho'o~ists have s~own us, is a 

~omplex and frequently contradjctory entity. But certain tendencies .. - . 
show up stronger th an others. Beauvoir has. always been bath more 

.. 
practical and more concrete in her thinking than the abstract and 

dreamy Sartre-:'~ What accounts
C 

for ~ di;ffer~nce is a whQTe complex 

of factors involving genetic inheritance, family influence, social 

training, and, personal/e~per;ence. The e~rly yea.~s, leave on~ with a' 

marked tendency towards certain types of reactions and certain.waYs 

of ~oping with and expressinq fears and ~opes. Beauvoir's fictional 
- , ;.. , 

characters make V9lue decisions for good or evil under the,strong i~ 

fluence of their emotions, but she poes not write much in her ethics 
,.., 

about this sort of influence on moral decision-making. 

Nor does she deal with another important experience it seems 
c 

likely she or her friends knew of,. tht! possibility of inspiration. 

Th,is too is a highly personal and unique way of comp~ehension, which 
, 

may n9t strike many individuals, although we might suspect her artist' 

friends would b~ fami~iar with. it. Like religious convers ton exper­

iences, inspiration ~ight lead to a dêw level of thinking and a~t;ng, 

, - ( 
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even if it does not hâve as ;ts direct source the needs of and-res-
o 

\ 

ponsibilities to others. These except; ons to the f, ru le of moral dev-

elopment'have not been dea1t with. 

, . Beauvoir ' s belief in freedom as the source of all values is 

reflected in all of her works, and explained in Ethics of.Ambiguity. 
, ,', / 

WithSut it~ she conten~s, there is no moral acti'on possible. It is 

an intriglling idea, and is argued ·st~ongly. However, it is.. not 
, 4 

totally acceptable becaus~ of the way in which Beauvofr defines her 

terms. To her mind, freedom consists of a sharp awareness of the 

world, of the rights ~f' others~ and of the ambiguity of human exis­

tence. There are ~e~tain~y many thinkers, both religious and other­

wise~ who would ,and do, quarrel with her analysis of man as the giver 

of sense to his world. 

<:> To those acceptinq~tmposed order ~nd set of values, be it 

that of God or of nature, the human condition is not seen as being , 

90 

, .: 

particularly ambiguous. There are not, for other points of view, the 

same problems and anxieties that there are for those following Beauvoir's 
-lo 

, theories and perceptions. Thus th~re are many people who in Beauvoir's 

{r eyes are not fr~e ,. because they do not a~cePt the a·rb; trary fact if 
their existence and do not accept a need for personal and, original 

• sense-maki ng. If they are not free, they cannot possibly be moral. The -, , , 
most virtuous action, if nototaken with freedom as its goal, would ~e' 

considered not of very great value by Beauvoir. 'Clearly this view 
c , 

Jimits the number of moral actions to be found in our world. It seems 
// 

more reasonable to accept that the struggle fOr personal awar~ness and' . ~ 

/ 

1 .. 

\ . 

\. 

. . 

\ 



c 

1 

/ 

" 
1 LCU ; ~ . JI ISb 

\. 
. .{ 

1 
91 

freedom is one of several sources of moral acti'on. 

She a1so contends t.hat freedom is the on1y value which can 

in any and all situations be taken as the supreme goal. _ Freedom is the 
l 

on1y value she deems safe to use as an ideal. She is afraid that other 

values set up as goals might be distorted~y individual i nterpretati ons , 

and sa only freedom shpuld be sought unconditionally. Beauvoir does 

not give any reason for her belief that freedom alone will stand un-

al:>l!s ed as an i dea 1. ,.. 

. other 

Although she ~entions that the less ~al person wilJ choose 

;'deals than fre~, she discards these athers as not valuable . 
'\ ,Il 

Ttfey niay indeed be less valuable, but they should be reckoned.with. 

Beauvoir does not take into enough account the influencè of the society' 

we live in. It may make the k4nd of freedom she speaks of close.to . 
impos~ible for most indi~i a1s. There cmay be various itleals which 

are encourag,ed, "e.g.
l

, the in ~idual who 'gets ahead no matter what, 
~ 

which work on our brains wnether we are conscious of the influence or 

not .. The consumer society dO~S not natural1y think ot' shar:ing and of . 

being responsible to fe110w men. The social set-up does not work to 

strengthen .altruism and 'concern .. *9r humanity in mo~t cases, with. its 
. ! 

push fpr personal material weHare and wel1-being. Beauvoir has ad­

mitted her stages are too abstract as they are not~grbunded in real 
. ... 

hi~torical situations; and comparably her philosophX of freedOm as-
-

supreme value is ~ot grounded in the realistic structure of' our Western 
If, • \Iç 

socio-economics. 

• t 

It certainly does not seem to be necessar' ta possess 'Beauvoirls 

\ .. 
\ 
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r " .r..y type of freedom in order t0 act morally, although freedom does indeed 

facilitate such actions. If one is not 'completely aware bf onels 
• 

'" respbnsibili~y and self-worth, the ~ectrum of moral action ;5 very 

1 i ke ly 1 i""~d, ?ut it i s_ RO,t nono-ex i stent. The phenomenon of the 

right thing be~~g done for the wrong reasons has existed and will con-
.. ... t ~ 

,( tinue te e~st, and despite the importancerof intention, an act done 
l ~ __ ....' 

-t--'------r~rong reasons',is stil1 an ad of practical consequence for the 
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world. 
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This matter of doing the right thing for the wrong reason 

brings up another problem. Beauvoir seems ta assume that we.do what 

we want to do, and that with enough luck, courage, and/struggle, we 
, / 

will see our way clear. ~o the understanding of. our owh worth. and 

r~spons;b;lities. t have already noted her'~ack'of attention towards 

those external social. fac~ors th'at influence our value perception, 

and';owards the individual emotional fa~tors that influence our ex-
.. ~,,? ~ 

pression of our values.' But she also forgets about, or chooses ~ot 
, 4 ~ ~I<) 

to do m01e than mention, our frequent difficulties in controlling our 
1 

actions. We do not do everything we wish to, and we arè rarely free 
, . 1 

to do-all we would, because of our human weakness~~. She lists off~ 
. . 

sorne of them, but does not go' on to suggest how"~r,;f they can be dealt 

with. 
pt. " 

In her books sorne characters are 'Slmp.ly stronger and more COl11- • 
~ , 

p8ssionat~ then others. Yet if she will not accept a theological , 

basis for their better condition in life and bejter understanding of 

it, she ought to suggest something else. Human natur~, as has b'een 

noted, she says ~as pos-sibilities for 900d~eVi~ i,f evil t~nd-
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encies exist, it would seem ~he part of a writer toncetned with moral 

action to suggest how we might ~ombat them. This 1s not explicitl~ 

done. o 

Beauvoir"s ·stages of development 'are by no means in~al idated\ 

by this criticism, but her ufree mânu and her assumptions should be 
. . 

examined more carefully. 
, ' 

It seems> she has Hmi te~ him too much to 

being'an artificial created figure ~o holds her own philosophical 

·views, and cannot include other traditionally vi~tuous models. 
~ J 6'? 

l15The B l ood of Others, P." 63 

1l6Force' of Circumstance, p .. 67 
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Chapter 9: The Problems of Freedom 

A. ChQos;ng ValuaQle Actions 
't 1 

~, . 
: 

" If we go along with ,Beauvoir's idea of aut.hentic being as 
l 

the most moral way to exist, there are var;ous problems to confront. 

94 

'The move toward rn~rality is the move'toward genuinelfree choice, which 

we might imagine wou1d be personal an~ varied in charàcter. The com-. 
" plexity of humanity seems to assure us a variety of'interpretations of 

that which ~ould serve ta moveltheindividual and his society towal"~s . 
> .. .. • 

freedom. How c~n. it be assumed:that individuals ' free choices will 

_ .,perfectly mesh with the furthering of freedorn for mankind as a whole? 

I~ choices do not further this goal, they ~re not all that moral afte~ 

-all. Beauvoir attempts this reconciliation by saying that at the 
'~-' .., , 

point of perception 'and awareness of authentic Deing, the one is the 

same as the other. That is,th6ughtful free choic~ a~~ consequent action 
, 1 , , 

on the pa~t ~f the fndividual cannot help bu~ furthe~ the cause of human 
f ; 

freedom. Her iack of' historical context here is hel,pful to her angu--
\ II? ,ft • 

ment, sin~e facts and specific'cases might show otherwise. Her'inter-

pret.ation seems possible but not inevitable. 

How d'oes - Koh 1 berg dea 1 wi th th i s prob 1 em? He s eems ta fee 1 
~ 

that the autonornous moral agent will have as much'respect for others 

as for liîmself, and will therefore' in making individual chotces at 

least do nothing to interfere with the freedorn of oth~rs. Thi$.seems . 

\' 

a more realistic approach. Kohlberg ' s belie~ in-justice as the supreme ,1 

va~e allows for personal choices and actions whtch, although h"ighly 

moral, may not be overly helpful to the furthering of' justice on the 
" 
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large scale. As has beeR not~d, howev~r, his acceptance of justice 
1 

as the $upreme value seems somewhat ~ulturally determined, and 

, ther~fore may not be the most usef~i measure for ev~ uati n9 the, 

, morality of all individual actions. 

Kohlberg comes;n for the same crit;c;sm as that given to 
~ r 

Beauvoir: he has not shown sufficient attention to those social. 

and cultural factors that in~1u~nce us. Nof. does he, any more 'than 
," 

Beauvoir, account clearly for our own problems in doing ail that w~ 

fi 
1 

-
Beauvoir is part~u~arlY concerned with the.p,~ctical con-

sequences of actions: as' well as with their intentions. What kind 
'j 

of action. or. projet iS,accepted as being valuablèin the movemeht 

'towards human dignity" solidarity, and freedom? Is moral action 
, l ' 

on1'y possible for tKose possessed of -artistic and philosophical 

talents? Beauvoir(; ~ctua~lY goes ; nto more detail -cQncerning the 

personalities and'concerns of the immoral or less moral than she 

does for the a~~hentic man. ,he characters in her novels and plays 

her~ again should be kept in mind. These fictional and semi-fiction­

al characterp help g;ve spe~ific form to the abstract ideas in her 

Eth'ics of Ambiguity. rn her books we tend to find mostly artists, 

writers, and pol itically inclined figures portrayed as the most awaré 

,and frequently the most moral. # 

, 
In other writing,'she is le$s discriminat,ing. IITrue liberty 

111' is that which realizes itself by a positive project." In atone 

t~~~ Koh1berg would probably go along with she writes~~'~en action 
fi 1:-, .. 
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. ' 

Ois a lïVing,reall,ty, wh~n 'one believes\ in its goals, th.e word justic,e 

has.a me~~i~9.lIll'8 Our.projects, i; they are tes be important and merit 
~ ," <1 () 1 

'our time and effort, must affirm the depth of the world and the"sing-

ular reality ~9i(our o~n lives. The,Y ~u:t have, as thetr ~ltimate 
signHicance the' quest of freedom. In her eidealistic vein, sh'e writes 

that', IIIt,b is only from the moment ~f'choice W1 that reality has value;119 
~\ 

she does not like to op,enly aècept that reality may dictate choices in . .. 
" sorne situations" 

" B. Creativity and Vioience 

Worthwhile projects are those that lead to new possibilities, , 
, , 

new ideas, and new communication. She uses the examples of work in the 

fields"of science, iodustry, art and culture, invention, and philosophy. "' " . , 
These fields '~ll seem to have great potent,ial to move in creative and 'b 

o positive ways koward greater sens~-making' of the ~orld and sà toward 

freedom. Sometimes, however, n~gative action is necessary, such as 

violent ~evol~tion.120 '~s we might expect, Beauvoir contends that 
l , ~ 

violent action which, cornes Trom an" jncreasing awa,rene~s" of oppression. 

on the part of an i:hdividual or group is moral action. lm "such a ,case, '. 
to abstai n is to be an accompl ice' ,to greater violence and thé abuse of· 

freedom. 

Beauvoir is 'noLhere c~ndonJng violf;!nce across the board, nor 

.!. is she sU~lgestjng that be'ing free mMns being able to do what you feel , 

like. IITo be free is' not to be able to do what"one 'wants; it is to be 
.J r • , 

-
" -. 

able to pass,the given boundso towards an open future. You oppress me 

if you:throw me in jail, not'ff ypu keep me fram throwing my neighbor in 



\ 

, 

c 

-.......... ---- .. _"" -" -_.".,_._-.. - -- - -
l' " 'J ; n, .' l , I.~: " .. _. __ ~l __ . ----'--___ ~,,_~w._ . 

" 

, .. 

III 

j'ail:"121 E,lsewhere she writes, IIRespect for the freedom of oth~r~' is 
" 

not 'an abstract rule: it is the first condition for,the success of my 

efforts. 1I122 Sure ly others mus't be treated respectfu lly. It i s t'a 
\ 

those others that Beauvoir and her fellow wri.ters call ed out. 
" ' 

Although Beauvoir no doubt hoped to reach individuals from all' 

1 backgrounds, itl i s unl i kely t~at she does. Her novel s had and have-
.. 

great success 1 but even those who, read long nov71 s tend ta be of a 

97 

certain class. Needless to say, her phîlosophical works have attracted 

a much smaller audience. She herself has revealed a certain bias about 

what it is worthwhile to do in her frequent praise of the kind of writ­

ing which reaches out to others. She once wrote, IIIn any activity th~re 

can be freedom, and particularly in intellectual activity, because 
t 

t~ere you fi~d little place for repetition."123 Projects which open ~p 
o 

n~w pos5ibilities for thouqht and action, which are oriented to growth 
,,~'\ ~ 

, 
and the-future, are the most valuable kind to Beauvoir. 

b 

~ 

If we ar.e truly aware, we wi 11 know' that even the most care-

fUlly thouqht-out an,d executed project, and the new ideas that spring . 

up in its wake, will nQt make mu~h diff~ence to the world as a whole. 
{K' 

Still we must continue to think, choose, and act, to live a life so 

committed and 50 justif; ed that we can continue to cherish. it even wh en 
" ' 

all our illu$io!,~ have been 10st .. 124 The interaction of the hopes of 

the individual and the complex world they grow up in is reflected in . , 
1 ) 

Beauvolr ' s statement: "My life /t'as' béén, the fulfillment of a primary 
~ 

des i gn; and at the same time it has been the product _ "and express10n of 

the worTd in which it developed. 1I125 The cominQ to grips with freedom 

-
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demands the constant creating and carry1ng out of active,> thoughtful 

,projects, even' in the face of their frequent fa11ure. The choice and 
\ -, 
t\e acting ~ut from the choice is essential. 

1l7aerghe;·'p.' 176 

118Ibid ., p. 170 

119L'Exist~nt;alisme et>l~ Sagesse' dês Nations, p. 91 

120Pour une Moràle de L'Ambiguité. 
121. . 

Ibld:, P" 131 

122Pyrrhus et Cinêas, p. 358 

123Berghe, P. 20 
, 

124cottre11, p. 145 

125A11 sai4 and Done', p. 30 
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p. 116-118 
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Chapter 10: Conc1uding Remarks 

A. An Appreciation'and Criticlsm of Beauvoir and Kohlber~ 

During the course of my research and thought on th;s thes;s, 
, 0 

1 came up with more objections to the,ideas ~eauvoir than 1 had 

imagined l'would. Nevertheless,-I think she has madé a valuable and 
1 

thought-provoking' contribution to ideas about moral development. Her 

d~iPtion of the ~man condition is frightenin9, but cl~a~ly written. 

WH.nnot say it is W~Ongh since no one individual's interpretation of' 
. , --

ex i s tence based on e',(peri ence i s any more" ri ght than another' s . Ac-

cepting Sartre's ideas a'nd presuppositions" she then moYes on to add her 

own. 1 find herfocus on the possibilities of sehse-making and value~ 

creating, with' its hopeful tone, an assurjnq response to Sartres neg-
o , • 

ativism. Beauvoir may be justly accused of idealism in the almost 

mystical human so~idarity that she wants us all to be in touch with, 

b~t her belief in loving action is con crete and real~' Her concern for 

human responsibiHty andt;Pignity is admirable, anà her own life shows 

ample'evidence of ~er beliefs. 

1 am not totally in accord with Beauvoir when it cornes to her 

idea of freedom as the supreme value'. Her "dea of freedoni, involving 

as i t do es an i nte,nse awaren~s of th~ worl d and an acceptance of total. 

responsibility, is cl~arly beyond the intellectual and emotional cap­

acHies of many people. 'Yet, she sees it aS an essentiéil 1ngredient to 
o 

moral behav,io~r, and dis~o!Jnts as moral any actions taken that did not 

have freedom as their ~ltimate goal. (It migh~ even be argued that this 
. 

kind of freedpm is only possible for those of a certain socio-econom1c' 

, , 
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class who h~ve the 'leisure to consider ~uch \problems.)' It 'a1so glves 

littlè credit to those who a'ccept a different set of values that they 

have not personally c,reated. Here aga~n, if Beauvoir tnsists on free-
" . 

dom as the source of a11 value, many valid actions "lose their moral ., .. 
character. 

. . 
What 1 find more valuable in Beauv()i.r's work 1s ,the way in which 

she has taken her idea of freedom as th'e supreme value and worked it 
• > / 

through in resp~ct ta the moral develapment'of the/individual. Although 
, , 

one may not agree with her world vi~, her exa~1n;tion of .mor~l devel-

opment seelJls quite valid. She has recogn;.zed that the child exists in 

~ state of amorality un~il he js capa~le of certaip perceptions and the 

taking o~ of heavy responSibi~ies. After this point. she focuses·on 

var; ous stages or socî a 1 structures' that the growi ng pers on experi ences. 
~ . 

The change in the predominante of oertain values seems realistic, and 

her descriptions of the compromises and deceptions that we emp~ are 

very accurate. The general movement fram total dependency on others, 

to partialodependency on (and .iqentification through) others, to rebel-
-' ,. 

lion, to an eventual choice and acceptance of interdependence is given 

support in her work. The moral being is, at best, the aware and al­

truistic mature social being. 

Beauvoir's use of s~age~ has been criticized. However, tovcon­

ceiva of moral development as occurring in stage~ is not a new idea. 

Neither ;s jt an idea for which there is no evidence.,' Stages do not 

imp1y inevitable progress, n~r qu;ck and isolated breaks in growth. 

There need he no inference of the inevitabi1ity of moral development. 

'~ • 1 
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We plot stages ln intellectua1 and phys;cal growth.without assuming 

that it is inevitable. Neither Beauvoir nor K~h1~erg 1s so super-_ 
• .. <' V' .. 

ficial as to assume inevitab1e development, although both might wish 

it ,were so. St~ are a shorthand for the discovery that moral 
-. 

deve10pment, Mke other kinds of human deve10pment, happens in fair-
/ 

ly Aistl,nct complexes t oL~ttitude and beh,avioyr. 
. , 

. This idea does not.totally discount the possibility of,re-

lig10u5 conversion experiences, which sometimes result in an immed-. . 
, .. 

iate jump in moral awareness. An intense realization ,may ~produce 

speeded-up development. However, most peop1e'wi1l never h~ve 'such a 

rlialization but will pro~ress more painstakingly throu~h the st.ages ~ 
.. .... 0 / ' 

G • 

of social. interaction and development. 

'Our' expectations must ditfer'for individuals who are at ~if­
ferent le'vels of thought. Even the word levels, connoting perhaps 

a ladder of erogress, 1s "inaccurate, s1nce Beallvoir notes that the 
, . 

stages are gradually grown into. They' do ,not e~ist albne. The authen: 

tic man may' slip into.attituaes and behaviours béfitting a less respon­, 
sible stage. Perhaps we use the word stages ~ecause it gives us a more 

, ' 

valid tool to use in the explorat~on of human,gro~th than other less 
,0 

• ' <r') ,flexlble br more vague·structures,or terms. 
/ 

It is not enough to say 

that Gandhi was different from Idi Amin in his 'moral developmlnt. 
, " 

,There do exist, various studies and many writers have .con,vinced me, 
" - . complexes of ,moral thought involvlng certain ,sets of valuéS and consequent 

behavioùrs,.· Sùch complexes follow each other almost· invariably in a 

, 0 

.\ 
\ 
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.' 
cer~ain order, and a1thouqh t~ey 1eave rodm'for fur~her que$tioning 

and research, the stage idea is a va1id one in this field. 

Dr. Lawrence Kohlberg is 1obvious1y one ot the researchers who 

has influenced my<idèas. His philosophical ,~a'Sis ;s'nowhere explained 

in -the sort of detail that Beauvdlr's is, but- his goal also seems to 
(. 

be towards human dignity, and 'responsible action. He ac'cepts justice 

as the sup.r?~e val ue lathEfr than freedom, and bases' .hi s thought on. 
, . , 

o 

psychO'lo'gical t'esting and scientific objectivity r:ather tha]2 on phil-

osophica\ analysis and subjective refleètion. 

If Beauvoir's moral man is one who has escaped from indifference 

and fear', "Kohlberg' s moral nian is one who has oesc~ped from ignorance 

- 4 and fear. Despite,the~e differences, Kohlberq is generally supportive 

of the self-other pattern of identity and moral growth mentioned above, 

and h;s final descr;pt~on~of the morai 'persan is almost identical with 
Il 

. ' 

. Beauvoir's authentic being. 
/"".. " 

Ko~lberg also feels that the idea of stages 

of moral development is ,a sound 'one, and has fonowed in the footsbeps 
" of high1y respected psychologists in his attempt to su~s~antiate his\ 

claim. He has·not totally success'fully ,proven the universality of his 

particular values hi~rarchy, but he has given much Evidence in support 

af the ,stages idea. The'fact that two thinker~- with backgrounds 'and 

presuppositions as different as Seauvoir's ànd KohlbJrg's have inde-' . 
~ . , 

,_~pendently come-crose to having t~e sam~ uRderstanding of moral growth 
• 

is'in itse1f a supportiv~ fact, qiven the SCholaritY and hfrd continu-

ous work of these two.() 

It should b~ clear,that l',,,have criticisms of both Beauvoir, and 
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, , 

Ko~lberg. Kohlberg should attemp't to aGcount for his necessarily \J 

Western biases, and continue his testing before he proclaims the 

univ~rsality of his theory. He Sh~Uld ~lso attempt to deal more 

clearly ~d ta a g~e~ter extent with the problem of intention vs. 

action if he wants his theory to have morecpractical application. 
, 1 

Beauvoir, it seems to me, in her zeal to explain freedom as 

the supreme value and source of value, has become blind to other 

possible interpretations of h.uman growth: Hel" insistence on personal 

total responsibility has led,her away from eloser examina\ion of the 
... 

spiritual outward-reaching dimension of humanity; the picture of free-

dom and responsibility she' holds up ~s ihdeed an awes6~e and fright- j 

ening one. .She is certainly correct in her focus on the need for. 

compassionate thought·and action, and her concern with personal res-

ponsible decision. "Each man decides the place he oecupies in the 

world,',but he must occupy one; deciding not to is also occupying 

,oné. 1I126 But she'do~s not offer much il1 the way of concrete suggestions. 

Part of the problem with her work i~ that it gets too abstract 

for its own good. She writes that we must accept total responsibility 

for our actions, and thus for their praetica) consequences as well. 

Yet since, as she admits, we can never be sure of those consequences, 
• 

wher.e does this leave·us? \t leaves us, as always, in a state of am-

. biguity, but it also may, lea-ve us in a paralysis of indecision. And to 

not act is the ~ginninq of death and meaninglessness. Perhaps if 
1 

Beauvoir had lessened the severity with which she demands our awareness 

and koowledge. there could be more considered action .. As she herself 
f 
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suggested, a more specifie morality, one lodqed in a particular histor­

ical' context, would be more helpful. , 

B. ' Possible Direction for Further Thoaght 

Finally, both Kohlberg and Beauvoir might be cr.iticized for 

Intit having been clear enough about som~ of their assumptions. Neither 

has dealt c~pletely with the problem of the strong influences Which~ 

tHe ideals, social roles, a,nd unspoken values of 0 r society hiwe on 

us. \Kohl~rg's justice may be as inaccessi le as' Beauvoir's fre dom 

bec~e of socio-economic factors. 

itself can limit our moral develo~ent. 
, 

Kohlberq assumes that i tel-

lectual development is the pa th ta virtue, iqnoring emotional a d 

pers6nality factors. Beauvoir hedges on this point, admitting 'e at 

times do s~ruggle with oursel ves, but [J.9't~~il' 
.; 

happens or how it can be successfully de~lt with. 

motivation for moral growth a partial mystery y 

It is, 'however, clear in Beauvoir's work that she has ûntler­

take!' her study of moral developm~nt in the hopes of encourag;nq greater 

awareness, thought, and concerned action., This interest is laudable, 
• 1 

and lf her stag~s and Kohlberg's are less than completely 'accurate 

and not totally philosophically grounded, nevertheless<they offer inter­

esting directions for the understanding of moral behavioJr and continued'· 
o \ 

research in this field. 
, , , 

Moral development needs to be more clearly understood 'in à world 

where crime, destructive anti-social behaviour and apathy increase yearly. 
\ ,-

'If we can know more about how and why mora1ity develops in sorne cases/ 

G' 
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and not in others~ we may have important infonnation for psychologists, 

socioJoglsts~ and 'educators. It seems possible that the stage theories 
. . 

have sorne relevancy to more accurate explanations of motivation, and 
.. 

may clarify the kinds of social interaction we,can expect from differ-
, . 

ent i~dividuals. If Beauvoir's, Kohlberg's' and other theories are 

studied w;~h an emphasis on the problem of the ,relationship between ' 

moral judgements and mOrfil action, we may }ind concrete suggestions 

and practical applicatiGh for the encouraging of ~oral behaviour. 

o , . 
/ 

126pyrrhus et Cin~as, .p. "263 
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