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1.

PREFACE

The following study pnrpozfts to be a oritical investi-
gation of ﬁm problem of the objectivity of value, partiou-
larly as treated in the Ethics of Professor Nicolei Hartmann
of the University of Berlin. |

Before coming to the University of Beriin, Hartmann was
Professor of Philosophy at Marburg and then at the Univers-
ity of cologne until 1931. Ha’had oontributed to the field
of philesoPhy various magazina articles and a large work,

1.
~ Outlines of a Metaphysic of o:t Knawled%_ (1921), before pub-

liehing his monumental work, Ethies (1926), whieh provides
the foundation of the present study, | |

The philosophers of the past who have most influenced
Hartmann are, firat of all, Plato and thén Kant; later Leib-
niz snd Hegel, and finally Aristotle. With the publieation
of his _first large werkl' , Hartmenn broke away from Neo-
xo.ntianiam and Ihalism and adepted the point a,f. view of
ontelogiesl Reslism . |

In the M whieh was translated in 1252 he applies
the phenomenologiaal method of Edmund Husserl and Max
,Wwik der Erkenntnis.

- 3. ZXITthough Hertmenn would perhaps refuse allegiance
~ to any "igm7, the oritiocs in general, classify him as a re-
alist. The above account follows Professor Coit's preface
to the English translation (1932).
4. Vide "Ideen zu einer reinen Phlinomenologie und phé-

nomenologische Philosophie™ in Jaehrbueh % ]?hilono{ghio md -

philnomenologische Forschung, VoI, T Pir
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5. - . . . .
Scheler to the study of values. The first seotion of the
book (Vvolume I of the translation) is devoted to the "phe-~
nomenological structure of values”. The other sections deal
with an analysis of the different conorete moral values snd
of moral frcédem. |

In "conorete ethies", as revealed by Scheler, Hartmamn
finds a synthesis of the xxntian,eaneepfion of the apriority
of the moral law with the insight of Nietszsehe into the man-
ifoldness of the values themselves. In the work of Aristot-
le, "the ancient master of ethical research"”, Hartmann finds
s highly aavelopda conerete ethiecs of values, not in eon-
cept or conecious intention, but certainly in fact and in
actual prooedurewa.. with this background and on this bas-
is, Hartmann's "eonsoious intention" i1s to develop 2 con-
orete ethics of values whioh shall be a synthesis of the
anoient (Platonic and Aristotelien) and modern (Kantian)
traditions of ethios. | |

FProm this brief glance at thalscepe and purpose of
Bartmann's Eﬁéﬁgﬂ the reader may perhaps gain some idesa of
the oxhaustiie treatment of vaiues which is undertaken from
this relatively new point of view. From the first it is obdb-

vious that Hertmann's cenaéptibn of value is essentially ob-
jective, that in fact, this is the keynote of his ethios.

The question of the objectivity of value has become #f vital
interest to a majority of moral philosophers of today, but

T Eormaliamua in der Ethik und die materiale

—B. Vvide De
Wertethik (192IT" ~
. Be '”Enhian Hﬁrtmann*a roreword P.17.
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3.

in no instsnce has it received such elaborate and original
investigetion as at the hands of Hartmann; Hartmann's value
. e8sence theory 1is reminispent of Plato, but his development
of the doctrine is unique, not only}among German philoso-
phies, but also English and American.

Froﬁ such & éduree the present study has received its
insﬁiration. We have conceived of objectivity as the heart
of the value situation. Hence our thesis is an analysis of
the objsctivity of value.

I wink te oxpress my sincere thanks to Dr. W, H., Werk-
meister for helpful auggeétions on the traneiatien from the
Germen original back in 1930, to Dr. Cherles Patterson for
enocouragement at all times, to Dr. 0. K. Bouwsma for help-
ful eriticism through the many revisions whieh this thesis
hes undergone, and to Professor E, L. Hinmen for kindly |
pertinent suggestions and adivee during all my graduate work.
For confirmetion of certain points in the oritieism of pro-
’fesser Parker's theory I sm indebted to Dr. Reymond Hoekstra
of the Univérsity of wichigan. I wish also to express my
gratitude to Professor W. M. Urben of Yale University for
his friendly encouragement.

DOROTHY G. PARK
University of Nebrasks
May, 1937.
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IRTRODUCTIOR

Our problenm is fhat of the objJectivity of values. Im
modern value theory this is the parsmount issue. No discus-
sion of value is complete without a troatmont of 1t. No def-
inition of value is possible without a recognition of this
question. Any value theory, even a theory which holds that
value 1s indefinable, must commit itself upon this fundamen-
tal issue. The guestion of objectivity is a question as to
the nature of value itself, its form, status, and definitionm,
if it be definable.

In order to pave the way for profitable disoussion let
us see if we oan formulate a olear statement as to just what
we mean by the term, objestivity. 81n9§ the terms "objeot-
iven and'"suhdeetiﬁe" are sometimes used in different senses
by different philosophies we shall try to avoid ambignity by
selecting the simplest and most ecommon philosophical usage.

ObjJectivity. is aften‘ﬁefinod a8 "independence from ex-
perionoe"1°er indaﬁg#danap from the experience of kmowing
persons. This 1is 8ti1l &iiittlp ambiguous. We might, of
course, define objectivity in terms of "subjeot", taken in
the strioctly epistemologioal sense. Then & definition of
value whioch 1n&blvos the 1dea "subject™ womld be termed sub-
jeative and a defimition of value which does not involve the
T, YEI6 Ts the mest conmon philosophical usage says

Bonno Tapper in The ;gjernational Jeurnal of ]thies. July,
1930 pp. 519,5237 _
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| idea "subject” would be termed objective. |
 put perhape this should be still further olerified. wWe
might say that a subjeotivé theery ef valus implies that val-
we slweys involves some psychical element while an objeotive
theory implies that value involves no psyehiogl ‘element what-
soever. This ata‘bofné;nt seems reasonably clear, but we shall
further try to é.oﬂno} just what we mean bjr "pgychical elementr,

Among the speoifia payehiaal\'elcmenta which have been
sonsidere d)i varioﬁs philosophere as essential to value we
might xgo{ti'en desire, pleasure, interest, fulfilment, and ap-
preval; All these §Iements may invelve consciousness, but in
the case of desire and interest I think consciocusness is not
necessarily always involved. HeNce We cannot say that objeo-
‘l:ivity is jJust "independence of eonaeiousnes;i', although it

- may be true that» value i8 indc‘pondont of consciousness.

By "psychioal §1oment" We mean an oiemnt invelving an
organism, which, of éenrsa. ineludes sonscious orga.nim,.‘
This distinetion makes for greater clearness in that the ig-
sue ‘o:z objectivity e@met now be oconfused with the guestion
of velus being defined as some relationship to the Abseclute

; or god, for the Abséluto is obviously not sn orgsnism.

Ve might 'than formulate our definition thus: & subjec-
tive theory would define value a8 related to or involving
some reference to an organism; am objeotive theory would de-
fine valué without reference to an oi'gantam and as independ-
ent of any organism, |

Another way of gtating the issue would be in terms of s
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6.
maturalistio or nanrmaturaliatio_othioaz.. A naturalistie
ethlos 1s one which maintains that good is definable in terms
of phyeical or psychioal categories. ‘Phus the subjeotive
value theory leads to a maturelistic ethics. On the other
hend, a non-naturalistic ethies msintaine that the word good
rofors to a unigue oharacteristio whioch 1s inocapable of enal-
ysis in physical or jgyohieal terms.

g8ince the problhﬁ of the objectivity of value is primer-
ily one of the definition of value it may be well to make
olear just what we mean by definition. In the first place,
we certainly do not mean 8 mere verbal definition-as to how

pecple in general use the word}goed or velue, &8s modern axi-
ology hase it. 3RNevertheless we shall try to avoid going con-
trary to ordinary usage, for we wish to reach & common under-
standing, if possible. Reither do we mean & genetic-defini-
tion which traces the origin and history of wvalue.. The Ari~
~ stotelian type of definition asceording to gemus and differ-
ggggg_is perhaps not significant in relation to our probdlem.
The type of definition which has significance for ethics is
one which enumaratgs the parts of which a complex 1# com-~-
posed, reducing thonfta still aimplsr perts and showing the
relationship of the parts within the whole " '
 In the enmsuing discussion, I propose, first to expound
. These are the terms used by G. E. Moore. All sub-
Jofo what he aslls the matuzalistic Fallay"s Prinotpis
gggigg,pp.QS-BB. ‘

3. Por these suggestions T am partially indebted to
Professor G, E. Moere. Prinoipia Ethiea, pp.6~-9.
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Hartmann's theory of the nature of value, and then, by way

of contrast, to consider the definitions of value which are
held by representatives of the chief ethical theories ﬁro-

vailing today.

Such a disocussion of other theories is advisable and
even necessary, for aovarai reasons. Iﬁ the first place, the

- view which Hartmenn adivances is developed in the context of
ourrent views in Germany and the suthor makes ne explicit
refoerence to other value theories which have attained promi-
nence in England and in America. AS certain of these latter
theories éentain elements very similar to the views of Hart-
mann, an understanding of one theory will help to olarify
the others.

In the second place, aithongh Hartmann's account of val-
ue is expository rather‘than argumentative, the eritio of
Hertmann must tako.oognizanoa of alternative theories which
oconcern the same issues, if a fair estimation is to be
resched. Thus both for the purposes of slear exposition and
adequate oriticism it is necessary to diseriminate between
Hartmann's view and other competing theories.

Acoordingly, in the first chapter, I shell attempt to
give an intelligible account of the objective theory of value ,
expoundsd by Hartmann, 1In the second chapter I shall try to
show the faleity of the alternative subjective theory which
holds that the proposition "x is good" means "x is related to
or involves some reference to an|6rganiam". This will in so0

far comstitute a defense of Hartmenn's theory, since objec-
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tiviem and subjectivism ararincampatible.

In Chapter IIT I shall present en English view of the
objectivity of valus, & view which, while superior to the
gubjective view, must be rejected upon other grounds. I
shall try to show that Eartmenn's objective view, which in
certain respects is incompatible with the Emglish theory, is
the more tenable of the two.

In the fourth ghepter I shall consider an American ob-
Jective thaary of value which bears many resbmblances to that
of Bartmnnn. S8inee other competing theories have each in turn
been rejected the issue remains between Herimenn and thie last
theory. If one of these ean be shown to be false, the other
quite likely may be true, at'least nesrer the truth.

In the last chapter I shall uttompt to show scme of the
defects of Hartmann's doetrine of essences. In oenéluaion. I
shall try to point out, what in my opinion, constitutes a tru-
or view than that of Hartmanmn. 8Such a conclusion will, in the
'naturq of the oase, be quite tentative, but nevertheless it
should be free from the falsitieéyinherant in the previously
rejected theories.
| In the consideration of alternative theories we shall not
attempt to consider sll types of the theory in questiom but
only such a8 may fair1y adaqnate1y represent the defeots of
theoriee of this typo. In order to narrow the field of die-

- gourse to & ressonable compass and yet oover the ground rather
thoroughly it is convenient to classify the various theories.
"A fow decades ago it might have been considered suffic-~

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



9.

fent to divide philosophical theories inte two camps--reslism
and idealism. But for modern velue theory this celaseifiecation
does not distinguish elearly, and, indeed, involves mmoch over-
lapping. The line of demarcation in ethics today is the issue
of objestivity, w&ioh Professor Urban aptly oalls "the Great
Divide® in ethies . ‘

‘But within the distinction ef subjective and objective,
vélue‘theories may be further classified as relationsal and
non-relational. By "relational" I mean dependent upon some-
thing else, upon the subjeoct or wupon semething outeide the
subject or objeot but related to ome or the other or both, or
upon relations within the subject or object. By ™on-rela-
tional” I -mean independent, intrinsiec, depéndent only upén it-
self and the laws of its own nature. Generally speaking, a
relational theory conceives of value as & complex, while &
non-relationél theory holds that value is a simple, indefin-
able quality. |

- Among the subjective @kearios we shall oconsider those ef
Professors R, B. Parry and D.H. Psrker as reprosentative.a of
these, Perry‘'s thoéry is generally considered subjeotive-re~
lational, along with that of Professor Prall, while Parker!s
theory may be elassed aé subjeoctive-non-relational.

Among objeotive theories those of F. H. Bradley, Bernard
\nauanquot,-dna moré recently, Professor W. R. Urben, as well

as vﬁridus bielogieal and evolutionsry theories are objective-

’ Z. W. R. urban, rroooodixe

ss of Phileso 3295,
.22§£5__ ﬁfaf'Tigﬁg this thesis.
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relational-~depending upon a weild ground of logieal or axi-
eieg:lcal totality, ocoherence, system, ‘mina, or depending mupon
outer cireumstances as in the ocase of evolutionary theories.

In this oategory also belong the various personslistic theories
and the view of the pragmatists, | However, as these last nemed
views bear .no direet relation to those of Hartmamn, we shall
got‘ inelude them in our discussion. As rapresentﬁtivo of the
ebjeetive-rélatienal value thdory we shall consider chiefly
the view of Professor Urban ., whose asesount of value bears
many resemblances to that of mtmunn.

the theories of meosébrs ¥W. D. Rogs, John Iaird, G. E.
Moore, and Bicolai Hartmann may be elassed as objeotive-mon-
relational, sincé for them value 18 independent, intrinsie, -
and self sufficient. Among this group the theories of Moore
and mtmannafwill receive our chief attention.

First of all, a8 & basis and pivetal point for our entire
disoussion, we 8hsll present an exposition of Hertmenn's the-
ory of value, as it bears directly upon the issue of objectiv-
ity, partiecularly in relation to & definition of value. Then
by mesns of comparison and contrast with other relevant theo-
ries we shall seek to wunderstend and evaluate Hartmenn's view
in the 1igh1; of current English end Ameriocan philoaophioal

~ thought.

"‘—B—‘W’E‘r IV of this thesis.
7. chaptar III of this thesis,
8. ¢Chapter I and Vv of this thesis.
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CHAPTER I
AN EXPOSITION OF HARTMANN'S VALUE THEORY

In the narrow compass o0f this thesis I shall not attempt
to survey all of Hartmann's theory of ethies. I shall consid-
er only that part which bears most direstlj upoén our problem
and the chief temet of Hertmanm's theery, namely,objectivity.

The first question which arises in the diseussion of any
theory of value 18 thet of definition. I8 value dofiﬁablo? |
and if so, what is its nature? When we know the answer to
thie question we can quite easily trace the implieations of
‘the entire theory. We shall therefore plunge immediately into
the heart of our problem by a-cOnaiaeratien of nn:tmann¥s an-
swer to this question.

In the last analysis all velues are indefinable contends
Bartmann, ILet us qpete; "one must conclude that the good 1is

not definable--neither directly, per genus et differentiam,
nor indirestly. Strietly spesking, all values are indefinable;
" one cen at most present their ﬁatérial oclearly snd unembig-
iously; the special charaester of value as such, the specifie
qnality, one must always leave to the living sense of values
~to find auf. "But as the sepse'responds specifioally teo caéh
specific content, the quality of the value is thereby insep-
arably fused with thé material. In the oase of the geo;l:tho
fundemental moral%ialun] oven this indireet definition is de-

nied to us; we 4o not have apcess to its meterial [eontent].

335685
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"gor 4o we gain any light from the faet that many of the
gimpler elements of value are united in the good and are in-
oluded as elements in its contents. The good is clearly not
exhausted in_thum. In fact the ocharscter of 'moral' value
re@ains quite untenchad thereby. The good has evidently &
something new in it over and above ail combinations of its
oconstituent parts, end 1t.13 Jnét on this;faat that the ques-
tion turms. But the new is not acoessible a8 regards content.
The ususl methods all prove too simple in this ease. The na-
ture of the gooa4~however obvious its character may appear t§
the feeling for valueé-«is highly complex as regards material.
pherein lies its partial irrationality.” )

| I

This brings us to the unique thesis of Hartmann's value
theory: vValues are osaeneas.z. Philosophiedl theories in-
volving essences are, of eourse, not altogother'a novelty.
Hartmeann eoknowledges his debt to Plato to whom he attributes
the discovery of the realm of Ideal Being. Revertheless,
Hartmann's theory of value essences constitutes & distinetly
different type of contribution from that of most ethical the-
ories. | ‘ '

Even thoygh values be indefinsble we still cen lmow some-
thing of their generic nature. They &re essences. Let us see
if we oan unaorstand what Hartmann means by value essences.

He offers some explanatien.
‘""‘17"!ﬁﬁiffnp.s4et. of. pp.zszft., P.172. Translation by
stanton ¢6I¥ (1932) Vol. IT pp.l72f, et. op. ei?‘iﬁ?!i?‘!ﬁi- II

PP.66£L,, Vol. I p.2TZ.
2. 'oD. eit pp.107£f. Tr. Vol. I pp.18sff.
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The Goiman word Wesenheit (essence) is a translation of
oaaenti;. The two mean the ssme thing, éays Hartmann, "if we
disregard the various metaphysical presuppositions whish have
attached themselves to the ides of essence" . Eesences de-
note another realm of bcing‘than that of existence or of oon-
soiousness. Plato called it the reslm of the Ides, Aristotle,
that of the eidos, the Scholastios, the ioalm of essentia.
"After having been long misunderstood and deprived of its
right in modern times through the prevailing subjeotivism,
this realm ﬁas again come into recognition with relative pur-
ity in that whioh Phenomenology calls %ha realm of essence.” )

npor Aristotle, of course, thisv'oaaencoi posséssed 8
logical structure. It wae thought of as the complete series
of the determinant elements of a definition, or as the series

of the differentiase, which, proceeding from the most general,

embrace the ever narrower, down to the 'last', to the differ-

entia specifieca. The eldos, which thus arises, is then aceept-

ed as the formal substance, the complete structure. This log-
icism was eonditioned by the identification of 'essence' with
'eoncept’, or, more correctly, by the lack of any disorimina-
tion between them. It was this that obseured the dootrine of
resgence’ even in the ﬁiddle Ages, and gave support to the at-
tempted metaphysic of conceptuXal realism, Prom this it has

~——3.0p. eit. p.108. Tr. vel. I p.183. ¢f. Phenomenology
is intuitTon 0T essences, waseﬁﬂ?bchan~f:. G. Gronam, Die

Philosophie der quenuart Y Band (Wendt und Klauwell, T&n-
Eifﬁi!%%?’!@ﬂ!T‘§@KI§?'I§9 chapter on Husserl. ¢f. slso wal-
ter Bhrlich, Xant und anaorl, (saale Verlag von ¥ix Riemeyer,
1923) p. 75. ~Wor Waeserl "eSsence” is identified with ™mean-
. ing!!
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