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CHAP1ER - SEVEN 

• The prebhm •f meral value .gr geed may be e•nsiderecl 
free f•ur peints of view. viz ... (1) the legic4al. '(2) the epts­
tem•l~ical, (3) the empirical fJr factual and (4) the mat~hy­
stcal standpeint~• 

In its legieal aspect the prebl~ of moral valu& 
centres reund the question •f a logically ~dequ.rte definititn 
·•f value~. Value may be defined either •stenstvely •r verbally··. 
But neither •stensive ner verbal rlefinitien •f' vatue, t-Je c•n­
tendl1 ts legtcally ildequate~. Ost<msive definiti•n is l·ogican y 
inadequate because it depends selely on peinting •ut physically 
~:~nd this physical p•inting eut can and d.es fail in m11ny cases 
because- ·•f the lack •f preetsien in such p•inttng ·~·. Cen­
stder,· e.t]., tbe case ef a new-b•rn b~by. If wll the new bern 
babies are n•t numbere4 immediately after their birtb 21d •re 
kept stae by Side in the .sQma ratm, Will it be pessJ,ble even 
fer the decter wb• helped them to c•e int• tlds v1erld te tell 
Qpart? The 4itnS\'V81' iS ebv!eu·a. C•nsider, a(Jtaln fi·~gf• t the CuS8 

•f the definiti•n •f a Classic~<. Can even the established 
erttics like f;'la'tbew Arn•ld dare te give- a l~icully Qdequate 
••tenaive definitiad ef Classic? The answer iS in the neg._ . 
tive·. The estensive d&finitien of ·Value is m•re difficult be­
cause values are n.t sensery qualities and as such ctmnet be 
pin-peinted physically or instrumentally~ 

As regards tbe verbal definititm •f value, \'10 e•ntend 
that value eannet be defined verbally. The baste c.ndition f£ 
verbal definitim iS the cenventional agreement bett'18en the 
speaker and the listener, the miter and tbe mQder, to use 
the sa1e linguistic expreSsion in the same referential eentext 
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vnd .ta f•ll4J:J the s~ Cltltll'luliiVU eonventiQnol rules for f~or­
oing complex eXpressions out ef s:tmple eXpressions to depict 
personQl; private eXpartenee\ But this is Geld~ achieved afid 
even t"Jbere it is achieved, it is ·sa acbioved at the cest ef 
the unc..,•n elements it; pers.,•l $Xper1ence'o Thus t'le fiad n• 
twa SbakespetareQD en tics agree as regaris the aesthetic 
worth of Shakecpear' s \1Drks". Likewise in the field of mera11:ty 
ther4) iS m•re •f Cl~Sb anti c.-nfliet and leSS sf .agreet18n~;. SW. 9 

&.gl •. • the upbelders ef the tbe•ry : 'Let hundred ertminals 
ge unpunished;· but de net punish an inrJ..:ent nan' elasb n•t 
violently with tbe supp•rters ef the- tbe•rv : • Te elo.m the 
Augean stable ef cerrupti•n even imecent lives, if· necesssry,' 
sh•uld be sacrificed•~. Thus value, it. is ebvious. is indefi­
nable l4g!call y. ~ we cenclude that value is indefinable 
not bec•use it iS"abs.lUtely siwrple;' unQn«alySable ultibate 
but becGuse it is unintellibll)le, i!.~~ ~; it is experiencefi as 
m existent in a leeus,. yet it iS l~~gically rejected •r can­
celled in that t• lecus •sXJt• fer past, present and ·future\}. 
lbu.s it .is presented unl:&iillity tbtilt appears but dees n•t exist 
.and as sucb iS logically indefinable$~ 

In its •pistemelegteell ~spaet the questien cence:rni~ 
me:ral value- iS :Hew is vulue knawn? The qu&stitJft, we b•ld~i 
sheuld be an~red in tbe negative'. The value is ~elt wbile 
the •bject ef which it iS the value, is knnn~. Thus the rese 
is ko.wn but the beQuty 6f the r•se is felt·. Lik&\"Jise the 
overt aCti•n is kn.wn but the· aerai w•rth ef tbe ·evert ~titn 
is felt(1• Hence 1\leere 1& definitely right ·\."Jben he heWs ·tb.t­
the value is net, whereas •ther qualities er peepertieo are;: 
c-onstitutive ef the ebject~~ 

CUr experience ef value .. we h•lc.t. eees threugb 
tntuiticm which ts •f the nature •f feeli~. &at this feeling 
ef value iS different fr• ordinary feeling of pleasure and 
pai~~;. Like .~ .•rdinary feeling it is immedi•te <;nd direct 
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but unlif{O ordinary feeling it dee$. not:· evaporate t1bf!n \10 .. 

•ttend t• 1-t~ Alse the~ ~1:-.- ·immediacy .~ th~ f-eeling · 
of VQlue ls n•t irreiJi!!fttble liks sense-!ti'ae'cliwey~ If wao . 
llh'' we c~ withdraw wrsetws "from ~'tending t• the fael!QI 
ing ··f' v.a:tue-. This fe&lint. unlike the teelirig ~.f plelisu·r& 
.afld pain. i$ ne't c·«iJ)elliro; it c.n fclPel snl-y~ The force •f 
th~ v.alue:.feal:int CQn be restated,· 't•ned d.V3n.- in scms casas 

-t lecst annihilated i.ilt~thor''. E :.g\.. unlesil one c3n dellbe­
rately str~ngla one's finer sonstbilitios regard~ 'the. 'vwluo 
ef bumaa liveg. ~ cannet be a ·auce\'JBSfu.t n•ldier in t~ 
~ft}y·. It. is o f•c't th~t values do ec;mflie't; Dritl when they 
csnfltct in wr sxpe:rienee we are perturbed~~ But h.w1 de we 
know er 4ntpe%i.OGCe vaiuatiena1 1;tilnflicts? The ·e•nflict of · 
v~lueG. we b•ld.;. e•n be felt ciiroctly. ·~nee tho 't•~rit ·"f 
the individual!~ Wft therefore conclude that VOlWG ~· VQlua­
tianal e•nfl-icts are directly •r i'l!lrlG.Jiately felt' and this 
1l$lediate foliag iS not infallibl~. 'It iS~' like tnanlodgc. 
equally ·subject t• rejeetiGO .na ·C•r•ct.ien and any tboery 
regarding the abllthirlt'tJ'{ iftfollible apri•ri feel•ng •f 
value is simply·-untenQblo in the t ace · •t ·the evidon~ of 
expenenceii~ Thus there iS tl9 .fi.nvlit.y in eur expt}rienc& of 
value; na eXperience af v~lue, vio c:•nteml. e«n ~ held to b& 
valt4 etemall y~ 

'.In its ·empirical ·•r faetu;~l 'a&pect the · prcblem ·ef 
m•ral value· gives n.se t.s· twt. 'quastt•n·s.,, viz.,. '(a) wbat a~• 
tbe different types atd kttidc Gf ·v.aluoa·? snd ·(b) H~ are 
v~lues t9 be gr~ed aid c:iassifled? B.tb tlw quoctiens can 
be e~redt we held• enly prevtsi•nally. In the arena •f 
e:xperience n•tbing is pemanent · exet".tp't e.xpartence i-tself~~ 
Hence nO eaplrtcal study-can giVe US any .fin;;lity QS regQrdS. 
nUJRb&r ef different types and kinds ef valUG1. Tnnasurc Gf 
experience is inexb~u.stible ,· Qnd ;my QttCRDpt t• arrive a • 



e-.pl&'te anumer~ion tJf valoo is .a cry in the wilderness if 
nft • ebild' s cry f•r the m .. nt As regard$ the ·see•nd ques­
t! en we alse bttld that any classification and gradation •f 
VQ!ue· iS enly previ&i•nal and ftever finalr. There. iS always 
the p.ssibil!ty •f tne· emergence •f new velues in expertence 
upsetting 'the existing gr•dati• and elasstf1eat13ri~ And 
th~ud'6~ unless s_. W41y'il3 found t$ set itt naught this 11•81. 
possibility,. t•re ecnnat -be ·-iiiny finial ·griidatian -~ cla.sst­
fie~tc~ of values tbat· iS· •v.J.id -fer all 'tU.~~ 

·In its matQphysical •&peet til& pHblem •·f mflral valte 
ratne& ~, •. quost,tGns,' ·Viz .... ·· {a) fkMt iS votlue ralcaterl t• reality? 
~d -(b)· What ·is the st-atu$·-ef· v..-lue in tbe 0e'taphysical ·aa. 
seh~ ,of things ancJ beings Df tt1e -~.:.r-ld? 

Ao t• the f!~st· quet¢1-en -we subGeri~, .,fter SQnkara, 
u ,g· nag~ive l!tt'tap-bysiC •f flualiGJl •f ~pear~nee and reQlityl~ 
V;,luesJa·s .t>jeets •f c·•nsci•sness. we· esntene.·! il:ra appearan-. 
ees . .nd as sucb -inwlvo difference nee&seatily~ Tbu't is,_ nt.• 
Vi21u<JS"· as 11bjeet.s- -of e.nse!.ueness a:re ~ifforent· f·rom c•nsc~ 
.Usnes$~~ Ami· tall ·differance" ·we- h•ld~;' being unreal as centro. 
oiicti'ng-and destr•ying itself. tho ~a.fferanse between reality 
end· eenscleusness is d's• unrea~~. Tberefttr& e•nsciwsness 1s 
m-ality: •nd :reQli't'y is e·•nsci•usness,.· Cillld mt~lity . iS tn-t VJbieb 
breeka: ·n• denial:. Heme eanSCi•..t'Gness -ts ats., t.ba t which 
b~nks- n• -deni*ll ·ooe~se·..cth&---donisl ·ef -etmsei·eu$nass must .-ls• 
ba- avifJ0ri:ed by eanseieuar;e$4:. ·But eenset•usnvs&· iS not an 
objact 'r.tf eeneci.usnoss;.· it i.s ·the· n~llbjeetiva· light tb;at 
ligb-ts ·up 'cbji!cts wi'tb.ut being itself 8jective~. Thus cen~ 
eiw$ness is--~ar •bj~et·iva • tbeugh- it.-· ftveals ebjeets which 
sllin3 f.ortb in ·t.oo lig&t :et eansc:ittusnQ:s$. fbnce xe~lity being 

· the n•n-ebj-oet'iw- light •f csn~ei.,asneso· wbiCil reveals ebjetdS, 
eb;jeet'$ ;.1 pben._nal as· well as· .apparen't, are tbG etber Gf 
reality t."lbieb ia eenSciGUsne5:n!J· and 'ttl&ref•- unreal t.~nd false~: 
1ba ebjecttve "'~•~ld •f 'tbtj,ga and val\les i'a thus .• li·ke the 



•bject ef illustaD. an ebjective unreality er unreal pest• 
~~-- pesitlvi't~~ F•r the ebject ef illust•n it an ,eject. 
a e-•ntent .t eXpert•nce er 'tbeugbt and as sucb -t• n•t aen· 
n.tbind. Antl-,et as netate4 anti- ca~cel1ed .• it ·iS not real 
ettber'. It is 'thus . nettber real ner unreal. the ntttatien .t 
beth bef119 anti nen-be!ng, and is 'ther«tfem t,.gically intl•ft­
nab1e~. The entire ebjecUw werla·· (inclUiiing values whtcb ant 

al .. -"'eetlw) in 'tbts reSpect t• en a par Witb the illu••ry 
·ebject~ .. -~ leg!c:al ert.tlc!ta it dtss•lves inte an Utldldllt 
illtlefinable pesitivl'ty which is neither xeal ner unreal~~ The 
w•rltl t• thus an eternally negAted ebjecttficaien ef a nen­
ebjeC'tive realltt. Ani all •bjeets as well as value• are thus 
f.alee apptWarances wh!c&.: thlllgb pestttw ~• centent ef cms­
ci•u.•ne•s~} yet lae't essential truth ~ reality. They axe 
fl•ating appearances. eentents that axe •an1festet1 in c•ns­
ctwsness but-- are n• real qualiftcatiens thexeef?. They .axe 
like the feme in a cin•a •h• wb!Cb fli't ever-tt. SCJ:Mft 
but leave• ne <trace behind~. Tbey an appearances in reality 
but net appearances ef itt~ 

As regan• the seeem:J questien we heltl that values 
are tmnal •r false a-ppearanee~s.: ANI tbwtb reality d .. s net 
a4Jd.t •f aegrctes, •f' .. re er lese, 'the fat• anti <thtt unreal 
aay be grati .. as 'they ..rad:t ef aegreeJ. Thus falsity ts 
gr•et~· inte hither anti l.,.r; and 'th~Ugh betb the hither ancl 
1-r falcity are equally false ·•• tht •ther ef realti:y, ,et 
the:-higher. falsity -ean neg.W •r cancel 'the 1.-r falsitY• 
Thus tbe pr-.,.attc, 'the aeSthetic, the ••ral anll the relitl­
eus ·values are all alike false, yet the aesthetic value being 
't:be higher falsity can cancel the ut111ty value and b in·it• 
tum can be cdeellecl 1lkew1se by ••ral val•· wbteb again:~~ 
being l.er,' 1• cancelled by the :religieus value and c. en 
and •• f,•rtlf. Tbu• ali value• are false tlppe•rances, and the 
g:radatitn. ef values i• a gradatt~· tJf falsity the !ewer fal­
st.~y being canc•lletl by the htgbezt. 
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