CHAPTER - SEVEN

. The prebiem of meral value or gesd may be considered
frem feur peints of view, viz.,{1) the legical, (2) the epis-
temelenical,(3) the empirical or factual and (4) the metaphy-
sical standpeints.,

In its legical aspact the preblem of meral volue
centres reund the question of o logically adequate definitien
of value', Value may be definad either estensively er verbally.
But neither estensive ner verbal definitien ef value, we cen-
tend,’ 15 legically adequate’. Cstensive definitien is legically
ingdequate becsuse it depends Selely en peinting eut physicdlly
and this physical peinting eut can and dees fail in many cases
becguse of the lack of precisien in Such peinting sut. Cen-
sider, e.g., the case of 3 new-bern baby. If all the new bern
babies are net numbered immedigtely after their birth and are
kept side by side in the some reen, will it be pessible even
for the decter whe helped them to ceme irte this werld te tell
apart? The snswer is ebvisus. Censider, sgain e'.¢’,, the cace
of the definitien of a Classic’. Can even the established
critics like llathew Arnsld dare te give-a leaically adequate
sstensive definitisgd of Classic? The answer i€ in the nega-= .
tive., The estensive definitien of value i mere difficult be-
cause ValueS are net SenSery qualities and as such caennet be
pin-peinted physically er instrumentally.

As regards the verbgl definitien of value, we centend
that value connet he defined verbally. The basic cenditien o«
varbal definitisn 4¢ the cenventional agreement betveen the
speaker ond the listener, the writer and the reader, te use
the same linguistic expressien in the same referential centext
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and to fellew the Ssme cumixwwax cenventional rules fer fere
ning cemplex expressiont out of Simple exprassiens te depict
persenal, private experience’, But this is seldem achieved and
even where it i85 achieved, it is se achieved at the cest of
the uncempen cloments i% persenal experience. Thus we find ne
two Shakespearean critics sgree as regards the gesthetic
worth of Shakespear's werks, Likewise in the field of merality
there is mere of clash ond cenflict and less of agreement, Y.,
E.g'., the uphelders of the theery : 'Let hundred criminals
ge umpunished, but de net punish an innecent man' clash wiel
vielently with the suppertexs ef the theery : *Te clean the
Augean Stable of cerruptien even immecent lives; if necessary,
sheuld be sacrificed', Thus value, it is ebvisus, is indefi-
nable legically. And we cenclude that value is indefinsble
not becguse it i8,abselutely simple, unonalysSsble ultimate
but becguse it is unintellibibls, i.¢., it i5 experienced as
_gn existent in a lescus, yet it is legically rejected ar con-
celled in that Xew lecus wxxpa fer past, present and future',
Thus it is presented unreality that sppears but dees nst exist
and a¢ such is legically indefinable’.
. In its epistemelegical aspect the questien cercernirg
meral value is :Hew I8 volue knewn? The questisn, we held,’
shsuld be answered in the negative. The value is felt while
the ebject eof which it is the value, is knewn', Thus the rese
18 knewn but the beouty of the rese is felt., Likewice the
overt actien is knewn but the meral werth of the evert sctiem
is falt., Hence leere is definitely right when he helds that-
the value is net, whereas ether qualities or pmeperties are,
censtitutive of the ebjact’,

Quxr experience sf value, we held, comes threugh
intuitien which is of the nature of fesling'. But this feeling
of value is different frem erdinary fealdng of pleasure and
pain., Like wxlk erdinary feeling it is immediste snd direct
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but unliko ordinmary feeling it Jees not evaperste whem wo
attend to it. Alss the buscdfwke jomediacy of the fesling
of valuo is net irresistible 1ike Senso-firmediocy, If wa
like wo can withdraw surselves frem sttending te the foel-
ing of value. This feeliny, unlike the feeling of pledsurs
and pain, i9 nst cempeliirng: it can impel snly. The force of
the value-faeling con be vesisted, tenod den, in Sexe cates
at least snnihilated sltegethor, E.g'., unless ere con deliboe-
rately otrangle ond's finer Somsibilitios regarding the valus
of human lives, end canne¢t be a succassful seldier in the
atmy. It 15 2 fact that valuos do conflict; ond when they
cenflict in cur sxperience ve asre perturbed, But hew de we
knew ¢r experience valustienal conflicts? The cenflict of
values, wo held, can bs felt éiract’iﬁ. 'Honce tho texzent ef
the individuall We thersfere conclude that volues and valuaw
tiongl cenflicts are directly er immedistely felt and this
immediaste fealing is net infallible. Tt is, like knuwledge,
equally subject te rejsctiefh and cerrectien and any theery
regarding tha imkaiibikikyx infollible aprieri feeleng ef
value is cimply-untensbie in the face eof the evidence of
experienced. Thus there 16 ne finslity in sux experience of
value; ne experisnce of valus, vie cmtand. can ba hels fw be
valﬁd etamany.

In its empirical er factusl aspect the preblem of
meral value gives rise te twe guestiems, viz., (a) what ove
the diffsyent types end kinds of values? and (b) Hew are
values te be graded snd classified? Beth the questient can
be answered, we held, enly previsisnally., In the arena eof
experience nething iS5 permanent eaxeept experience itself’,
Hance no empirical study-can give us any fin.li-&y a8 regaxds
nupber of different types and kinds ef walucdl Trossure ef
experience is inexhsustible, and ony ettempt te arrive at &



cemplote omumeration of value ie a2 ¢ry in the wilderness 4f
net a child's cry fer the meen., As regards the Secend ques-
tisn we a2lse held that ony classificatien and gradatien eof
value is enly previsiensl and never fingY. There is always
the pessibility of the smergence of new wvplues in experience
upSetting the existing gradatien and classificatisr And
therefors unless ceme way is feund te set at ngught this pest
possibility, thoze cennet be -any final gradatien ond clossi-
ficatien of values that 18 valid fer sl) times.

In its petaphysical aspect the preblem ef meral valwe
raises twe questiens, viz., (@) How i value relotod te reality?
ond {b) What §5 the Status ef valuve in the metaphysical sokw
schome of things and beings ef the werld?

As t9 the first questien we subseribe, aofter Sankara,
t® @ negative metaphysic of dualism ef sppearance and realityh
Values/as sbjects ef cenScimisness, we csnterd, at® sppearan-
ce2 and at Such invelve difference necsssotily. Thot is, waxiem
valuas-aS sbjects of censcieucness are difforent from censci-
susness, And all diffezance, we hsld, being unzeal as centro-
dicting-and destrsying ftself, tho difforence betwoen reality
and cemscicusness is alse unroal’. Therefers censcisusnoss is
roality and realily is censcicusness-snd reality is that which
braeks ne denial, Hoemce censcieuen@ss 15 slSe tha ¢ which
bzeaks ne denial bocause-the-denial of -censcieusnass must alse
. be evidenced by eenscisusnoss. But censcleusmess is not an
shioct of censcisusnossy it 1S the nen-objective light that
1igliZs up sbjscts withaut being iteelf ebjectiwe’. Thus censw
cieusness 18 naver ebjective, thesugh-it reveals ebjects which
shine forth in the light ef censcisusness, Hence reality being
- ¢he nen-shjective light of csntScisusn@ss which reveals ebject,
ebjects, phenonenal as well #s spporent, ave the ether of
reality which i8 censScigusness and therofere unresl and false,
The sbiective werld of things and values is thus, like the
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sbject of 1llusien, an sbiective unreality er unreal pesi- :
%2wkky pesitivity. Fer the sbject of illusien is an ebject,
a content of experience er theught and as such 18 net mere
nething., And-yet as negated and cancellsd, it is net real
either. Tt is thus neither real ner unreal, the negatien of
beth being and nen-being, and 1is thersfere legically indefi-
nable’. The entire sbjective werld (including values which are
alse sbjective) in this respect is en a par with the 1llusery
ebjects’. On legical criticism it disselves inte an tmlefiwaslle
indefinable pesitivity which i¢ neither resl ner unreall, The
werld is thus an eternally negated sbjectificatien of 3 nen
ebjective reality. And a1l ebjects as well as values are thus
false appemarances which, thsugh pssitive 3¢ centant of cens-
cieusness,’ yst lack essential truth ond reality. They are
fleating appearances, centents that are manifested in cens-
cisusness but- ave ns real qualificatiens thereef’, They are
1ike the ferms in 3 cinema shew which f1it ever the screen
but leaves ne trace behind, They are sppearances in reality
but net appearances of it’

As regards the Secend questien we hsld that values
are unreal er false appearances, And theugh reality dees net
admit of degress, of mere or less, the f3les and the unreal
may be graded s8 they sdmit of degrees. Thus falsity is
graded inte higher and lewer; and thesugh beth the higher and
lawexr falsity ave equally false as the ether ef reality, yet
the-higher £alsity can negate er cancel the lewsr falsity.
Thus the pragmatic, the aesthetic, the meral and the religi-
sus values are all alike false, yet the aesthetic valuve being
the higher falsity can cancel the utility value and &% in-its
turn can be caicelled likewise by meral walue which again,’
being lewer, i8 cancelled by the religieus value and Se en
and se ferth. Thus all values are false appearances, and the
gradatien of values is a gradatien of f3lsity the lewer fal-
sity being cancelled by the higher,
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