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In the roalm of rocent Eurepcan ethical thought DY, Nikeldi
Hartmonn's "Ethics" occupies a unique poSitiod, In fact W
his work is a clasvic and o larmdmark anomget recent othical
literatyre oand no othor book by the English speaking people
save and oxcept perhapt D¥, G.E.loore's ®Principia Ethica®
is comparable to it’, Like DY, Yeore's work Dr, Hortmann's
PEthics™, to quote the translater, "is the most impressive
stotement of intuitive ethical realism in prinmt” ‘. DX,
Hartmann, like DT, loore, tried Yo eostablish "Ethical Reale
ism in pdace of "Ethical Idealism®, though from a different
point of view r, Vo propose here to oxamine the ethical thepe
ry of D¥, Hartmann critically with a view to detemine in
the light of cur examination, how fer his "Ethical PRealien®
as expounded in his "Ethics” can be regorded as a satisfacw
tory account of the basic issues of moral 1ife i,

Yalues, according to Hartmann, are essences, They
are agkin to Plstoniec Ideas, "In their mode of Boimg"”, says
Hartmann, "Valuss are Platonic Ideas®™ #1, “"The Lind of
Being peculiar to the 'Ideat is ....... the kind of Being
&f that *'througl which' everything participating in it is
Just 2% It 1% su.e.ecnee o AS to the kind of Beirg peculie
ar to ideas we know rothirg a9 vet more definite: it 38 stil}
to be investigated . But thus much is immedistely evident;
gven for values ,.... the preposétion holds good: they sre
that 'through which* everythirg which participates in then
is oxactly a% it iS « namely valuable, But in pretenteday
corceptual langusge this means : valueS are estences 2,

Values, according to Hartmann, are ideal essences
like the logical, and the maothematical and 1like them values
aye o priori essences which are nonetemporal, objective,



universal and nocessary, They do not enanate from the temw
poral evanescent things or from the percipient but arve
Idepl essences which can be immediastely discerred or dise
coverad only by an inmer ®vision” which can “"behold” value
a priori and is 2 state of consSciousrness other than thought
or cognition though an element of cognition 15 involved in
it 38 ome of itc constituents §

Values agre Jdeal tmelf-cxistént escences which aro
absolute and gre not relative ', The relastedmness to o porsee
nal subject doers not make the values relative to tho subjied
subject’, "The relatedness®, says Hartrann, "to a personal
subject ..M. do2s not bar cut the ghjective character of
valuns but evidently impliec it ', A perfon cannct change
the fact thaot a thing is cood for him . The faect that it is
sp 15 not relastive to his estimate of value nor to him as
an sppraising subject, but fto him as a person f. Conversely,
an estimate of volue is relative to the valuablonmess of the
good for the subject. In this, "for the subject? does not
play the npart -f a detoarmimer ox giver of values; his rgle
K is that of a noint of reforence in the relation appCre
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which is intorwoven with %o many categorical structuros v,
In the fact that geonetrical laws hold good only *for®
spatial figures, mechanical laws only "for® real bodies,
vesesssv N0 ONG S0OS any rolativity as regards the catego-
rical import of thete laws f, Yot there i8 just a8 much
raason hore for Speaking of the relativity of these laws
amd of their categories to entities of s definite kird &,
In the sgme way psSychological laws axe also ralative to
psychic beimgs: but this does npt mean thgt .....they can
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be made by conSciouSness or can be abolished by the beings
thenselves ', But, rather, they are laws to which the psSy=
chic boings for whom they hold good are unconditionally
‘subjected T, '

"In the same way also the consSciousness of good
arxl ¥ evil - sp far as it exists -« is subject umconditicone
ally to the laws of values amd anti-values....In short, the
relatedness of these values to a human Subject is not rela-
tivity to the subjects opinion of them or to his appraise=
mort of them, but to the subject's existence, ircluding his
entire categorical constitutionh

*But this means that the relation of goods to & pes
sonal subject .. 1S not at alls relativity of their value
28 such, but is a relation which s contained in the valuae
tional material and exists before and independently of any
conscicusness of it ..., 0L PRelastional structure of contents
is not rolativity a% regarde values - just as the relational
structure of the categories {and they 511 have scme such
structure) doas not signify their relastivity L. The differems
nce hetween relationality and relativity V... i8S 3% essenw
tial for a clear undozstanding in eothics as it i85 in thogw
retical philoSophy . The opposite of relationality is the
sybstratum, that of relativity is absolute’, Thexxa Thero
are relative suhstrata and there are absolute relations
The relation of the value of goods to the subject i an
ghbtolute relation which it comprised in the comtent of
their values !, The thing and the subject ave here objecte
jvely dragvn into the structure of the valuational materialsg
a%, %o to Speak, cause and offect are included in the causal
nexus L, In both cases the binding relotion iS purely objeck
ive, and, aS regards any understanding of it, 1S abSolute &

*The oxistence of the values of goods is contequon=
tly not in tho least affectod by the relation of the goods
to the subject ¥, As regards the subject and his sense of



value it bears the mark of self-existence, Its asbsolutenoss
includes the selfe-cxistence of its relevancy. To State the

peint formally : the existence of the goods for me depords

upon the independent existence of the values of the goods,

Tt 16 included in the nsture of the goods®™ 2,

Thus vaues pre rpt relative inSpite of the conse
ciousness or tensing of value, for this sensingy is only
recegnising or receivimg and not a creative activity ',
Uoreover, the rectriction of the applicability of the laws
of values and disvalues to entities of g porticular kind
dees not make the values relgtive, For, here the depone
dence 18 ore-Sidod and irrevereible, These entities are
doependent on values do not depend on thew., Thue,®s thimg
can b2 valuable”, Says Horimann,"only through its relastion
to o value itself, This must be fixed boforshand, It 45 the
corndition of the possibility of there heirg enything of
valiue and of its beirg recognised as voluable, 2% a geod -
g0 to Speak, Nothing io ever loved, striven for, yearned
after, oxcopt for the sgke of Some value, inmedigtely diSe
corred {and feit). But, cosvercely, mever i8 leving, Strie
ving,yearning presuppessd in the cate of o thing that i of
value, or in the cao%e of the value itsolf which ig inherent
in the thing, Thot thie relationship iS5 irreversible lies in
the very constitution of acting, loving, descerning, strivimg '
It i ossentially a ore-tided dependence, But whot is evie
dent in it 1% the fact that values possess the cheracter of
genuine essences, the character of absoluteness, of printie-
ples, and that the knowledge which we have of them con be
no other than apricristic knowledge® 4. Thus values are
principles becoute their existence is presupposed for the



existence of the things that are valuable as well as for the
act of evaluation; and as such values are abselute, ife,, ine
deperdent and ebjective; and as objective ard indeperdent
they are geruine self-oxistent essances !, "Thatever in its
mode of beimg®, says Hartmann,”18 not relative to o subject,
whatever confronts a thinking subject as indepondent ard
immovable, whatever sets up before him a self-subsistent regue
larity and ermerqgy of its own which the subject can grasp or
miss but cannot get rid of, that has for him the character of
self-oxistence’,

"Values have self-existence .... /. Values subsist
irdeperdertly of the conscicusness of then, ConScicusness
can grasp or miss them, but connot make them of SpontaneouS~
Iy decree them ... f, Hence, concernirg the characteristics
which values have, the propvosition holds good that thay have
self-existence®™ 57,

Newy according to Hartmann, sel'f-existeme or object-
ivity is of two types,viz., reasl and idesl,i.e., object which
are indepeprdent of the ¢conscicusmss of t.hem are of two types,
real ond ideal., But at once the question arises :what is
meant by real as well 3% idesl self-oxistence, how can we
distimguish between the two? In reply to this question
Hortnann Says, “"Theoretical Philosophy knows to essentislly

i

different kirds of self-existence : ome real ard ore idesl i,
The former belorgs to all thirmgs and events, to everythim
that 1s "actual?, to vhatever hos existence : the latter to
the strycture of pure mathematics ard logic, ard, over and
above thase, to the essence of every kird which persist
throughout the changes of individual existence arxd, when
Aistinguished from this, permits of beimg discerred a prioris ',




But agoin the question arises, how can we know that the jded
object is not absclute nothing,i.e’., Npt-Being or merely Sube
jective? In reply to this gquesticn Hortmann again Says,"But
the certainty of the phencmenon is clearly revejgled by the
way the ideal forms present themselves to the kbowing COnSe
cioutness ¥,

It is this conScicusness which balieves the logical
and mathematical forms e to b2 something independent of 4t
wsses s This postulated independence of conscicusness is
the postulated self.oxistence of the ideal objects . If anye
ore objects that affirmation i5 poor evidence, that s man
who dreams, or ws ore whe is decejved, or who is in error,
3lso believes that the object he heholds is self-existent,
the agnswer is : from a dream there it an awakening, as
there is from error and 1llusion, but from looical and mathe
ematical insight there 18 no avakening L, The "beljef” in
ideal self-existence stands entirely on the same level as
belief in real seif.existen;e i, Yo alSo cannot prove that
things exist, but can only postulate this when we perceive &

Yhoever therafore, doubts ideal self~.existence must
21s0 doubt real self-existence i,

"Perceived reality differe from more presentation,
from the merely supposed cbiect, by the impossibility of
volurtarily displacirg it, of perceiving it othezwice than
juet 38 it is perceived ¥, But the ideal obiject, which is
known 2 priori, differs in exactly the Ssame way from ore
which 15 a "mere thought", from ore which could al€o be
thought at different’. Indeed, the Kantian universality and
necessity of a priori are not somethirg psychelogical, and
do not mean that actually evervbedy sses that a=1 .In fact
not everybody can see it, but gnly the persen who has an
aye = that is, the mathematical training fto see it. Yet
wheever has reached the level of such intelligence cannct
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think as he pleases, but must think that enly what in itself
56" a recessarily and objectively Yis"=}

"In the same way ~0 ides3l object of & priori insight
can be displeced by the subject or made dependent upon hin ',
It offers the Same agbsplute resistence to the will of the
subject a® any real object of perception . And this resisten-
ce _"is" its ohiectivity".7 ',

Valuee are self-existente, but self-axistents of which
sdrte? Are they real self-existerds, or sre they ideal? To
this Hartnann replies, "Values have no celf-existerce that is
real J.... ' Tho node of Baing peculiar to value® is eviden-
tly that of an ideal self-existence. The values are origine
ally oatterns of an ethical ideal sphere, of & vealm with its
own ttructures, its ovn laws and oxderx? 8,

Thue values aro ideal celf-oxistent obiccts,They are
meither abscliute nothing nor subjective, for the phenomena of
affirmation and the impossibility of voluntarily displacing
then a8 wall as the possibility of valustional delucion prove
the ideal celf-cxistonce of valua', The last point requires
elucidation, It 1% Said that if there b2 valustienal dely-
sion, then that very fact mokes self.existence of values
doubtful, But this is, sccordirg o Harimann, a grest miSe
take. "Cn the contrary™, says Haortmann,"where thoere are
delusion and orror, those ceonsists of none zoreomont with
the fact, The fact, as something fixed and indopendent of
the truth and error of the knowledge - that is, the fact as
somethirg existing in itself - iS precisely the presupposSi-
+ion of delusion; Cthexwise delusion would ba not be delu-
Sion. But the “fact? 45 in this case the value itself.Accor-
dimaly, if anything is proof for the @mlf.existence of values,
it is exactly the phenomenon of delusion" 9,

Furthor,"the conviction, which sccempanies every
gorwine judgement of values, thst overyone else must judge
in the Same way and have the some impression” (10}indicates




the universality and necessity of value. Of course, this is
not 5 psychological universal faoct. Thore are peopde who do
feel and judge differently, But this difference in feelimg
argl judgement does not disprove the universality ond necoss-
ity of valus~judgrents and consequently of values themselves.
It only proves the absence of proper valuational consciouSe
ness, the lack of training in discerment and appreciation
which is required for kindlirg the prémory Sense of value',
Thus Hartmann says, "But it is here 3just a8 it s with nmothe
ematical inSight, WMot everyome iS capable of it: not every.
ore has the eye, the ethical maturity, the spiritusl elevoe
tion, for cacing the situation 3% it is . favertheless, the
universglity, recessity and objectivity of the valuational
judgment holds goed in the idea . For this universality
deoes not Moan thot everyvere 18 capshle of the insight in
question, It only mesns that whoever is capable of it - tha
is, whoever has attairned the sdequate mentality « mutt necCee
8sarily fesl and judge thus and not otherwise i,

"In this sense ..... moral judgpent and the primal
moral feeling which undexrlies it are universal, necessary
amd objective {11). Voreover, Hartmann conmtimes,"Values
snmounce thenselves primarily as enlistmenmts of emotion .
They are therefore exposSed to doubt as to their cbijectivity
so much the meore, bacause fecling are lass objective than
discerments’ . But, “the comcept of self-oxisterce” ......
jtealf is rooted in the fact that it is as little poecsible
to summon up arbitrarily a sense of value 3% it is to conSe
truct a mathematical law srbitrarily . In both cases there
is an objectively bahold existent, which nresents itself and
which the feeling, the intuition, the thought only follous
® hut cannat dominate . Ve can experience as valuable only
what in itself is sSo . Ue moy of courte 31so be incapoble of
such and experiencing : but if we are in general capable of
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it, we can experience the value gnly as it 45 itoelf, but w
not as it 12 not., The cen%e of value is not less objective
than mothenatical insight. Its oblect is only more veiled
through the emotional character of the act® (12), Thus,
according to Hartmann, valueS asre ideal objective apriori
essences and are object of an a priori sensimg of value
which is an a priori factum. But values by themselves do

not exhaust the sphere of ideal essences, There are other
ideal objects besides values, They are also known a prioril,
Thus Hortmann writes, "Indeed, it is also easy to see that
the sk ontological ideal and the eothicol idesl Sphares are
not isclated menmbere,but that 2 vast sesthetical ideal ephere
it contiguous, and that there are still further members which
introduce still furthor variations of cortent'. Yot in mode
of existerce the sphere remain5 a unity. It is also a unity
for knowledge, For its patterns are known in all departments
alviays and purely a priori - without distinction as to whe.
ther the acts, which are vehicles of this knowledge, bear
the ctamp of intellect or emotion. In thiS cennection, senw
sense of value ard legical reasoning Stand on the same level,
Idealistic knawwledge of Being permits -f only orne mode of
knowing, the sprioristic”{13¥,

But how do the values differ from eother ideal essene
cas? In the first place, values od%k& differ from other idesl}
assences regarding their relation to the real or actuas) sbiw
obiects, In m&pei:t of other ideal essences their coincidence
or agreement with the real is the limit of their commection,
Where they are not in agreement they are not conmected, But
this does not hold gocd in respect of values. AS regards
values Hartmann says, “In the ethical domain ,......28180
there 15 a certain ogreerent of the ideal amd real, just as
there ore limits to the agreement. But the limits of agree-
ment are here not limits of connection. The conmection Sube:



sists in full actuality above arnd beyond them®(17). In the
second place, unlike categories valueS, though they are uti-
conditional, irwiolable principles of ideal ethical sphere,
are the principles of the actuol ethical sphere only condi-
tionally, They are not the unchecked rulers of the actual
ethical sphere’, As regards their effectiveress in the acty-
al ethical sphere they require help from Somethimg which
belomys to the realm of the actual and which is independent,
i.e.,autonomous. Thus Hartmann writes,”In the idesl Sphere

f v ee.s.values are inviolable, Supreme determinants, decie
sive powers, to whichthere is no resistence, and to which
everything is subject ........ I Yithout e&xaggeration one
night say : values sre categories of the idesl ethical sph
sphere’, But one cannot say: they are cateqories of the ideal
ethical sphere’, But one cannot Say: they are categories of
the actual ethical sphere, Here their role is of another
kind, and thereby their difference from the categories
appears, Hore they are longer inviolable determinants nor
absolutely ruling powers, Here not everything is subordi-
nate to them; the act of the subjects do not accommodate
themselves to them unresistingly; they have their own laws,
determinants of another kind ...... ' The will can countor-
act the conscicusmess of value !.The same holds good of inrer
conduct, of the dispasition® (15). Thus "ethical values are
therefore only conditienally, and not once for all, princi-
ples of moral consScicuSness and its acte, And the sdditienal
conditions which convert them into principles do not lie in
the realm of values, not even in the jdeal sSmhere, but in
the different law of the moral consciousnens, It eonstitutes
the basic diffevence bhetvieen values and categories” 2(15Y,
Yalues are, in a sense, weaker than categories because they
cannot rule irexorablg. But they are, in o sense, also strm
strordexr than the cotegories for they work ogainst cotegoe
rical opposition and, in the case of success, can transfom




Non=Being inteo Beimg ond, in virtue of this capacity, they
are, while the coategories are ~ot, crepgtive principles,Thus
Hartmann Says,"in one way, values ore weaker in influence
than categories, They do not rule anconditiondally~2....eees
of themselves they have not the strength to execute thensales
in the sctual Sphere: they ore throavn back upon an cuiside
posy which enters inf, But thie pover 18 not slways there;
and, when it is theyre, it b2alongs to the actional reolm” (17).
"In another way", contimues Hartmann,"they sre
strormger than cateqories, Categories rule the existence with
out check ,.... | They are the only ruling povers in their
ooin realm. Values, on the other hand, so for a8 they are
actualised, must be carried cut against a stable structure
alraady precent ....... % And, in so far as they succeed,
they build upon the categorial stabilities of acts a pew
and higher formation which rices in the same way over thece
a% ovar a material subject. Tn another and more Specisl
sonse they are creative primciples, They can transform Note
Being into Beinmg, The generatio ex nihile, which iS othor-
wice an impossibility in a1l reaim of Being, here i8 possi-
ble® (18), In the third place, values are indirectly the
principles of othical reality, of reol ethicalf sphere,
This is the metaphysically decicive characteristic of values
as principles, Thus Hartmann virites,”the poSsibility of con-
duct contrary to values gives to them, as principles of
action, their specific quality of actuality., That quality
bacomes manifact in the fact that even in the cose of disSe
agreement the conmection is not broken (as with the catew
gories), but contirues in full force and 1S cven Solidiw
fied in a tension Suyi geveris. In metaphysical lampuage ,
it ie the tension bhatueen two different sorts of princie
ples” (19),viz., the ontological ond the axiological doterw
minism, in ore workd, "This one world"”, comtirues Hartmann,
B eneeess 18 nre-emirently the actional Sphere of the noral
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contchousness; but Subordinagtely it i the world of reality
in genatal, For, €o this lotter balongs the moral consSciouSe
p2es, which 16 dramn into the real world as 5 membor of it
ard there expresces itself in tranScendent acts,.... L
They are alco princinles of the getual, of the real sthicsl
sphere, Indirectly, throunh the actionol sphere, they cucece
succeed in moulding the real - in lime with the ontological
cotegories JS..... % Al thot has been Said concerning the
othical sphave of action applies, mutatis nmutandis, to the
realn of ethicol replity, Values have a conditionolly detore
minative relation to it also, In it, too, thev o2 not mocoe-
s5arily decisive, they do not fulfil themselves withoyt xess
resistence’, They are always 4in o rectricted sense principles
of thae real ethical Sphexre, according to the ethos of the
tine ..... . Alsg the econditionality cof the principles is
here gyeater, for the actional Sphare is the mediasting face
tor, In life the realization of values takes o route which
is not accidertal, slomg the conscicusmess eof volue, alorg
disposition, wWill and deed, Cnly where a personsl ontity
with its styiving for a discernmed value is at hord, €con a3
value be productively reslized, But .....if oo include it
in the way in which valyes gemeyplly arrived ot being ontoe
logical, of actuglizimg principles, the preoposition is #8Sine
tially valid here, thot values - despite their inability o
oxecute themsSelves - neverthaless in their oin Way are Stirpn-
ger in force of efficiency thon ars the categories of Beirg,
in that they, in the thestre of the worid, cppose the force
of the categories® (20Y, The character of vslues ¥ g% prin-
cinles clesrly shows the ideal mode of selfe existence of
values which is ideal ‘cunht to be' %, Values as jdeal

*ought to be' signifies the fact that values in their mede
of 1deal self-oxisterce ave independent and indifferent to
their actualisation or non-actualisation., Thue actuglisation
or otheruice of valuas does ot affect the peculiar mode of
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being of value as ideal selfeexistents, In other words, the
‘ontological dualism of Being ard Nonebeing are inapplicable
to values, Being or Nonebeing of the sctualisstion of value
does not affect the value as ideal tought to bet' %, This
ideal ‘ougnt to he persists inspite of the actuality or its
absence as well as possibility or its absence, Thus Hartmann
says, YIn the characteristics of values as principles .....
the concept of Cught is distinctly contained. It adherss 1o
the ess@nce of ethical values ,..... . There is something
absurd in the thought that a2 value is a thing that ought to
be only in So far as its motter is unreal. That 2 mon ought
to be honest, straight forward, trustworthy, is something
which does not cease to be because somebody actuslly is So,
The man ought to be even 3% he then is .,.... . Cught in
this sense ‘,..... 1% only an idepl or pure Cught.to=be ©,
Bacause scmething 48 in iteelf 5 value, it does not follow
that someors ought to do it; it does mean, however, that it
Cught to "Be", and unconditionglly - irrespsctive of its
actuality or even of its possibility,

"The Being of walues, as ideal, is indifferent to
regl Being and NoneBeing., Their ideal Cught-to-Be subsists
independently of the replity and unreality of their matter,
And, again, their ideal Beimg 4is olso not indifferent to
veal Being and NoneBeim, The ideal Cught-to-Bo includes
tha tendency towarde reality:; it sanctions reglity when it
exists, and intends it when it deoas not. It transcends
ideality.

*Thie antingny inheres in the escence of values
themcelves, It announces the inadequacy of the ontologi-
cal modalities for their peculiar kind of Beinmgs it is ar
exsct expression of their essence as principles which are
jdeal and yet are at the same time drawin tewards reality.
This double mag nsture is the ideal Cught-to=Be in then:
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it i3 the ideal of their baing dizscted to the sphere of e
renl, the idea of their cotegerical transcendencse and of
their breaking forth ocut of the ideal into the real,

7In this sanse vglue ond the ideal Cuchieto=Be are
imdissolubly bound toaothey, They are not on that secsunt
jdentica), The Qught sigpifies direction towards Somethimg,
the value signifies the omething itself to which the direce
tion points. The aosl conditiong the direction, but tho
direction torards it conditions the mode of beiny of the aoall,
Value and the ideal Cughttop-Be starnd in strict correlation,
in reciprocal conditionality., Tho ideal Cughi-to-Bs is the
mede of being of value .,....which 1¢ mever lost in the 2km
structure of the motter, But value 15 the content of the
Cught; it is5 the categorical structure, the exictantial mote
of which 45 that of the ideal Cught-to=Be,...... [ The
correlation 1S balanced, not tike substance arnd attribute,
but like substance and relation., Cn reither side is theve
a greoter waight, The relstion it stable,poised"{2l) &,

After bhis exnoSition of the nature »f ideal 'oughte
toDe! Hortmann distirguishes it from b-th the *positive
cught to be' and (the cught to do'. "The positive Cught-io-
Be”, Says Harbmamn, "..... otcurs where the idesi finds
iteelf in oproSition to reality, where selfwexistent values
are unranl.

PThics kind of Cught adheree to the structural none
agreencnt of the Sphere, to the tension hetween them., The
tension 48 precisely the actuality. For the real is indeed
indifferant to the disnarstenece of the idesl s¢ such; it
has in iteslf,.... no terndency tomards it : but the ideal is
rot indifferent to the real:; in it Scmething presses bayond
its cwn ephere into the resl - irrespective of the possibilly
and fmpossibility of actuslization, Hevertheless, the mesik
positive Cught-te-Be ,....J, is .... fundamentally distinct
from the ideal Cught-to-Be:; it does not adhere to value oS




such, it 78 added thereto. In the positive Cughteto-Be, for
exanple, the ideal Cughtwto-Be of the value is only one ele.
ment: the other and equally essentisl factor in it 5 the
opposition of the spheres, It therefore ctonds midwoy bet-
veen the ideal Cught-to-Be and the Cughtte-Do proper,

“The positive Ought-to-Be accordingly presupnoses
in a given Situstion the Non-Beirmg of what ought to be, Herce
it i5 only postible within a real self-existent world - that
is, it presupposes this reol self.existent world, together
with it8 resl determinotions which deviate frem the constife
tution of what oupht te be . Tt has, at condition, the whelk
ortological system, First, sgainst this, in its isclation
ard irndifference to values in general, the posSitive Cught-to-
Be is contrasted in its own kind of Beirg, a5 Semething une
fulfilled, For the fulfilmert con take place .....only in
exactly this resl, indifferent, self«contained world, But
the dispaorsteness and the resistence first make whaoteoughte
to-be non-existent and thereby make the Ought-to=Be positive® (22),

Haortmann 3l1Sc distinguishes the Cughtto-De which is
pre-eminently athical from both the ideal Cughteto=Be and
the positive Cught-to=Be’, The ideal Cughtwtc-Be is diffevest
from the Cught-to-llo because the "Cught«to-Do 15 slways
conditiored by Cught-to-Be, byt CQught-to-Do i5 not attached
to every Cught-to-Be. Y cught to do what ought to be, in so
far 38 it "is” not, and in co far as to make it setual is in
my power, This deuble "in sp far as® Seporgtes these two
kinds of cught, DBotween goods and poral qualities there is in
this réspect np difference, The ideal Cughteto-Be inheres
necessarily in them, but Cug-t-to-Do does not® (73Y, The posi-
tive Cughteto=Be i not Cught-to=Do,"for not everything thot
is not, but cught to be, comes inte the domain of strivimg® (24).

The positive Cught-to-bBe, accordirg to Hartmann,
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issues or originates in the ideal realm,”but extends into the
raals anxd in 80 far as it is a detemmining factor there, its
activity is a real creatimg, a brimging forth® (25),

"If, now, the positive Cught-to=De makes itself so
effective in the real,...% if it peretrates into the blind
process of the coSmos, there nmust be in the existent a point
of support for the Cught,,.....the Archimedian noinmt 3t which
an ideal pover can move the resl an:% it*self becone a real

nowver,
| "In the stream of real existence‘...,...them must be &
noint of support, unon wWhich Cught-ta-ae impinges..,. .
In short, thexe must be a regl self.cxistent which can sexve
as the originatim voint of resl tendency in the Stream of
Beirg; there rust be 5 form capable of intent in the midst
of blind evants, itself brought forth and borne along by them
mc} yet, anidet them, powerful in S2lf-activity™. (25)
%The subject i% such a pole of the positive Cught-to-
Be in the realm of the real. ‘ :

¥ The subiect « not aS metophysical Sublect in gererdl,
but as empirical, actual, just as we kno? it in man -« fulfils
in every particular the specific conditions, And indeed o=ly
the subject does this, In this he stands slore ..., . He
is a real existert amom others ’, He 1% wholly under the laus
of actuality, Shares in %e its conimgs and goings, and 45 at
the same time different from every other beirg « by virtue of
his inner workd, conscicusmess, which hos its on code of
1avs, ?—!e is the metaphysical conmaction with the world of
values, he sences their idesl self-existence.Ard he poSctecses
spontanecus relf-activity, copacity to direct events, The
subject 15 the only renl entity in which the positive Cught-
tp-Be can be tronsformed into a real tendency.

“The metaphysic of the Cught i% exactly this, that
in it5 unfoldment in resl existence, in its actuality it is
necessarily directed to a real subject ... % In sp far as
the Cught enters into Seirng, arnd in o for as the peositive
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Cught-to-Da becomes an existent, it can be this only as it &
at the some time seizes hold of scmething already existent,
ard points it to that to which its own direction points, Tt
-seizes upon the subiect’, For this alone pemits of beirg
grasped hold of by the ideal nover of values, The vest of
existence 18 dull and dead to the czll of the idepl, It doos
not "hear” it, it lacks intuitive rationality® (27).%Unlike
the categories ,..... the positive Qught-to~Be could detors
mine nothing at all unless there were an entity with a
capacity for directing cvents, the direction of which could
be guided towards its cwn aims {the valustional matter) amd
to which it could communicate its own purely idaal tendency.
The Cught has no existential encrgy emaonoting from itselfy
it meods something elss which offers to it its ewn existon
tial energy to be directed by the €y Tught. The Cuaht needs
this alien eneroy of an existing entity, bhecause the antity
thrusts its ontologicgl determination against the resistence
OF the resl" (2a),

"As ragords the Cught, conscicusSnass is not a knove
irg but ...... 8 doirg .......only an active subject - that
js, on® capable of indeperdent asction - can be immedistely
determined by the Cught in the direction of further detemie
notion of an sbiect. The resl deteminotion has the form of
action, doirg, conduct, ond S5 far o8 it i merely invard,
that of o mental attitude, 2 disposition, a tendency. Hexe
the Caht~to-De of the obisct is transfommed into the Cught
~to- Dp of the subject® {29),

UTn o cortain way the positive Ought-to-fe deter-
nires only "at second harnd®..... L Ploral subject .... is
the administrotor of the Cught in the world of real exis.
tence, Hs i3 not an absolutely faithful odninistrator of
this metaphysical qood; he can betray 4t, Vhother he reccQe
nizes the positive Cught-to=De as for him a universally
¥alid Cunhtetow=Do, and whether he then comits himself teo it




with hig whele miaht, always zests with hin ..... the dote
emining pover of the gakk Cught depends upeon on interrew
dicke elepent which it does not jtself dominal@y....and;
whenosyex 1% receognizes the demard of the Cught, has kbhe
the freedom to follow or not ¢o follaw” {30). Thus we

find thot the positive Cughleto-Be, according to Hortmann,
i5 oot ¢he unchecked detemminant of the regl world beeoute
it can deminate the reql world only indirectly through tle
moral subiect whegan who can gense the ought erdd feel the
depmand oy claim impoSed by the valuge but possesses the lib-
erty to fulfil or not to fulfil the demand. When the noral
subject decides to fulfil the demarnd of the volue, i.e.,
when he transfoms the positive Cught-to=Be into Cught=tow
Do, he anticipates the valve, e, he cots up the value
as the end to be actualiged and strives to actunlise it
by procuring proper peans and in his very decision to ac=
tualise the value, the moral value of the decision 48
realized gnd the subject himself 45 transfomed into pere
sonolity. Thus Hortmann Savs, "The existential doterminae
tion ietuing from valuos deesS not pass through the Subject
without modifyirg hicd, It gives him g dianity of a meculiar
KIN kind - perseonality, which 3¢ as much s catogeorial mowe
novelty a8 it 48 o valuational mazk, A moral subject, who
of xa3% all reol entitios storde alon® on _rappost with the
icdeal world of volues and who alone has the metaphysieal
tendency to comunicate them te reality which lacks them -
only such a subject i a "persen”. The essence of personae
1ity, for instance, do#s not attach to the ztx acts which
the subject brings to the scrvice of the volues, Meither.
the discerrmert of voluas nor the activity, the sotting up
of an end, the will, transforms the subject into a person,
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There osre two special elerment - both distinctively ethica
- wiich contribute the decisive mark. But both refer to
the relation of the subject to the values.

°One 1% this : that the values do not coerce the
subject, but, even when they gre diseorned, impose only o
clainm upon hin, while lesving him free, The fact, therefore,
that 1% is in his never to toke hold on ¥k value or not #
and to place hig oun aets in its service or not aives him
a kind of equality with the oreat metanhysical povers of
existence = ideal as well aS real = at least in principle:
ip this way he {8 osn independent factor, a proogr ultimate
of existence alorp with thece other poiarsg. It is inis
which has been called morsl freeden. A personal entity is
a "free® entity, It contoins its oun principle, its own
autonony = together with the autenomy of nature which is
in it and the autonomy of values which 15 alse inm it,

“But the secornd element of perscnality it found in
the valuational marks which the subject retains in his acte,
Thase agre nct identical with thote found in the object of
acts. Uorsl wvalues do not inhere in the ends, as Buch, whkh
which aze set up, but in the scts directed towords them,
X and ultinmgtely in the subiect of the ascts, '. They haw
indeed in themselves amd sn Cught-to-Be, ideal as well as
actual, but never directly an Cught-to-Del, Thev cam and
shouid determine the choice of ends, but they do not fure
pish the natter of the endd,

"Action, will, disposition -~ even up to the inm@re
most and purely emotionsl attitude of mind « are the carrh
ars of moral values proper; and therehy the subject can
come impk into considerstion. These values are”relative®
to the perston as their corrier, For as their corriex the
subject 1% a "persen”. However different khece values may
ha from thote which constitute the matter of the will and
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the content ends, they stand in closest relation with them;
for exactly that conduct has moral value which i% a cormmib-
ment of tha person to ends directed and selected by the
meral feeling for values,... ‘. The subject himself sets
up his ends, There are always tweo acts disposSed one after
the other and equslly tronsScendent; the act which initiates
and that which executes. And each independerntiy of the wstier
other has rarpe of freedom, For each the porson 1S occoun-
ted responsible..... . Amd ... this otans thaot ha is the
carrier of the whole differentiated tcale morel valuss and
disvalues, Only in 3 personal subjeet as a rac¢ponsible ard
accountable beirg can those inhexs® (31),

Thus noral volue, accordirg to Hartnann, 15 the
value of choice of ond and not the valua of the end choSen.
In othar wornde, moral value is the value of intzntion and
not the intended value; it 18 the woluo of ziming at ond
rot the volue we ain ot Henco moral volue does not oadmit
of being transformmed into the ard siped at, i.e,, the
Cughteto=Be of moral volue 16 incapable of beirg transfore
med into the Cught-to-Us of She sibject.

Yalues, according to Hartmann, are universal and
necessary. But the necessity of the Cught and consequently
of the value 18 differsnt fron ontolegicsl nacessity. Cone-
idered ontolegically, necessity is inSeparable from possh
$11ity, and actuality is neothing but the gquipoise of rece-
o3ty ond potsibility, Ontologically, says Harima-n,”” actu-
2lity, however, is conStituied of possibility and necessity,
The actual must b at least ontelogieonlly pessible...... %
Tn the strict Sonse o thing 15 “"roplly posdible®, only wie
when the vhole series (of condition) i¢ at hand, doun to
the last rember, On the othor eide, hewever, it 18 then
not only possible, but also necessary, thot is, it con no
lorger fail to appear. I% could fail to eppeor, So lorg as
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at least one condition in the series was locking. If that
also ware added, nothing nore could prevert the real actue
ality., But exactly this inevitability is ontological rece=-
ssity. The consequerce is this 3 31l .thot is ontologically
possible is precisely thereby ontologically necotsary 31So.
Hance, in so far 25 only the possible can be actusl, everye
thing actual rwst ot the sane time be ontologically meceSR.
nEY" necessary® {32) f,

But necessity is znswparabm fror possibility only
in the ephere of ontology. Beyond this sphere they aore ce.
parable’, Hencs in the sphere of valuce they are ceporable
and as matter of fact ore separote or detoched, Thus Harte
monn Says, "possibility and necossity ore bound indissolu-
bly together writhin the actuol; but in themselves they are
not =inseparable’, At the boundaries of the actual they £a8
£f211 opart. But in the positive CughteticwBe the boundary
of the actunl is trontcended?{33), The necessity which ine
heres in the mode of existence of ocught to b and of value
¥is g necessity which is Yaboolute” (1iterallividetached),
free, bound to nothing cutside of itcelf,

"New this absolute necessity ..., lends to values
their choracteristic universolity as regords volidity -
they being volid for every cofe, oven for those which vio-
lote them -« 2 universality which holds eoven in Specisliza-
tion, the individuality, of content (where oniy ens cate
comes irto consideration) ond which pordures unaboted,
rigorous, inaccessible to w&ry compronice, even in the
tragedy of 1ife's confliet® (34) %

Values, according to Harimann, ¢on b2 actualised
only if the positive ocught to be can e2ize hold of such a
natural beirg who hao the capocity of directing events.
that doas this capacity to direct events mean ? It means,



according to Hartmann, that the mora)l subject who digcerns
value can choose to realize the diccerned value and so
can sat it up 2% on end to he reslized. New what dees
this process of setting up 2n en rean? ¥ This setting up
of an end meens, Hartmann holds, a process which 18 not
casual but teleological or firalistic; ond this teleslegy
nobkes man o teleolopical being without prejudicing his
stotus e¢ an ontolegicnl beirmg. As o teleolegicol mrocess
it ie a precess of ends and meons and the relstion hete
weon the end and the mean is different from thot of
caute and effect’, "The connection betwsun the brginning
engd the final etege 45 threefold : first, by an overe
leaping of the time process the end is et up; Secondly,
form the ernd bockwords agoainst the course of time the
sarias of means it detarmined; and, thirdly, starting
with the first neans, through the same terises the end is
actualised ... & The thizd kind of connection batveen
haginning and goal, the actualizotion ... i8 in a fore
ward direction, o Casmal cours2, in which the series of
megns functions a8 o series of couses .... only the
recond kind of connection is of price importance, the
baclorard ~ running determination of the mezns, storting
with the snd, Thig conStitutes thn distinctive categori-
tol novalty in the finalistic mexus”(35). Cfigranse OF
thase three ctages of actuslizatisn, tho first twe

heirmy the roverse of casual oprofess cortainly cannot
take nlace in resl cotually detemined world vwhich runse
vith the flov of timo ond net agatnst 4, Hance they
take place in the 4ideal sphere. Cnly the third tokes
nlace in the real world; and this third nrecess noves
in line with the ca®ual nrecesy,
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Yalues, according to Haortmorn, adoit of gradation, i.e.,
they admit of scoling. How is this gradation known? This
objective absolute gradotion of value is known, sccording
to Hartmann, by the self«sSome consScicusness which discerns
or beholds values, "Immedistely”, says Hartmann, “with the
feeling for the value there must be a3 feeling for its mim
place in the scale(356), And "avery morakity morally feales
selactive consSciousness of values 45 recesSarily a ConSe
ciousness of the scale of value® (37), Thus Hartmann rejeck
Scheler?s five fold criteria of the grade of values, viz.,
(1) super~temnorality, {2} indivisibility, (3) dependance,
(4) depth of saticfaction, and (5) degree of axiologicol
absoluteness, srnd he aoccepts Hildebrsnd's theory of sSpeci-
fic valuational response’, In Hartmann'sS opinion except the
depth of satisfaction Schelert's four cther distinguishing
rmarks are very crude and consequently they de not and cane
not make visible the finer differvences of grade within the
classes and groups which ore essential for ethics, Further
the depth of satisfaction is, though recessary, not suffi-
cient, because satisfaction varies not only quantitatively
but also qualitatively and the difference of kind xeguxdim
regarding sotisfoction, besides the difference in degree,
is also required for a finer perception (38). Hence the
rejection of Scheler's five~fold criterias of grade and
acceptance of Hid Hildebrand's theory specific valua-
tional response by Hartmann. According to Hildebrand, "for
each value there is one, ard only ore, attitude corresporn-
ding to its nature, only one emotional regction, the resw
ponse sulited to it ... % The appropriateness of a speci-
fic response to a Specific value can by no nmeéans be tranSe
posed gt will ... % The connection betueen a mental atti-
tude and a value 1S Something fixed in the nature of thimgs.,
And, indeed, this conStant conformitv holds in regaxd teo
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negative as well as positive values; also to every disvale
disvalue a spacific kind of attitude correspons, hoth 3o
regards quantity and eual ity' {39} !\ Hildebrand's theory ,
correctiy understood, furnishes us, holds Hartmann,"with
a basis for the nhanmewelmy of grades in a scole of
values, and not only for the lamger intervals in a whole
group, but for the finer and often impsnﬁerabla gradatiors
of morsl values omong themselves ... [, Hildebrand himself
has not elaborated hi¢ thought in this direction, But it
rmust penait of beirg dore’, Here 45 a definite task in ethi-
cal investigation which needs developing” (40). This task,
eccordirg te Hartmarn, finds an illustration in the Nice-
maochoan Ethics of Aristotle’, The series of virtues as deve.
loped by Aristotle ©is svidently graduated sccording to #
rank in o noral scale ... . A plain indicotion of this
gradation is the differentiation of the vsluation predi-
cates, which Aristotle applies to the single virtues® (4l1),
Thece virtues and the corresponding negative predicotes
admit of being orrenged in an atcending series, "Behind
these predicates®, Hartmann holds, “as the word shew, iS
hidden a graduated series, guantitative and qualitstive,
of acts which assign or withhold values 4., 7 Here 4s
urmistakably a double gradation of emotional reactiens,
that ie, of valuaticral responses® (42), In this respect
Aristotle’s procedure is more instructive than that of
Scheler, For uniike Schelerts, Aristotle’s "Jdifferen.
tiastion of grades cencerns not only general cutlines but
finer shodes among moral values® {(43). Of ccurse AriSto-
tle's procedure 15 not perfect nor his ta ble of values
axhaustive, But thece defects are understandable and to
on extant excusable’, "o firest historical sttempt i5 pere
fect., “Vat the atlempt®, Hortmann contirues, ®is a model
for us, For in so far a% the problem can be Surveyed to-
day, there is no other possible way of findirng out the
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differences in the scale of values, Differences of responsce
and the difference of predicates which runs parallel with
it constitute the only means of access” (44), Uhen the inner
ground of this phenomenon 4% enquired irteo it i5 found i
that “the predicate and the response are yltimastely only
outward manifestations of an existing inner connection bed
ween grade and the kind of valuational feelirg ..... % In
other worde, the feeling of relstion of height among valuss
must sdhere to the primsl feelirg for vslue in such a way
that when two values are given the heioht of each is given.
Indsed, it follows that 5 conScicusSm®ss limited to ore shxke
single volue iS only on abstraction, and that in 31l cone-
crete feelirng the sense of hedight inf 3 scala of values is
primsry® (45). o

Ngww thot we do prefer value and that dacisive act
of preference 15 made between value and value are phenome
na which cannot be gainSaid, But 4t is alse a fact of oX-
perience that our preference is not always infallible.Dopas
not this f311ibility of preference show o correspondirg
£a114bility of the conscicusmess of gradation and thereby
the subjectivity of gradation itself? To this questien
Hartmann replies in the regative’, Aceording to Hartmann,
“¢he historically snd individually variable notion of the
gradotion, for instance, its subjective relativity, in no
way contradicts its chjective gbsoluteness, From the limi-
tation it follows that the gradational relotions 3xw glso
ore discerned only in a Sragmentary way, and that, st any
given time, what is accountad higher within tha discerned
or fragment is ceen to be higher, With a wider cutlook it
can be discovered tp be lowsr in the scale’, Thot the cri-
ticisn, which 18 pasced upon o Sabisckivkky subjectively
valid gradation, 1S generally a thoughtful beginnirmg,
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impliss the existence of an objective independernt gradatior.
The historical relsgtivity of valuational appreciations is
not 2 disproof, but on the contrary a confirmation, of ite
existence " (45),

Since the consciousmess of value as well as the
consciousness of the gradation holds Hartmann, are aware
of their respsctive objects only ina g fzagmentary way,
the best way to arrive st a tentstive femulatiaﬁ of the
dimension or dimensions of the gradation of value is to
o0 aaalvticany 'i:hrm:gh the values discovered by the
current systems of morols of diffeyent times and differs
ent civilizations as well as the values diccovered by the
- different individuals) Feliwszm this procedure Hartmann
finds a group of volues which are disclesed by the 3nalye
sis of volue and Cught, The disfinguishing marks of this
areup of values are (1) elementariness and generality,&

{2) poverty of content and low grade of its values, and

(3) existence of polarity or opposition not only between
value and disvolue hut 5lSo ard pre-emirently between
value and value', Values of this group are borderiire =
values, f.¢',, they appear on the bourdary line running
batwaen the sphere of ontology and that of axiology. In
respact of the polarity or opposition between value and
value of this group Hortmann notes that this particular
group of values exhibits, in the first place, oan ideal
valuastional Spaceé with more than ore dimension, and, in

the second place, unsought reappearance of the trsditiond
categorial oppositions in contrasted pairs - quantity, qua-
lity, relatien ond modality - although with a differant
degrae of dxstimtmss':, and that this nnsnght reappe arance
of ontolegical eppositions nakes this group thoroughly
antinonic in character (47). Hartmarn divides this aroup

of values into three sub-aroups, viz.,{l) lModally opposite
volues, (2) Relationslly opvosite values, and (3) Quantite-
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tively and qualitatively opposite values, The first subesx
group contains (a) the ontinemic values of Necessity and
Freedom, ard (b) the antinenie values of the Beal Being

and Non-Being of Valued, The secend subegroup contains (a)
the ontinonic wvalues of axxiex carrier of values as Sube
ject gs well os object, 2% both the intention and the ine
tended obiect ot the came time, (b) the antinomic uksuas
volues of activity and irertia, (c) the antinomic values
of ore-cided cugmentotion of o single value £ or of a few
which sre closoly reloted) and a many=-sided adjucstment of
vorious volues ot the sgme time, (d) the antinomic valuves
of hamony and confiict, and (e) simplicity ard cemplexity.
The third sube-group contoins (é)’ﬁhﬁ antinemie values of
Universslity and Singulority, (b) the antinemic values of
comprehensivensss and Universality, Individuglity ard the
Individual (the cpposition or cortrast of thece values is
quantitative opposition), (c) the contrasted values of
Collective Unity ond the Individusl (this valustional oppo-
sition 1S not antirmenic in cheraocter when it 45 in the
idsal sphere but it becemes So in ethical malrty whoare
each beccomes tymmiea}. end claims absolute authority and
demands the subordination of the other to iteeif), (d)the
antinomic values of Intermediske Menbers « the Smaller
Cormunity ond the Pokiticel Porty, (o) the antinomic values
of Humanity ard Nation (48). After his anslysis of the fist
group of values Hartmann takee up the second group of walms
voluss, The distinguishing marks of this group are (1) cone
crateness and fulness of content, (2) comditioning the
content, (3) mediatory im function in the reslization of
values, (4) polarity or opposition between vslue and 0iS=
value ond not between walue and valus; and conssquently,
the bindmg 1ine of volue ond disvalue is always an a5Cene
dirng one from the negotive to the positive through the



indifference-point and (5] values of actional sphere, 1.,
adhere pre-enminently t6¢ the personal subject. Aleng with
this group of values there is snothor aroup of values Cone
ditioning the content of moral values by furnishing the
material basis, 1.e'., allewing their cughi-to-be to be
transforned into cughteto=do of the subjoct, but which de
not adhiers €0 tho subject and thus are not disceoverable
from the analysis of the subjoct. The fiirst grcup of walues
constitutes the & wuBua veluotional foundation or basis of
moral values in the subject and thus 15 pre-ominently acte
ional in charocter while the second graoup of values conStie
tutes the valuotional foundotion of moral valuss in the
object amd conscquently is pradenikwenkky predominantly
situstional in choracter, The firet group, viz.., the group
comprising the foundational values in the subject, eswkabs
containg the follewing valuos with their corresponding diSe
values : {a)Life 88 value {and desth as corzesponding dis-
value), {b)} Conscicusness as a value, {c) Activity 2% value,
{3) Suffering as a wvaluo, (e) Sirongth a9 o value, (£) Free-
dom of tho will as a volue, {g) Feresight as a value,{h)
Purposive Efficiency 35 a value, The second group of values,
ViZz., the good - values of oaterisl thirgs and situations
constituting the voluatfonal Ffoundation of morsl volues in
the swbjsek ohiect, contains the following voluos ¢ (o)
Existence as a valua, (b) Situstion a% a vo'ue, {(¢) Pawer
at a value, (d) Happiness as a value, {e) Moxe ¢cpacial
clasces of Goods as Values, eLd., material goods cuch as
material property, and nmaterial goods such as lamguage,
Knowlodge, education,ote.,, {48) & '

Aftor hit analysic ond discussion of the volues of
first two groupt, viz., the group of the borderiine voluas
and the group of values constituting the wsluational foune



dations of moral values in the subject and in the pbiect
respectively, Hortmarn taokes into sccount the case of
noral values and classifies them into four group, viz,,
(1) The group of Fundamertel lMorsl values in which the
“good” forms the core and the valuee in this greoup ore
common €6 many very different kinds of bshaviour and in
no way characterize one special kind only, (2) Thed group
of walums discovered by ancient System of morals in the
Greace and Rome, (3) The gzoup of values discovered by
Christisnity, and (4] The group of values ditcerned in
modern times, Thece moral values sye arrived at not by
analysis of the categorisl structure of the value and

the Qught ut by o historico - empiricol investigation
of vaiues {(50). The first group, viz., the greup of Fune
damental lioral Values contains (a) Neble nmindedness as a
value, (b) Richness of Experience a® a value, and (c)
Purity as a value, Coodness forms the cove of oll the
vaives of this group, 1.0., theoy are good and as such are
waluable; and alfo they are very pervasive becsuse they
characterise a good mmber of behaviours which ate come
pleteiy different in kind., The second group, viz., the
aroup of loral values diSeovered by Greco-fioman Systems
of lorale centains (a) Justice, (b) Wisdom, (¢} Ceurasge,
(3) Seilfecontrol, and (o) Aristotelion 1ist of virtues ae
propounded in the Theory of CGolden Megn. The third group,
viz,, the moral values discoversed by Christian Ethics cone
taine (a) Brotherly Love, (b) Truthfulness and Uprightress,
{c) Trustworthiness and Fidelity, (J) Trust and Faith,(e)
lodesty, Humility and Aloofness, and (f} the values of
Social Interxcourse, The fourth group, viz., the group of
moral velues discovered in nodern timos contains (a) Love
of Remote,(b) Radiant Virtuo,{c) Personolity, ond {d)
Personal Love (5i) &



=30

At the erd of his historico-empirical survey of mee
moral values Hartmonn céncludes that this incomplete survey.
does not warrant even the formulstion of mere “theory concer-
ning a tabulation of values®(52), But this syrvey is not come
pletely volueless on that account’, It definitely furnishes
within the narrover c¢lass of moral values certain differenw
ces of grade’., Thus, for axample, brotherly love ic evidertiy
higher in value than justice, love for the remotest higher
than brotherly love, and personal love (as it appeasrs) higher
than either, Likewese bravery stands higher than self-control,
faith and fidelity higher than bravery, radiant virtues and
personality agsin higher than thess’, But it IS more diffie
cult to say how, for example, truthfulness, wisdem and faith
stand to one another in relative height; it 1S the Same with
the basic motives running through all the mere special values,
such as universality and individuality, likewice purity and
fulness of life, pride and humility, and sp on (53), Thus
the historico-empirical survey of ethical values {(compriSirg
both the moral value and wplues which are nonemeral but
morally relevant, 2.g%., actional value or situational value)
does not help us to find the order or orders of the gradae-
tion of values and we sh-oyld ceek it elsewhere’,

But where con the order or orders of gradation of
values be found? This order can be found, holds Hartmann, if
we take into consideration simultanecusly the height of the
value when realized with the corresponding strength of the
disvolue when the value is transgressed or violasted, In thaot
case ws con at once see that the higher the height of the
merit of realization of value the less serjous is its tran-
gression or violatior, Hence Hartmarn Says, "if one glances
along any one such lire of agsecent in k% height and of desemt
descent in Strength, the inference is unavoidabie that
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throughout reslm of values two equally important orders of
gradation hold sway and thst w two oppoted lawe of preferen-
ce correspond to them " (54), But neither thece two orders '
nor their respective preferences are identical, The ascent
in stremgth is inversely related to the ascent in height'.
Yot the two orxders are not absolutely unrelasted, As 3 mat-
ter of fact "one may Sav that the order of rank in values
is jteelf twofold - or is twowsided and has two ggéa_nimgs?.
For since ascent in strength is in the opposite direction
. to ascent in height, the orderly sequence as tuch remains
one throughout” (55), Hence arises the cuestién : Hov are
thece two orders related? In reply to this cuestion Harte
nann Says, "the law of height and of strength .....is a
fundamental categorical law, which prevails ontolegically
in 21l 4idegl and resl Being and thence extends over the
realm of values; lut in this extension it gaing 2 new mean-
irg., Tt is therefore necessary ....., to look to the realm
of cstegories, and to ask how far its laws recur in the
domain of values arx! are transformed or replaced by a new
kind of regulority"(S6). There are three laws and they cone
cern not the structure of the categorial edifice hut the
dynamic dependence’, Hence they sre the laws of dependencel,
They are the following 2= : |

vy, The law of strength : higher principles ore
dependert upon the lgwer, but the converse is not truef,
Hence the higher principled is always the more conditioned,
the more dependent snd in this Sense the wegsker, But the
mere unconditioned, the more elementary and in this sense
the stromger principle is alwoys the lower one’, In the abs-
tract, the inversion of this relstionship is quite conceiv-
able, but 15 never to be seen in the reality of principles.

2%, The Lav of Materinsl : every lower principle is
only raw material for the higher which is raised upon it.



a3l

Now since lower is the stromger, the depernderce of the wezker
upon it goes only So far as the scope of the higher fomation
is linited by the definiteness and peculiarity of the materiall,
3. The 1aw of Freedom : compared with the lower evey
every higher principle is a new formation wktk which 1S raised
upon it, As such it hasS unlimited scope aobove the lower {(tle
materisl and the stronger) fixity. This means that in Spite
of dependente upon the lgwer orinciple the higher is free,w
as agoinst the igwer? (57).
Now these 1awe of dependence sre the basic lavs of categories.
As g mattexr of fact there is eonly ore basic cotegorial lew
1#t of dependence, viz., the uR 1aw of stremgth, the other
two are mersly corpllary., But this basic or fumdamerntal law
of categories, vhen intreduced in the realm of values, is
transformed in respect of {ts significance or measning. Thus
Hartmann Says, “now the bssic categorial law, carrisd over
into the table of values, sSubstartiates this - and it is the
wholly rew meaning which it scquires in the regzlm of values
= in the fulfilment of a value the merit increases not direc-
tly in proportion to the grieveousness of vielating it, but
indirectly., Vhen the gh& higher wvalue i3S violated, the tronsS-
gression is kax less, not more Sericus; but when th& stromger
value is fulfilled, the meritoricusness is not gregter but
jess” (58), But are the height or the strength of the value
censad? "A clear answer”, says Hartmann, "can be given., I
If the clue to height is the assenting Sense, at it expréw
sses jtcelf in Specific response¢ and predicates (approvel,
acceptance, respect, admiration, enthusiasm), So the clue
to strength 1ies in the negstive; the rejecting cence, as
it asserts itcelf wherover values are violated, Ttrength is
distinguishable by the corresSponding disvalues. The rejecte
ing sense also has its specific responses and predicates,
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They are reactions to disvalues” (59). The 1z of preference
of higher value, being related to the assenting sense which
discovers the height of value, is different from that of
loaer values which is related to the ®ejecting senSe disco-
vering the stremgth of values. Prefersnce to higher values
refers to the actualizstion of values while that of lower
values rofers to the avibidance of diswvelues, _

The order of rank of values is two-fold, But the
ascent in height being in opposite direction to ascent in
strength, the orderly sequence remainS ore throughout. "But
it 1s bi-polar, and poles contend for mastery, Dut the kind
of mastery of the one is essentially different fyom that of
the other %), L Thus it comes about that two kinds of mas=-
tery can co-exist in ore orxdered sequence” (60), But this twe-
fold gradation of values has an essential bearing on morality.
"Horality L.... does not cubsist in volues as suchl, Values
have their idesl self-sxistence, independently of their mefy
actualization. But morality is their sctualization in man,
hence actual man's relgtion to them, And this relstion,
coryesponding to the double meaning of the ordexed gradation,
is two fold with a two-fold Cught, o two-fold requirement:
not to violate the lower value and at the Sae time to actue-
alize the highar (51) % | |

"The actualization of values®, sccording to Hartmam,
%38 3 function of the persenal initiative®{62), and the fiat
or the initiative of the person by means sk of which the
persop Solves insoluble conflict of values is the strongest
proof thst the "actual will of the actual person must be
“free” (63). And this "freedom is a fundemental condition of
the possibility of all moral phenemeng ...\ . The whole sig-
nificance of morality i abolished, if freedem be proved to
ba an illusion” (44), As regards the nature of meral free
dom Hartmann makes the fellowing observations. In the first
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place, “freedom cannct consist in negative indifference, but
oenly in a positive deteminateness of a unique oxder, in a
detemination peculiar to the will itself, in an autonony of
the will " (45), Seccondly, "the determmining factor must not
lie cutside of the subject (or person) hence not even in the
values or any other autenomous principles"(85), Thirdly,"%The
detemining factor must also not be set indefinitely deep in
the subjoct, bul only in tho conBeicus stratum; cotherwise
thaze 18 no coral freadem”{57). Fourthiy, "the determining
factor must al%o not be astumed ¢o inhere in o confciocuSness
that 1% supereindividual ... . othenzise 1%t is not freedom
of the porson ,... there nust be o froedom of the individual
conscicus will?(68), Fifthly, "there nust be freeden in tue
gensed 3 not only freeadom over ogainct the regulority of
nature ... but equally there nmuSt be freedew over against
the movrel principles® (59), Lastly, “"the freodom of the will
is 2 metaphysical question ..... metophysicsl truths ..U,
con be neither proved not disprowved, “bvertheless they can
be discussed as problens® (70} and the only type of argument
the ute of which is justifiable for the discussion of pro-
blem of the frecdem of the will i¢ neither the empiricoe-
doscriptive arpument nor the purely oprioristic argument

but the onalyticol orgument which has tho “"fomm of an infer-
ence from the conditioned %o the condition”(71) ond which
"attain® only a hypothetical certainty® (72). In analytical
roasoning "aprioristic and empiricol elements are fused,

The poimt of doparture have the character of demonstrable
phenomenas 038 Such, they have the value of facts. But the
connections botuoen these and the conclusion ove of an
aprioristic nature’(73). And in the analytical reaspning
for the freeden of the will the following complex facts

of moral 1ife constitute the "poinls of depariure : the

the conSciousness of selfedetensination, the fact of res-
poncibility amd accountability, and the conscicusness of



35w

guilt, Thece ave Supplemented by tve further foctors ¢ the

dependence of moral values upon freedom and the oprositiona

relation of the Cught to the wiu. or the nature of morsl
conflict® (74Y,
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