INTRODUCTION
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. Since Socrates equated virtue with knowledge and
since Plato conceived of the highest reality as the Idea
of the Cood, speculation on morals has continucusly been
an occupation of Europecan philosophy % As a matter of fact
most of the European morsl philosephers are, conscicusly
or unconscicusly, Platonists &, To borrow a tonception of
from Socioloay Eurcpean ®"Pattorn of cultuyre® is Platonic f,
Thus positively or negatively Platonism colours all Euro-
pean thought %,

But what i{s Platonism in European moral philosephy?
It is the theory thot moral nredicates refer teo objects
which are (1) noneSonsuvous, {ii) nonetemporal, therefore,
changeless, (1ii) non=subjective, #.¢’., independent of tie
eubject who knows them, {iv) reals which adumbrate in the
particular matters of tense and as such determine tho chaow-
racter and being of these particulares as particular of
their respective classes ¥, Besides these reals arce bohold
or apprahended by a Supersensucus intuition, This thebry
is alto knovn as "Sthical Realiem® |,

Tn the litersture on European ethical philosophy
of the recent past two grest European philosophers of
Twertieth Contury, viz., Prof. G.E.leor of Great Britain |
and Prof. W.Hartmann of Garmany propeunded twe different ‘\
theories of Ethical Neaslism both of which subScribe to ‘\
Platonism. Nevertheless thoir differences are no loss \
striking than their unaninity ard this clearly points to |
the danger that a critical study which inadvertently onmits -
to take into accourt Significant differences will getithe
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dead wood ard miss the troe’, Every genius staxts with the
cormon pattern but introduces Sope novelty of his W w own .
enco he does nct give us the Same thing that he received;
akd and the oxistence of the living ard anprecistive mird
of the critic is authenticated by his capacity to discern
the movel and the uncormon which almest imperceptibly shade
off inte the common in the werk of a genius % Np eritic is
worth the name if he fails to achieve this -

In this work the autheor has urdertaken a critical
amd comporative study of the two varieties of Ethical Fealw
ism as propounded by Prof, G.E.lMoore and Prof. N, Haortmann
respactively. The author's treotment of ¢the theme thtough.
out the work is analytical and not historical 7. However, ®
a® complete svoidance of historical trvatment i$ not postie-
ble no pain 1S Spared to keep Such treatment within its
legitimate bounds, The dangers that constantly accompany a
criticsl and comparative study are, firstly, the terdency
to read, consScicusly oT unconscicusly, the predominant
idess of one writer into the other and, Secondly, the ten-
derncy to Slur over or underostimate the differences and
distinctione of the thoughts of the writers compared, The
author has endeavoured to take as much csre as possible tb
guard against such illicit impositions and unjustifiable
. pass=overs with what success it is upto the readers to
judge’,

To criticisms which nay be lavelled against this
work are (i) too much use of quotations and (iidexclusion
of Some eothical theorie® which apparently subscribe to
Ethical Realicn, As regaxds the first charge the author
like to point out that it is safe to speak in the writers
lest the charge of misinterpretation or distortion be
made’, To the second charge the humble reply of the author
is that the works which, in the spinion of the author,
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ave nct landmarks a5 erunciating new points of viow in e
the literature on Ethical Realism of Twentieth Contury
have naturally boen left out ',

\ The scheme of pattern of the present work i as

\.

\ follows e The first chaptor is devoted to a faithful
\\expoSitzen, in intelligiblie temms, of the theory of moral
walue as propourded by Prof, N.Hartmann particularly bring-
ing into limelight, smongSt others, such key contentions
as 'the ideal CQughtwto=be belomgs to the essence of valuo'-,
Ythe impoSsibility of baing realized does in no way nili
tote against the Ideal Cughtetoebet?, 'though indisselubly

~ linked together, yot value and Ideal Cughtwto-be are not

: 'iden‘%ical' Tovery value hat a cortain oxistence for iteelf,
\} T a ‘ﬁsg@ﬁerity over the relativeness of the whole ephore',

in the cecond chapter an attempt has been made to evaluate
. eritically Hartmann's theory of moral value. The third

. chapter is devoted to a critical and comparative approi-

% cal of Hartmann's theory of human freedem = a tepic which,
in the huoble opinion of the author, deserves a separate
"cﬁapter for a thorough troatoent, In the fourth chapter
an exposition of the moral theory of Prof, G.E.Mpore has
been made brirgirg to the focus particularly such lkoy
concéptﬂ as "Gm:é{ is indefinable, no part can be cause of
whole because it cannst be the ceuse of itself, otcl, The
£ifth chapter is devoted entirely to a eritical asppraisal
of Moor®s/thoory., In the sixth chapter an asttempt has boen
made to institute o comparison and a contrast of the mera
theories of Moor and Haortmann in oxder to depict in bold
reliof the points of agreement and divergence of these two
groat philosophers of Twentieth Century’, In the last chap-
toxr the suther humbly ondeavours to enunciate his own
views regarding the significance of noral lifel,
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; The suthor dees not Subscribe to Ethical Realism
ard his reasons for ~ot Subtcribing to Ethical Bealism will
be found in second, fifth ard seventh chepters, Uhether
thece reasons are corwincingly adequate or not 1S upto tle
readexr to judge’, In the last chapter the suthor tried to
show that the problems of moral value cught to be tackled
for solution from four differort voints of view,viZ,, the
logical; the Epistemological; the Enpirical or Foetusl,
and the Metaphysical standpoints, Uhethor the conclusions
reached by the suthor are logically cogent ond acceptable
18 5 cuestion which the roader i8 the bast judge to
answer,



