
CHAPTER - FI\rfi 

i'.. We h~w given a fairly correct GU'tline sf F.~ore' s 
viet'1 en Etbics, and na.n ~~ pr.pose ts examine hiS views cri­
tically in orde!f" 't• find IIU't, in the light of our &XZ'lina­
tion, b~ far tbey a~ tenable~ 

For r!oere the central prsblem of Sthies iS the deter­
rninatitn of' the gead and the fundQmental ethical questien ts: 
What geod (in general) in itself iS? And his ans-:.er t• this 
questian iS that g•«l :ts an !ndefinable,unanalysable, simple, 
intrtnste and nen-natural quality\. But in astting that wry 
questien 'What g•• in itself iS' ? Moere siDirJt Catltlits, I 
think, the fQllaey •f many questten~i. Fer Mtutm in his very 
oanner •f questiening .;ssuaes th•t there eann.t be rnany quali­
tatively distinct g•eds .. In shert. he assumes the non-exis­
tence •f a plurality gf qualitatively distinct geods •r geoet­
nassr. i Meo:r:e himself says that the anSt~ers <JJiven t-o the ques­
t.ten, •t'Jhr.tt iS c~an and peculiGr to all ethical judqm&nts?t 
are net satisfaet•ry. But frem 'the existence of unsatisfacteey 
answers it dees nfit neeessar11 y f•llfiW that there is no Villue­
predic.ate c~en ami peculiar t• all ethical judgments-. H!nm 
r.~•re•s •ff-h•ml rejectien ef 'the p•ssibili'ty of the existene& 
of meral goed as qu.alitQttvely distinct from aesthetic and 
ether g..as as the value-l'redic.de c~•n and peculiar t• an 
ethical judgment~ iB net justifiable~. Further from the faet 
that .ther tbings. besides eenduet, are go.e it does net 
neeess&artly f•ll.w that •geGd• denotes S'Ome p:teperty or qua­

lity which iS eemmen te them and c•nductt-. Fer it may be p•ssi­
ble that the 'g•«i' v1ld.·cb bel•f9S t• c•mluet i.S qualitQtively 
distinct. fr.m ·tbe 'g•od' which b&l•ngs to other things. I·!ence 
with.ut definitely diSpreving this pesstbility as untenable 
it. iS net justifiable 'ttt h•ld thn 'g•fld' denetes a pr1tperty 
vJbieh iG ecnm•n te cenduct (which cmes t>Jithin the sphere .of 



Etbt.es preper) ond other things (which d• not eeme within -tte 
sphere of E'tbies) • t·.e .,that there are net oany g•eds \"Jhieh 
are qualitst!wly.d!fferent and beleng te different· $phet-es 
net xeducible t• a ctmmon deneminatexl: •. 

As rf!{lards .Mc~re' s de~eription ~f 'gG-.i' ;;as i). simple. 
indefina.ble, unonalysable, intrinsic .-nd n•n-natural quality 
it rnay be reoarked .that the. ol'lrgument from unanal).Sabili'ty iS_ 
a dwn;ehtls argument.. Fer the -smpllcity tJf the qua lit}~ 
'good' . ts inferred frem 'the f'ailun! sf the ettftl!ptS te ana­
lyse this n•tlllm·. But !n the ca~ ef the .failure. Gf prevt.us 
atternptn t·• analyse ·the n•ti•n we are left v1ith the alterna­
tives that (a) that there -i~ a eorxect an~lysto ef the -netien 
which hllS n~t ·yet. been d.isc•ver&ca: Qr (b) that the ngti1t.n iS 

Siaple and unQnalysable\. Ar!8 to hold the secend altemative 
t·Jithout p•Sitively diSpr•ving 'the _first is .!ntellestu~l.ly 
d;Lsquieti~. 

· r.!$e...""e il!ustrtlteS ·hiS V:if:'rl c•f ~ Sif;ple,.unanalyGabl& 
ond indefinable quality by eitint the e;toopl& cf yellew\. 
"Conside-r 37-elloYl' •- s;yo !~ere •. Ufor- oxa.:lf)le·. Wo ~av try to 
rlefino itv by -describinO its physical equivalent;c wo eay 
state what kind of light-vibrati•ns must stimul~te the nor­
ODl e.ye, in cl:der that we-cay perceive it. But o p~ent'o 
reflecti•n iS sufficient to CSh.-I that those light-vibrations 
are n•'t tbem~lves whti't we nean by \-"elleri'. The:~ ore not whet 
we pereeive·. Indee~ ·t"le sheuld never have been eble to dtsecver 
their extstonce .• ·unlens we had first been ntnu:.k by the paM 
pDtent difference .• f qual'ity between the different c•lours·. 
Tho m•st \~ c~n be entitled te nay ef these vibrations is 
that they are whnt eerf.'e$pcrtcl in space to the yellel\3 ~Jhich 
we pore~ive" (1). It t'1.ill appear freo tha abave that Me•ro 
rn~l~ee a distinction bett1een o quality· such us yeilarn that iG 
nereoived ~s aiople and unanelysuble and·ite phyei~al ecyJi-



-139-

vj].ent which ire certain l ight•Vibrat!•ns\~ And he furthe~ ' 
h•lds tbat we pe:rce.tve this staple un.inQlysable quality ••• 
fJftxtt.xctiih~ because are struek by the p.tent diffcre_nce 
of quality emqS't the different. c•leurs¥. Here :ts an •bvtous 
cenfusion which en& hardly expects frem a writer <tf M••re•s 
standing\, If a eolou%' iG percoived thrGUgb its ·tfpatent diffe­
renee• fran .tho~ colwrs it is baroly legitioato to say in 
the s~o bro.:>tb that it iS a S!riple unanalyGable quolityo If 
a C$lWr iS kn8t-.in throUgh itS dif'feronce frem Gth0r c•lwrs 
thora is ·obvl~usly sona ClCdiati~ri in\telv&d~~ "lbe c!'ifference ts 
either part and pa!'C&l cf the ool~· tJhi.ch it . differentiates 
er {!S different from itf• In the first alternative om can 
ha:ftUy .say that -the· eolsur iS kn~n by t:tselt and n$t .thr-..gh 
it's difforenco f'rcm et'her c•l.urs'. In· tllo sec•nd aitornative 
t'JO are ·landed. into nn infinite l:egreSG ·of a diffor~nC& that 
Qiffere by an.tlm'r diff..,rence¥. In fact I: VJbat OtiiY be ealled 
tho Achilles•.· heel -•f f.~ern Realitltl ·is the ce~eption •f 

. sense-datum thilt iS n0t oorely giVQn bUt nlso porceived by t 
itS&lf,, self-.cent~ineclt That the se<alled yell.W .iS at ,b&st 
S ·parti,cul~r Sb~de Gf yGl,lcW r&f&ttirt.i neeossarily to ether 
shQdes ()f yellow end -tl!ff'~renttat~d -frem reus. greens and 
.tber ~tl$.ations· ,.f eelour. Scurnd otc., iS a prioary fac't 
whleh the maj.rit.y of tho M~etri Realists S$f!l';l to ignexe~. 
Kant' G lesson in the first Critique that there i.is nQ percep-

. tlon except thro\Jgh the synthesis ef Appmhensten .and the 
Sytrtbesis Qf Rep.J:esen~atf~ not t$ speak ef the Syothesi$ ef 
APperception GG$0S t• ·tie unce-rernGnirosly brushQGl aside by the 

majer!:ty of tb& realistic v;irite.rs. starrting frGO the assurnp­
tten- of uinediaterf brute matterS o£ SanS& they C~nstruct 
mQ.listie pbilGS.,bies all Which err in their h{lsie c.rtcep-

' tianst. A sensSticn <JS such iS now~ an object of f)G·rcepti•n\. 
When tbe Ro.alistG speatc ·ef yelltl\1 QS a unique datum perceived 



as such they forget thGt they a~ talking •nly of sensi•n 
and net the pereoptien ef yell-.~·._ The following frem '8a1Sf'l' s 
n~asen and Experience" kmtcks thG. bottem eut •f mest af the 
ftaliStic ceru~txueti•nS_, ~iSCall~d analySiS'• DSimple judg-nt 
•f senG& .. ., says Walsh, "~t least, ·it QxguecJ. must be such that 

. . - . ' 

wa ·can see them_ t• be t:ru• en their: .wn mertts Vlith.ut l'ftfe-
:ence· to any ether ·judgment~~. nus~ if i hear a loucl neise I 
ho.ar Q loud noi~-e;· tha·re iS no ·sen£o- in asking v;hat :othe:r. 
judqt::iGnts .I ~'prepar-ed .to sasort. a at the tl'C:.tt o£ heart~. 
But tbqh thiG ~""gttment iS a vary str~ng o~ •. I ~ n•t sttftt 
$\31:0 that it iS re-ally deciSive\:,. In the j~egoent •! 1:eear -a 
l~d ntd.Se' we can .Uist:lngu-tsh. as in other oore ecraplex 
assertions. t\·:o elocorits : .~ gtve.n el«l()nt. {"-upplictl here by 
·sensation, ~nd on element. •f interpret~ticn. And .thoogh the 
interpret.rtivo element ts. of' minor iop$rt.,neo i.n a case like 
this! it iS n~ne tho less prosent. It iS in virtue m it that 
I Clii!S_Sif'y the C!<per.ience as neiSG and doOCrtbo i:t as leud. 
But such Q pr~EH~JS ttf ela&sifieQti'QO·· in v1t~ich C~n ~Ql ts 
rniJdo t~ g~ner~~ -i:;deQS {be~D9 noise. 1-..cl., etc.,) invttlves a 
reference b0yona the efmt.e~-t Qf tmmoo.tato _e:q,eri,ence, •nd se 
sug-gest tbat the judgm-.nt !S .not,. .after ;,11, solf-e~ntaine& 
:.t"G is nt;t one exporie.neo_,, but a wiutla class ;;f .tbozlJ, which I . . . 

describe· os being· ... netse·.. But if th~s ts so it lookn .as if 
w~ must Gily Sicple judg~nt,s· ef sen~ • as of gther judgments, 
that their conditit~ lie pilrt,ly tattSicla 'the~selves; tha't they 
iir& n.t t• be ;aeecp~;ed b~ause they arc evident in tl~selves, 
bit enly ,;•£ se _t·~r ti:S they fit in with .the~ jucl.taments" (2 )~. 
In a fdtnote in the sane p,;(le ei the ·be~»k: r.1r. Walsh s•ys,: 
"The: cat:-e f•r thiS p•int ~os a~uetl rn•st effeeti-vely by 
Br•dloy in the see end eb9lpter •f his L.mt.c .... In revi vi~ . it 
must n•t be .tb•ught t• vJiSb te deny the 1:eality and ·the 
:tmp.-rtanta ef the given.. But I h•ld' {as I think Br2dley did) 
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that the given iS • preSUpposition of' expOrionce rather tba~ 
semething we can -expre-ss precisely in Simple judgments·. The 
given iS kncwm in feeling. n•t in .ju_dgoents11

• 

P.eggrding Meero• ~ view sf the pr"J)eSitisns of intrin­
sic value. that they .are self-evident er intuitively e~rtain, 
i.o'., truo by th~solves nl$ne se thtl't ns reasen can be qiven 
for them., We nay ebs~rvo_.,, perhaps net witheut juS'tificat.ien, 
the)t r~oreo: n view in thiS :reSpect iS not sat!sfactery. In the 
firnt -place,.. Y.!o~re- h~lds t.hot tm intrinsic· Vt!lue judgment ~r 
end ... jud.goent ~ unlike an e'ctrinsic V81UO jud9nent ~:r ne•ns­
judg['l(!nt;f~ in necessarily :fro true in a11 instances.,_ !f it be 
true in one instance rJf an intrinsically geoo thing ... But this 
is ~ !7totewent t:Jhich it is very diffieu!t te prcwe. It iS ..., 
vnry ditfie~lt. to pr,_w,. r,r instance. that 'TJh•t we value te­
d~y •s :tntrinSiC4a11y geed., say ~n••1l~dge,_ was se valued in tk 
the past and vzi11 be so, valued in the infinito future. And 
unless it ie se, the, stateoent that the intrinsic ~value juq­
nent_., if true in ~ms instance., '.vi.ll MceSS.?rily be true in all 
instances iS n.thing more. than unproved assu~ti,on. Secon~ly, 
in tho eo so of e·tmflict '"f intuitif.JnS there is net vJay ettt t:. 
FGr it i·s rutt pessib1e from tbo very nature $f the case te 
supply a.xtr.a-inttd.ti~nal endenee in fav!Nr rJf any tme of-the 
·conflicting intui'ti~ns'. But that ~•unts t• the assertions 
th.at tt<ze -coopletely epposite intuitie.ns ilre. true and that 
th@re is no '.'1DY t• disprove: ony 011e- &f them. and tbiS will 
land us straight in tr,e um!esirable realm of' ethical anarchy 
w~.re every assertion i!; true beeuuse it is true! and the deci­
ding factor which resctws tha e~.tnflict of intuitional ~sser­
ticms iS not t.he _stre~th of lfiCJiC but the strength ef the 
big stick and the blqclc:}ack. Thirdly. if bQth the c•ntradie­
tory intuitions ~~ all•Qd as equally true._ there \1111 be ne 
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there will ·be n.e po~sibility of determin&tiou .af ri9ht action 
or duty. for the assessment of ·the 'tetQl values of the t.tGl 
conseque-nces ltf actions will be impessible due to, the lack fli 

agreement .among the as,se:saers themselves reg~rding t.-:h.at iG 
good .and: vJbat is bad. 

With reg-.rd te the Si!Aplieity ef the netien 'go.t• it 
may be •bserved that Maue• s tMnd ef reas.ming pr.evas just 
the eppes.ite of wbt.Jt ·be· intends t• preve. If "g•tld c•nduet' 
be a ccnplex nfJ'ti.n because •f the fact same cenduct iS n..t 
g•ad• and 'thut seme .tber "thi~s. besides c•nduet, are g•td• 
the sQme line of reasming ean be· applied mtaus mutan!JS .... 
t• the noti•n of intrlnslc geed~'. There are definitely g•ods 
which are not intrinsic and t~ls• there are, besides intri,.._ 
$1C goed, intrinSic pr•perties \"Jhicb a~ n•t intrinsically 
g••d'. Renee -the n.ti•n •f • intrinSiC <J•ed' should, in the 
fitness •f 'things, 'be called a ct~mplex n•ti.m. 

As to the • intrtnsicali'ty' •f value we may n•te that 
by intrinSicality P&J•re means in f"et til& independence ef 
values frem everything else swve •nd except the intrin-sic 
nature ,•f a thing whicb it iS predic~'. But this definitiet'l 
dees not be~%' strict exam1ncti•n •. Censider, e.g., the ease 
•f t•.tbacbe. Te«.bacbe iS p$inf'ul; an~ pain• acc•rding te 
Mo•re• ts intrinsically bacf. And aceerdir.g te f~ore,: tbeugh 
t•.tbGCbe and the e•nsciwsness tJf t•.thach& are different 
fr• each ether,. yet t•.thQebe cannwt exist witb•.Jt the c•n­
ci.,sness ef 't•.thachei. Thus we find 'thilt at least in one 
case the existence ef a va1ue-predicate d.as n•t depend ex"!'" 
eluSively •n the in:tnnsic nature ef the t:bing ef t'Zhic.h it 
is the predi•ate (3 )~~ 

As regards r~~el."'e' s view ,•f right actien and duty v1e 

mety •serve that .MeQre failed t• rec:tgnise the V«lue -•f means 
as diStinct fra ••1• end-values\ M"re did n~ :reefl'Qnise 
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the fact 'that a taeQnS can be valued as intrinsically g·eftd i.ln:l 
therefere as right -even wben the means fails t• aebieve tb& 
end~~ The lcametive drive~ of a fast o•ving passenger trf.lin 
'*lh•• firiding see of the fish-plates of the railway track 
remeved, applied the b•ake in erder t• stsp the train -but 
fo;led mi~rQbly is· o.aan wf)e. !o r~.~~s opinien-. did net a 
aet rightly_ (~m$umirg ~hat bis QC'tien,, in too esse --of succem • 
weuld p~~uee t~al e•a$equ~ncea u•t 10ns but perhaps m•re in 
v•lue than .;ny ether acti•n he ceuld perf'.t')%0 under the eirctm­
stances)~. BQt _,..to ttre afZ"~id the verdiet -of CQm•n- SQnse which 
finds it il~h-ehampiea in ~or® rJill go .ag~inst PJoore• s ~~pini­

c.tn to t.btc enoa~. An qet!en,, the~foret ecm be -aQrally getd 
.:1nd tMrof-~re !i.ght even .if" .it fails to acbtew ·tho end\ Jtmt 
'' ' . 
Hence _\itO- o~y CQOCluoo tbltt r.notD:&-0' o 'vie\111 _of right il!C'tien is 
nett cor~c;t and ttu~t ~:t$ ince.r~C'tness iS lrlue- t• · hin failure 
to nJC.egrdOO the. distinc"'titn .be~men the VQlUO of ami~ g 
~nd tbe ·value wo aim at., .i'.Jl. ,, the d!stincti•n betw&en m•ral 
Vt;)lue ~d _non-meral va1ue9 Qnd _als_e due t• bis fcilure t• 
recognise the feet that m•r~l- good iS a-s muoh intrtnsically 
vnlu.uble as non<1sl'ral qeqz:l. 

NtWJ. WO will ~iSC.uSS the QS$t difficult part ef r.«.ore' S 

e'tbicQl pbi.lo&ephy,__ viz~. Me•re' e view tm ·the relatien •f 
value ·t.. (!~istence'· •. r.btflPhy.steian$. says 1.1c"re; uh•Wt •lways 
~n- mueh -occupied" net enly t*Jitb tt1at other 'class -•f- naturill 
•hjects t"1bich csns.!sts in ~ent•l facts,. but als. wi'th the 
~lass 11£' abjocts er p~rttos f!f •bject.s., which certainly • 
nlft exist in tim~. _am rufit ~b.lref-ore· p.~rts_ "f Nature,, and 
t"lbiCb.s in fac;t_., d• n•t !!l!t -i1t all~. T~ thi~ Cl!.!S• 4\_S I haft 
!;id.., bt.Jlermrs t'11h<if~ wo .rn~~-b'f. ... tt- .i\c\j!~tlw 'ge~!d". It is 
n1.tt Q!!ldness.- but only tho things •r qualities whiCh are !J•.t 
god~- which can exist -in ti.mtl can b~w duration,. and begin _ 
and ceaGe to e"ist ·~ can be objects ~f J:!!rcftQ'tt,.nlu~.~e..Rtltrf~ 
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But tha cest praminail't oao'l.ler f.)f thie e.lass .are· perllaps tv..ml!S!> 

oor~. I-t !O quite eorta~n that t\"Jo nn~u~al ebjoets ooy e!d.o-~; 
rut it is equally certain that two ·itself flaea not exist an:J 
:OOWJr ea'f{. 1t'1C~ and tt1a arc· f'!)Ur·. But thnt doos not ~a~ ttu~t 

oithe~ 'two or four exister. Yet it eo:tt.:ainl y rneans ~th~m\r 
Tt~o i;s Dcn4ha:J, Zlltheug¥1 it -clios not OJtist·. And i~ is ndt 

on! y sioplo to :nne ·Of pr.onitiGnS:- thG ·- objoc-ts nt)ou-(; \'lfhit:h 
;;v-e knew 1;:t-trth ·that . belong to thiO cl£.lSO. TI-1e t~-uthc which 
10\/0 ttnaw about 'tbGm fem. porhapo .,. a ntill cg."te. 1Jlpart~nt 
Gubdivitl~hu1. r~. trutt1 doos., in fct't oxts't; bu~ 'thiO i·s pecu­
liarly obvious r-Jith :t-u-gt.utd .to tnrt.bs litto 11 lt'1Q ax-A 'fl:iO aro 
fru~' •- in t'1hict1-tho Qbjaetst· tJbwt wh:leh ~boy a~ truths. de 
not oxi9t o~thaif .. It iS t'Jitb :ri2eegni:ticn of nuch truths ~s 
tho-so <gi' t,ruthc wbicb ha\Q· bfron collec ·tunivo-roalu {incl of 
their eoeentiQ! uolil~n(:)SS to ;.1hat we CDi't twch• see a~ feel. 
that metapl:rysicS·prQper·-bc..ginStt(4)",. ·x~ ;Is ebvious f~ro the 
ab•ve quctatien 'that, aee.ording 'to n.m. tt~ quality gaodr.ess 
io not a pDrt afl Notu~ bec~.Jm it ·d9GS n&-t. VJhila 'th9 things 
Qnd q-<J~lities nh!eh ~zce geQd dtt·9 oxict in '~il::leJ. HeHCG it iS 
not· .fJ rmturwl objoet.- ~ncl Cllnsequontly earmtrt be •n tibjeet Gf 
pGreepti\ID .. l.itta trutba end awb&rn gquadnoss alS$ in 1!-~b'E 
althtl!Ugb it d.eo .nQ't e:~int; · and· lib thew~ it ·caf!l bo called 
'un1vers~I'(l, i.4?l •. 9 it iO no·t: Seulttthing toop0x-•lly oxistGJn'G~ 
·f,.d. • it •cwnrA:·~ begin -on:J caaso tfJ e:~d.st i~ tine ol~haugh it. 
eoa b~ a pzodicat-:).- i .o .. t cam qualif·y. things whic:b con 8i'OU 
do hc:-.gin dnd cease to ·Gxist ifi tioG~ .. Thus t"-Jhen r&t~o says 
thot duty oam1S an nc:titm ~;hicb causae mox-G geed t£) oxist 
th~a- wy possible- .~1-tal'natiw ll;'Jbat ha- means iS ·tbtiltt duty iS 
thG ~tijpn v1biCl1 eautm£t rnsre g•;d thtnga "tt~ oxiSt ~ban ~ny 
pegsiblG <llton\lati~;.; 

Net? i~ mw'y pa~hnps bo- ooso~d safely thut t1to:mts 

V'1~1J Gn tt.10 rol(It1~n ®f exinteneo to· val~ or gacd io ~lso 
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net Stitisfactery., for it raises m•re preblems thiiln it selves~. 
In the first place • if intrinsic v;;lue eX' g•adness jJi S_.h• 
t-imelessly cand c. an be pre~ic•te •f • tecperal things. i.e·'. • 
can attach itself •s a qu;wlity t• a thing which has a temp•r•l 
lecati•n• then certainly 'them iG a :rel.atien ef v•lue te the· 
ternper•lly lecated thing e. viz. • the relatien af tattachment 
of a nen!oetemperal w quality ,of g•!ldness- which. iS SGmehiiW te . 
Q temp•ral thing., f .• '3 • ., a thin.) which exists in ·time. NttW 
what is the existential st•tus of ·this rel•tien? Dees ·this 
r~l~tion •f gsodn&.Sp ~· the temp•rally 9•«1 things exist in 
time, er iS tt a tinteless .s.ething like 9-•edness? If this 
relati•n exists in the oen$e in \"lhich the ttd.nt}S th.t are 
g•.O exi-st. then it mu~ be ade!ittettl (1) that thiS relatien 
exists f•r a shert. durati·cn. i-.e.-. it beg_in~ and .ceases te 
exist. and (2) tbat thera are many .such relations {bee ;use 
if there •re n*t many such relati•ns., then bef•re the begin­
ning ;nd after thet ce•s.ti.n· •f its existence theJ:<! was n.t 
imd there will n•t be &~ny getld things because ef the absence 
•f rel.atien bet'ilee.n the n•~temp•ral gewlness m1d the tt!lllpa­
r•l tbingGl. t~N thesa re.l•tions, viz •• the .rel~tians •f 
gotdnoss-cto things which are o••r· are raesbers •f .. a o.articu­
lar class ind are different fram relations ""hich belan9 t• 
•th&r clQ~"'8o. tktnce therf: ~st be•, tn the· fitness . .r- tbings.­
s~tbiag ·CttmQen and peculiar t• the_ rel•tiens •f thi.s cl•s~. 
But tbte .samething •- being a universal •.. belengs t• the saae 
cl . .wss to which .;•.Oness •. 'truths._ numbers.. etc· • ., bel•Dl-; •nd 
<it .cnee tbe "'. questi&n Q;"iSe~ _; v1h~ iS the .oxistonti•l a 
status •f thi-6 universal.,;.~-·t.qinq 't• itS partic;ular inSt;m­
COfP•- viz .•..• the p<iirt.lcul•r tegperal relatiens ·•f •••ness t• 
thtngs which are g•ed'? And if the tmswer tD this questi•n iS 
that thiS r:el~iea exiGts in the same :in wbicb the things 
wbicb "re need e1dGt9 the c!rc:le vJill c•ntinue till the repla 



renl.cnaent of thi-s particul~r type of ans~ .. r by s•e •tner:. 
On the other band, if the· mlGtion of. g•edmsa t• the 

tbir4JS t"~bieb are oeod J.!... in ~be same sense in which· g•e4ness 
u. then. the relatioo being timelttss •. the gaaa things \1b1Cll 

eXist. i.e .. ~ which begin wnd cease t• exist in. time. t1ill be­
ccne timeless,. i~:.e'. • they als• A.~ .SJ!Qt!hw ~nd de nflt tempca­
r.;ll-y enst. Thus the ad•pti•n of the seeor.¥i alt-ernative 
iQeunts t• the ~ssertion that. the. thi"-JS which are Q$.U exist 
btltb !a 'time _and .iwtstde time wb!ch .is an 6~mJs .centradtc4t 
ti•n in tetm$~ .. 

Seeandly~ when f!ottre sa,e duty means. ~n ~t;.~n which 
e.uses ~·re g•tKI t• ex!Gt _'th;n. any _pesstblf! ~lternative ·be· 
~ans and sb•uld me~n by the phrase •mere geftd t~ exist• that 

' .. ' . . 
. •men g~.ttd thinns .extst•:¢. Thus ~hat increases er decre.ses iG 
n•t geedness ·but t:ht numb$r •f need. thiEl9a!i .. f•r tile ncljectiw 

• . • • • • l ' ' . .- .... . • 

1ga«l' ,.r {Jeadness. 'tiljelQ.SS!Y . .!J!.:;and ~.eneequently Cmll)•t 
admit ttf mere ttr_lessv.. ine~ase. sr d.ecl'ftane· .. N$1 wh,en t.!«Jsre 
Sf!&;:;ks ~f ths eM!stenc& •f ~tr!nsic4111y valu~ble •ronnie 
wheles •nd the extstnnce •f !nt~nsiee~lly valvable parts 
t'Jhich · e~•se thestt eY.g,eni:c l".tbeles, and alstt wl~n he spe•ks 

. ' . . . . . 

ef c~a!i. sen sf 'the re.lative. v~lues ef these wh,lea se as 
te dete!l'ltine which ef tb.em is ef ~er& intrinsic value thwn 
th& •tber~ .he defJ1nltely us~s the te~ •exist~nee• r.~re in 
the sense tn ~lb~cb the. th1.ng~ tili~ are . oe~ ox'-~· But 1f t­
thts be t~e ease., Ma_Gre• s aeel!!&~'t .. ef the. Mlati•n· between an 
exgcanic t"Jhele ar}d. tho pt)rt-s rJhich. cepo~ it .Qppe.or~ te be ·~ 

bit e.enfusi~~ •. Aceereing te f,'-e~~· 1;-h~b both the- c~use or 
cenns ~ the part' ~!'e necessary eend1ti~ns f•r 0 t1ht'le, the 
pe't't iS n~t n~cessa~ in. the· .s~ .sense in t"Jh!cb th~ e~se iS 
necessary~ F'•r the !'arts .ar~. whil~ .the eoose iS ndttt c•nst!-. . . . 

tutive sf the wbele\~ If veu tak& (!i'I;J;'J tb~ parts:. tho t1b•le 
c;ea~es te ox!s't; -but if yeu t• . fi?lliny t~e c~ &fter the 
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pr..,uc1a•n -•f the wb•le,. the existence •f whele ts n.t affec­
ted in any w•Y· But t'1e $h•uld note th¢ lJoore takes here the 
t-JOrd •cause• in· a n•r%1W sense1~ By 'eau•' be l'Mtans •effici­
&nt e.-usa• •Illy. The p•rts are the nil~~.al..£.wst'-•f the 
whale·. Henee if yc take Ql.~ay the parts, the wh•l• cee~ses to 
e~sts. Besiues hiS identtftcati•n -.f •cause'' with •eff'ieient 
c.use• lA••re denies the ~sstbili'ty •f the· p.irt- being at once 
t.bc!· materi•l awJ efficient ·cause •f' the wh•le-· as t3elf-cttntr.-

. · dietery' • .''T" s~y" .. U!~~re says-•. "tbat a thing iG an-~ organic 
\r:;helc' i~ ~Gner~lly unde~e't~ i!G icply t.bat- its ·parte are 
related .to l!loO an!Wtlwr ~,tl ts itself- as lJI»ant; t.e .Gr~d i •• ~-••• t:. 

Bu't a st.ill mero cagent 9asen fur ita diseentinu~- is that. 
t;)O far fr~ being n~cessarily e.noocl.;ecl,: the $ec•nd is a pro­
perty wbicb can at.tach :'te nothing~: being Q self-ccntr~ict•xy 
eencopti-0ll11 {5 )rt. Tbis ceneop'tien . iG sel£-c;ontr~ietory, fex-, 
&cc~rtlinq,· to lJ!to~i:!i):(e,, u:;;nu wn~lo r;.rust inel~e all ita p~rts and 
I"Jf.} p.-rt .c~n ~- a cause ,ef :the t.11hele ,, ~c.autie ·it ·f. e~nJWt be 
ccuse -ef it£elf" (5l' •. But 1!iC~re•a .xeasen foz C8nSidex-if'lQ this 
concaptien .,s Gelf-contr.Wietor.y is ne~ eanvineing as the 
reilStn itoolf' iS buses ~n .a cr.mfusion. Indeed o part c.nn•t. 
~ c•uSG .fff its~lf', but· ·in what senoe'? C.uoi~&r. e.(i'•• an 
sl.'fjanie whGle X .'i>~bich is. eapesecl •! -tv:• :parts A iilnd B. The 
wbela X roust include .all its par~s~ :vii ••. AD«d . -A ·and B1 

~ ns part,, i.a· •• either 1. er B.f c•n be i1 C¥us~ ef 'the 
whelo. :x. boeC~use .tt. :iJ,.~-••.. eithe-r A Gr B.,. -eanno't bo Cimse ef 
itoolf .• Thus i"l. f,alt~c fre B1o0l:.'e' .s arg~nt given tiibeve 
thut tht'!> part .A cannot. be -the cause -ef the tJhole X baewse it 

. c~n.-t .be a cause .•f itself .•. i-.e";. •. ~e~uSQ J\ i:~ ie:Jentical ~ 
with X; ~md tbe p•rt B -als• cann•t be ev;use of. X bacause it 
c~net be e ®Be of itself, ·i .er~_, bec~use B is identical witb 
X~. New if t..<J& f•ll.w Me•m' s line •f r.a&Gning. we -shall be 
in a cuneus predie~ent~1• If A iS identical vJi'th .x. and B 



als• ts identical with x. then the natural cenclusien is : A 
is identical with s. er in ether welds,: A iS B. But 'this 
ameunts te the assarti•n that a wh•le iS n.-t c-.pesed ef parts, 
an assertien t• whicb r~ere definitely will n•t subscX'i.btt. Mr 
Hence M••re' s c•ntenti•n that the Vie?t that the part can be a 
at ence the part as vrell as the cause •f a wh•le of which it 
is the part iS a self-centrQdictery cenceptien iS n•t tenable}. 
As a matter ef f'.et t.he assert!_, thwt the cause must be ·ante­
cedent te the effect dees n.-t mean that there must be ««iiiddt 
definite time gap (whatever the span ef the -time 9QJ> may be) 
between the cwse .and the effect.i~. It means simply thd the 
effect under n• circumstQnces ean~-exist befere the causei~ It 

- . 
thtes n-wt prehibit 'the sileultane.us existence •£ cause and 
~ffect. And if tbis be gr.ntetl., then it is not self-c.ntra­
d!ctery t• held that the part c., be Q't enee the part as well 
aa the cause ef 'the wbele~. 

Besides it may be •bserved that l\'Ttt•xe(s endeaveur t• 
secure the auten.ny .t' Ethics. t• ensure the independence .-r 
Ethics frem Jt.~twpbysics fails _miserably in his .wn writing~ .. 
His netien ef' g•eclnees wbleb fs.GM!hfw timelessly is based 
•nJ .a very centreversial metaphysical 1:be•ry, i .. e., the theery 
ef Abstract Universalf. Geedness. like thtt universal, is seme­
b•w-but dees net exist5. Its being, like the being ef univer­
sals, iS n.t affected by t~ erlginati•n and annihilatien •f 
the p;;rtieular- things which are geed; .and like the Plat•nic 
universal it is not,; \"lhile the particular g•ecl things are, an 
•bjeet •f pereeptien:. Hence Ethics ties itself te the apr•n­
string ef the grand-d2!Mt I&ttapbysies in spite •f oil;. t'lo-erJ~ 

As regards Meere-' s view ef 'the difference bet\'leen the 
pessible and the impessible e~s expressed in ene- •f tbe •-• 
cemmenest and ••st legi'ttmate us.ages ef tho pbrQse •eeuld' 
.and 'ceuld net' it me1y be ebserved that the difference betv1ettn 
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the p•ssibili'ty and tbe imp•sstbility of twe acti•ns re.spec­
tive 1 y neither·· •f which did happen is net se sharp and rigid 
as f,l••re thiniJti. r.~ore een'tentla that he "eould ba~ walked a 
mile in twenty minutes t'b!S maming~" though be did n.ti. But 
r.11Jare ign•res tbe circumstance ·that he eeuld ht~ve dflne s• 
only i~ certain e•nditi9ftS were fulfilled· • .Amtmgst SUch can­
ditians one may mentien the f•ll.wtng~. He ceuld bave dene it 
ir he had net met with an accident and Sprained his ankle en 
hi~ way &r tbat . I# . h~ no· .. suddtJn. attaek ef . illmss en hiS way• 
ate~ •. Ib olse certainly. tte~t.tld. not hav'it run wJO Diles in five 
oinutos" .tb.t tl&!'ning. _ tbaugh be . cl id net; pr•vidad t.hi)t there 
wa$ nQ -emergency f•r hi$ . runairg ~d .that d the saying : 
"eraQxgency brlngr? 9ut unsuapG.etod qualities in man~. is aba.-­
lu~l v bi}Gel~ss p~'V!ded tb4lt tber$ vu1s. no eause .of runrd·ng 
fast a~ that tt1a .1~ •f .naturo were chmtged; and ·f!O orl~ 

Purtber the statement tlmt b&'b."ltlen ~J". act.i$ne neither ef 
-rJhlch d!d actually -happen one t".Jss t'1ithin mv p~-1f!trt~, whereas 
the .tber was ne~~· irrvolvos •. at ·te~st, -tm• anSurnptions. viz'~ • 
(1) tb.t)'t we kn.w f•r eednitn the e~ent. of eur p~rs pre-.. 
cissty• ard {2) that we kntm fer ce:rta!n the number cf ~.tt.ns 

wbleh are within eu!: .p$11ers preCisely. But t:te dct kne1 pre­
cisely ·the e1ttent f)f eur plfmrrs . .as .t~ll Q'S the nUI!lber .r 
actions Vihlc.h fall within eQr ~capacity? l&perienee .• v~e are 
d'ra!d,. £1\).wnds ,in in.et.~nc.erl·w.hlcb will ~efinitely falsify 
the ~Je aferesaid asaumptien~ •. 

In eritieiem of Mef!re~ s Pn vi~J of Free. Will we may 
p•lnt out. tbn M•are'·s !!'t;rt•ment in (2} of 'the last tr..testt•n 
"if t• h~ ehesen s• to cbe.•~a (7) ebvtwsly leads to 1m infi­
nite regress';~: If we chce.$& ,_. cbeieo we can olS.· e:h•estt to 
·cJ'ln5e " eh•ice and. SIJ :en ad. infini'"tuuf. But ·apart f'rcn thiS 
obv:t•u• ab,surdi'ty in the. ceneept.!;:on •f · il ei'loiee that itself 
1e ch•sett :th•%'1$ tilH. ether cliscrepeneie.s 'that ca..,not be ever-
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looked~~ l•borc oayo that .his vie\'; •f Free Will in tho abeve 
sense is quite cemp.atibl& with the rule •f causality~ But if 
no tn$0 could know fer certain that "we sbould not ea cb .. se0 (9) 
a$ f.!oore -a a)'S in (3) in the ~bove quetati on,: SUCb igner~nce 
is 4alse C4USQ11y detexmtned· and in such circumstances th<txe 
!·S ne p•ssible e.ecape from such ignerance and its consequences~~ 
How, then. ean M$ore say in the ~ame· bre·atb tb~ every ph$nG­
mer»n tc causally detormlr..ed .including eur acti.-ns wtthaut 
ouf"ficient tmeJ;tledge of whst t"Je ~~uld choose· and $t tho s~ 

·time that QUr vJ!11 is fn:e in tho sa~ that t18 C:!YJld haw 
~ . . . . . . 

acted •thon:-Jise~1 1( we bQd so -che~en? If .r.1ecro l#B had repudi-
ated tho .Qniwrsol ~f.gn. of caur:i~l!'ty as ·none not!em phySicists 
do ~- might b()t~· O(.;~"'d f.~edoo .Qf wi11 in his sense ef the 
toni~ But te co~do .tb®- un1~rsal. eperat1on ~f the law ef 
eoos~li'ty and at the s~ _ t~ to assort _that ,one migbt have 
d•n& ,•t-betwise th~ one did.~ if .\IM hod so chosen~. appearS 
.liile -~ating ene' s ealte . and . bav1nq it at :thG ~ante time~. 

. De5pite the inconclusi~nnGG ~nd !n s.tJrlt;) c.GseS tbe 
f~lty nature •f r.:~Ol."&· ~ reosen1ngs trod arguo&nts n~ person 
t1ith ~- re~lly phi1t?tSopbica1 bent of t'3ind e.m giin~av 'the fact 
tbat r1ocze iS ~no· of :too. Brttisb llastes- Minds ef. t~ pre$&nt 
e~ntu1:y~ r-b is ~ally 'the· •Pb1le~~r' s philasor>hex-": and it 
is no ex;ggeration te say 'that 1"-!edom· British ptlil•sepbic·al 
etbies have begun with -the t'Ublieution ·•f -.l:I••m' s _Principia 
EtbtcJ~ fb $btwJeo u$ mere tban ;myb&rly else ttu;t pbilos.-pby 
is n• pienic •· and be taugtrt u~ tho value of <mal ye!J:J and 
entici~ by demonstM!ng 'tbeo. !o -h!s GWn t71n~in9d••orten 
thie biJS ·nad• f); &ays d.n~.Br•ad h'J!Doureusly but justificably,:· 

. , 
"the de·vQstattng eff~ct ef the cbtld in the fable; !J,:mQ 

WDntfied -the ·cwrtiors by piping eut thet the ~erEtr was 
in. f'aet natted"(9l .. In ·the ftelGt ·of 1t1cral Philesepby ho 
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breught in the limelight the hithert• neglecte~ prebl.em u 
VQlue and shewed it t• be tbe eentrvl pr•blem ef ethics. He 

als• shewed us h«'~ t• use anQlysis in the field •f ethics 
in erde·r te aveid misunderstanding;·· His c•nf]ributien lies 
~ n.t in answering but in vSkirg questi•n \'dth preeiSilin 
~nd elarity·. And all medern pbiles~bers. inespective .X 
their widely dive~ent eJ)iniens. Will agree., I h4Jpe.; with 
Pr•fess•r Wisd.m in b•lding that 0 the ruthless elaritywith 
whien r~ere sh.ws us the p.;tbless 3ungle befere us helps 
us te realize what liUSt be d•ne t• get tbr-..gb. Tbere iS n• 
pat!l~ We must ·cut a way from t.r84t t• treeu: .• (10) 

*** 
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