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THE LIBRARY OF PHILOSOPHY.

Tue LIBRARY OF PHILOSOPHY is in the first instance a
contribution to the History of Thought. While much has been
done in England in tracing the course of evolution in nature,
history, religion and morality, comparatively little has been
done in tracing the development of Thought upon these and
kindred subjects, and yet ** the evolution of opinion is part of
the whole evolution.”

This Library will deal mainly with Modern Philosophy,
partly because Ancient Philosophy has already had a fair share
of attention in this country through the labours of Grote, Fer-
rier, Benn and others, and through translations from Zeller ;
partly because the Library does not profess to give a complete
history of thought.

By the co-operation of different writers in carrying out this
plan, it is hoped that a completeness and thoroughness of treat-
ment otherwise unattainable will be secured. It is believed,
also, that from writers mainly English and American fuller con-
sideration of English Philosophy than it has hitherto received
from the great German Histories of Philosophy may be looked
for. In the departments of Ethics, Economics and Politics,
for instance, the contributions of English writers to the common
stock of theoretic discussion have been especially valuable, and
these subjects will accordingly have special prominence in this
undertaking.

Another feature in the plan of the Library is its arrangement
according to subjects rather than authorsand dates, enabling the
writers to follow out and exhibit in a way hitherto unattempted
the results of the logical development of particular lines of
thought.

The historical portion of the Library is divided into two
sections, of which the first contains works upon the develop-
ment of particular schools of Philosophy, while the second
exhibits the history of theory in particular departments.

To these have been added, by way of Introduction to the
whole Library, (1) an English translation of Erdmann’s His-
tory of Philosophy, long since recognised in Germany as the best ;

(2) translations of standard foreign works upon Philosophy.

J. H. MUIRHEAD,
General Editor.
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ERDMANN'S HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY.

NOTICES OF THE PRESS.

““ A spLENDID monument of patient labour, critical acumen and admirable
methodical treatment. . . . It is not too much to predict that, for the library
of the savant, for the academical student, whose business it is to be primed in
the wisdom of the ages, and for the literary dilettante, who is nothing if not
well up in ‘ things that everybody ought to know,’ these volumes will at once
become a necessity for purposes, at least, of reference, if not of actual study. . . .
We possess nothing that can bear any comparison with it in point of complete-
ness.” —Pall Mall Gazetle.

“ It is not necessary to speak of the great merits of Erdmann's Hisfory of
Philosophy. Itsremarkable clearness and comprehensiveness are well known. . . .
The translation is a good, faithful rendering, and in some parts even reaches a
high literary level.”"—Professor Joux WaTtsonN, in The Week, of Canada.

It is matter of real congratulation, in the dearth still of original English or
American work over the whole field of historical philosophy, that by the side of
the one important German compend of this generation, the other, so well fitted
to serve as its complement, is now made accessible to the English-speaking
student.” —Mind.

‘It has been long known, highly esteemed, and in its successive editions
has sought to make itself more worthy of the success it has justly achieved.
Erdmann’s work is excellent. His history of medimval philosophy especially
deserves attention and praise for its comparative fulness and its admirable
scholarship. . . . It must prove a valuable and much needed addition to our
philosophical works.”—Scotsman.

“ The combination of qualities necessary to produce a work of the s-g]o]pe
and grade of Erdmann’s is rare. Industry, accuracy, and a fair degree of philo-
sophic understanding may give us a work like Ueberweg's; but Erdmann’s
history, while in no way superseding Ueberweg’s as a handbook for general
use, yet occupies a different position. Erdmann wrote his book, not as a refer-
ence book, to give in brief compass a digest of the writings of various authors, but
as a genuine history of philosophy, tracing in a genetic way the development
of thought in its treatment of philosophic problems. Its purpose is to develop
philosophic intelligence rather than to furnish information. hen we add that,
to the successful execution of this intention, Erdmann unites a minute and
exhaustive knowledge of philosophic sources at first hand, equalled over the
entire field of philosophy probably by no other one man, we are in a condition
to form some idea of the value of the book. To the student who wishes, not
simply a general idea of the course of pl’'losophy, nor a summary of what this
and that man has said, but a somewhat detailed knowledge of the evolution
of thought, and of what this and the other writer have contributed to it, Erd-
mann is indispensable ; there is no substitute.”—Professor Joun DEwEY, in
The Andover Review.

““ It is a work that is at once compact enough for the ordinary student, and
full enough for the reader of literature. . . . At once systematic and interest-
ing.""— Jowrnal of Education.

“ The translation into English of Erdmann’s History of Philosophy is an
important event in itself, and in the fact that it is the first instalment of an under-
taking of great significance for the study of philosophy in this country. Apart,
however, from its relation to the Library to which it is to serve as an introduc-
tion, the translation of Erdmann's History of Philosophy is something for which
the English student ought to be thankful. . . . A History of past endeavours,
achievements and failures cannot but be of great use to the student. Such a
History, able, competent, trustworthy, we have now in our hands, adequately
and worthily rendered into our mother-tongue.""—Spectalor.
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PREFACE

THE “ point of view,” the unexpressed assumptions in the half-
light of which any book, even the most “ scientific,” is written,
and which sometimes find their way into the preface, are often
more informing and more interesting than the book itself. This
should be eminently true in the case of a book on Values, for
here, if anywhere, the writer might, perhaps, be permitted to
wear his heart on his sleeve. It is not my purpose, however,
to add this glimmer of possible human interest to an otherwise
dull book. In so far as the statement of such presuppositions
may have any significance for the main developments of the
book, they are presented with due objectivity and detachment
in the Introduction, and carried—with equal care, it i1s to be
hoped—to some of their more obvious conclusions in the final
chapter. It is unnecessary to anticipate them here. But with
regard to the more general background—the relation of such
a book to the characteristic assumptions of the time—the situa-
tion is different. Here a prefatory word may be a word in
season ; it may not only illuminate some of the dark places, but
may even give the key to an appreciation if not to a complete
understanding of the entire discussion.

Until recently there was little question as to what should
be the suppressed major premise of any serious inquiry, what-
ever its subject-matter might be. To science and the scientific
method belonged the whole “ choir of heaven ™ as well as the
*“ furniture of earth.” To leave this assumption unquestioned
was felt to be the only correct attitude, and where its acceptance
was not whole-souled, half-hearted imitation took its place.
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viii Preface

For some time, it is true, this assumption has not been without
its disquieting effects upon life and art, upon morals and religion.
The sophistication and even pruriency of thought and feeling
to which some of the expressions of the scientific spirit have
given rise, have led to a reaction against intellectualism which
if not widespread is at least profound. But it was not until
the triumphant march of science led to the soul and its inmost
values that this reaction took definite form. The realisation
of the capacity for large ineptitudes no less than for small futili-
ties, which an uncriticised application of scientific method may
display, has led to a questioning of its most fundamental assump-
tions. Vague distrust has developed into outspoken a:fﬂgs'sfic
and even misologistic tendencies, until the counter-assumption,
that values lie beyond the ken of knowledge and science, bids
fair to rival its opponent in honour. In our theory as well as in
our practice we have reached a point of equivocation, not to say
contradiction, at which we must either take refuge in a new
doctrine of “ two-fold truth™ or else, if there 1s any practical
meaning in the principle of the dialectic, await with patience a
middle ground of unification.

In the meantime, this dilemma of the Time-Spirit demands a
new and rigid alignment of principles, and any book which enters
the * fighting-zone "' owes it to itself to be clear on this point.
The present work places itself frankly on the side of knowledge
rather than of edification, in the full belief that the latter pre-
supposes the former. For better or for worse, we are caught in
the grip of an immitigable will to know, a will to know which
claims for its province * the human soul and its limits, the
entire range of its hitherto acquired experiences, the entire history
of the soul and its still unexhausted possibilities.” Short of
this we cannot stop except by the loss of the energy of this will
which means the decadence of values as well. Nor does it shun
the bringing together of the concepts of value and science. If
science when it has followed this track has sometimes shown
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qualities meriting the term “ dismal,” it does not follow that
when it has penetrated more deeply it may not be * gay.” We
may well believe that the period of a crude and external domi-
nance of the human spirit by an inhuman conception of science
is approaching its zenith, if indeed it has not already begun to
decline ; but it would be a mistake to infer that with such decline
will go that deeper and more intimate control of the individual
and social will alike which is made possible through the inter-
pretation of their meanings in terms of reflective thought. Be-
cause certain limited conceptions, as well as unlimited claims,
of science are being modified, it does not follow that the power
of science, in the older and better use of that term, will be lessened.
Rather may we confidently look for its increase. For faith and
feeling also make unlimited claims which only the discipline of
the scientific spirit enables us properly to appraise. There will
always be new wventures in faith and science alike, and new
ventures must always be followed by new evaluations. But
such evaluations are not to be secured by reference to a closed
system, either of truths or of values, but only by that orderly
progression from actualities to possibilities and certainties
which is the method of science. In the interest of true evalua-
tions, the present time is committed to the full development of
all that is implied in the concept of science rightly understood.

In comparison with this task—in its larger aspects by no
means that of the merely technical philosopher, the aim of the
following pages is much more modest. Limited as they are to
certain “first works "’ which must in the nature of the case be
largely technical, the writer must be content merely to hope that
they may affect, at least indirectly, the larger issues.

The first six chapters, beginning with ** definition and analy-
sis,” and culminating in the chapter on the general laws of
valuation, seek to lay the foundations for an understanding
of the different types of value judgments, their implications
and their limits. In the development of this portion, chapters
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1v. and v. are in a sense an interruption, since they are wholly
psychological ; and, while they treat of matters necessary to the
complete understanding of the more general topics that follow,
might have been handled in separate sections as required. On
the whole, it seemed better to bring them together in one
systematic treatment. Chapters vir. to x111. inclusive apply these
results to a genetic and synthetic investigation of the conscious-
ness of value from its lowest to its highest levels. Without
laying claim to comprehensiveness or completeness, it may be
said, I think, that there is no significant form of worth experience
which is not adequately enough treated to show its relation to
the general system of walues. Finally, in chapter x1v. an
attempt is made to show the bearing of these results on what I
have ventured to call the axiological problem of evaluation.
The views which I have felt justified in presenting in the
limited space of a single chapter represent but in outline
certain philosophical conclusions to which the study of the
phenomenology of valuation has led. The work was originally
planned to be merely such a phenomenological study, and as
such it must be judged, but the unity which the entire work
gained by the addition of this chapter seemed to compensate
for any inadequacies which the chapter might appear to have
when viewed by itself. In this connection I wish to express
my regret that Miinsterberg’s Philosophie der Werthe appeared
too late for the utilisation, except in the last chapter, of any
of the valuable suggestions which I have got from its study.
While my general position has remained unmodified, I could not
have remained uninfluenced, in many details at least, by his
brilliant and persuasive presentation of a view which is essentially
opposed to my own.

In acknowledging my indebtedness to recent writers for
many of the ideas contained in these pages, I have first of all
to express my specific obligations to the oral as well as written
teachings of Professor Baldwin. My deeper sense of obligation
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he has most kindly allowed me to express in the form of dedica-
tion. Of my indebtedness to Meinong and Ehrenfels, as well as
to others of that school, my references to their works give visible
proof. These do not, however, adequately suggest the valuable
help that I have received, not only from their researches in this
special field, but from all their writings. To the French psy-
chologists, Ribot and Paulhan, whose studies in * feeling ”
have yet to be properly valued, I am also greatly indebted.
In conclusion, I have to express my gratitude to Professor
J. H. Muirhead, the editor of the Library of Philosophy, for his
very kind interest in the work, as well as for many valuable
suggestions and criticisms. My colleagues Professor G. A.
Kleene and Professor Arthur Adams have also rendered me
great assistance, the former with expert suggestions on points
in economics, the latter in connection with the reading of the
proof.

Chapters 11., 111., and part of 1v. have already appeared as
articles in the Psychological Review. They have in each case
been considerably modified to suit their present purpose. The
general Introduction is an expansion and modification of a
paper printed in the Philosophical Review under the same title.

TriNiTY COLLEGE, HARTFORD, CONN.
December, 1908,
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VALUATION
ITS NATURE AND LAWS

GHAPIER 1

INTRODUCTION

I. THE FunctioNn OF A GENERAL THEORY OF VALUE

THERE has seldom been a time in the history of thought when
the problem of “ value * has so occupied the centre of attention
as at present. Fundamental changes in the actual values of
mankind, giving rise to what has been well called *‘ our anxious
morality,” with its characteristic talk of creating and conserving
values, have brought with them what may, without exaggeration,
be described as a gradual shifting of the philosophical centre of
gravity from the problem of knowledge to the problem of values.
The problem of knowledge has itself become, in some quarters
wholly, in others partially, a problem of value.

The historical causes of this, until recently silent, change of
attitude are, in a general way, clear enough. The change from
intellectualism to voluntarism, the rigorous discipline of the
human soul through the almost universal application of the
concepts of evolution and the struggle for existence, with their
ideas of selective and survival values—these are explanations
which immediately suggest themselves; and yet they are but
general and superficial characterisations of a still more funda-
mental crisis of the social will, a crisis which has its roots deep in
the necessities of things, and which we are as yet scarcely able
to understand.

Whatever the causes, the effects are everywhere in evidence.
This gradual change in actual values has found a mouth-
piece, if somewhat rhetorical and rhapsodical, in Nietzsche’s
cry of * transvaluation of all values.” But this cry has been

B
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echoed by other hearts and minds, and that which began as a
species of poetry has passed into sober prose. Of chief import-
ance is the transition from the accumulation of knowledge to its
evaluation. To say nothing of the growing attempt to evaluate
the results of physical science in the interests of a more compre-
hensive natural philosophy—a movement which may or may not
have some connection with Nietzsche's arraignment of science in
its present form, we may find sufficient evidences of this change
of heart in the social and moral sciences, where the problem of '
value lies closer to the surface. * While formerly,” we are told, 3
“ it was almost wholly the external structure of the social life,
and the economic values which it produces, that received atten-
tion, now it is the meaning of this life for the human soul, its
spiritual origin and spiritual effects, which finds expression.””
In short it is the problem of evaluation.

Corresponding to this change in practical attitude, has ap-
peared the more theoretical consciousness of, as it were, a new
side of reality. We have been scarcely aware, so we are told,
that our entire life, on its conscious side, is one continuous series
of feelings of value and evaluations, of explicit judgments and
implicit assumptions of value ; and that it is only by reason of |
the very fact, that they are valued, that the mechanically deter- |
mined elements of reality in any sense have meaning for us.
Far from being a mere fact among other facts, that which we
mean by our evaluation of objects is something independent of
this world, and so little merely a part of it that it is rather the
whole world seen from a special point of view. Over against a
world of facts is set a world of values.

But if this growing consciousness of the problem of value has
indeed reached a point where we are conscious of a world of
values, where the terms ethical, wmsthetic, and even “ truth "
values, are in every mouth, and where the thought of a special
““ theory of value "’ 1s no longer novel, with it has also come the
realisation that philosophy, and the philosophical disciplines
which are traditionally concerned with values, are, in their"
present form, not quite in a position to take possession of the new"
world. Tt is true that for some time metaphysics has seemed to,
many to be but a theory of value : but the traditional problems;

1 This quotation is taken from the “ Prospekt of Die Gesellschaft (Verlag:
der Literarischen Anstalt, Ruten & Loenig, in Frankfurt A. M.), a collection of!
social-psychological monographs in which the various institutions of society ares
studied from the point of view of their values for the individual. Some of the:
titles are Religion, Speech, Custom, Commerce, The State, Politics, War, Thes
Strike, etc.
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as well as the traditional methods of that discipline are still such
as to make the question of values subordinate to the question
of “being.”” Nor are the special sciences which deal with
| facts of value able, as such, to cope with the changes, in
both form and content of discussion, which this new setting of
the problem has brought about. An harmonious division of
labour between economics, ethics, and @sthetics has produced
results which, for various and sufficient reasons, do not meet
the need. It is rather precisely because of this division of
' labour, unwisely conceived, that the results are unsatisfactory.
' More and more the conviction gains ground that a general theory
of value, which shall comprehend in a systematic and scientific
way all types of human wvalues, is an absolute necessity.

II. THE SOURCES OF SucH A THEORY

It has been said that the most fruitful metaphysical thought
of the present is to be found in the special sciences. While
perhaps not quite true, such a statement has this element of
truth, that it is within the special sciences that the most signifi-
cant questions of philosophy first make their appearance. Simi-
larly, the necessity of solving certain special questions of value
within the sciences of economics, ethics, and @sthetics, has
developed concepts the significance of which extends far beyond
these limits, and which therefore afford the material for more
general and systematic reflections.

Of first importance is the *“ theory of value *” which economics
has developed for its special purposes. Narrow as this theory
is (for it is not so long ago that an economist, F. von Wieser,
although of the opinion that he had fulfilled his intention of
“treating exhaustively the entire sphere of worth phenomena with-
out an exception,” did not once in his investigations go beyond
the region of economic goods), nevertheless, the very limitation of
its activities to a narrow range of problems has led to an intensive
analysis of certain facts and laws of valuation which should have
long since furnished an example to ethics, and which must now
furnish both the stimulus and the discipline for any one who seeks
to comprehend the larger field. But this limitation of interest
has obscured wider relations, knowledge of which would have
been fruitful for the special work of the economist himself, and,
in some cases, has led to fallacies of both observation and infer-
ence, which a more philosophical treatment of facts would have
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corrected. These limitations are, however, being overcome. The
necessity of translating economic into sociological conceptions,
of correlating economic with larger social values, has brought
about a notable change. Indeed, much of the movement in the
direction of a more general theory comes from economics itself.
Gradually the opposition to theory in this sphere is giving way,
and at the same time the feeling increases that economic values
are but a special class of human worths, and that they can be
understood only in their relations, especially in their relation to
ethical values.

Ethics, likewise, has its contributions to make to a general
theory of value. Chief among these are its appreciative analyses
and descriptions of qualitatively different attitudes and disposi-
tions, and its elaboration of a doctrine of the norms of obligation
and virtue in which the appreciative distinctions of the race have
been fixed. To this must be added the development of hypotheses
as to the nature of the ultimate good, which, while they have
not led to any final solution, have nevertheless served to develop
and organise the normative point of view. But it is precisely
because of this pre-occupation with ultimate norms and abstrac-
tions that ethics is in no position to meet the advances of econom-
ics. TFor ethics, as it is commonly understood, still remains
too much in the traditions of the Greeks, and, instead of seeking
a theory of value founded upon an adequate psychology, con-
tents itself with a theory of abstract goods, consisting in an
external and often arbitrary classification and evaluation of
objects of desire without a sufficiently vital sense of the great
problems involved in the processes and laws of desire themselves.

Especially harmful, moreover, has been the Kantian distinc-
tion between the ““ empirical ” and the * intelligible " will, and
the narrowing effect of the concept of abstract imperatives.
Although no longer held in its original form, it still exercises
influence through the unfortunate antithesis of facts and values,
of genesis and validity. For where such distinctions are made
ultimate, where the laws of the empirical will are conceived to
be irrelevant, or even hostile, to the will that values, there a
science of values is impossible.

Where, on the other hand, ethics has broken loose from these
bonds, the new-found freedom has given rise to such a multitude
of irreconcilable principles that it is immediately apparent that

1 Compare in this connection Hadley's article on ‘‘ Economic Science ” and the
present writer’s article on ** Worth™ in the Dictionary of Philosophy and Psychology.
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the certainty of method, which makes possible internal unity
of principles and harmonious external relations with other
sciences, is still lacking. It has even been seriously doubted
whether ethics can maintain its place as a special science—
whether it is not doomed to break up, on the one hand, into a
part of psychology, the task of which shall be to analyse the
individual feelings, judgments, and acts of will, the content of
which has the moral predicate, and, on the other hand, into a
part of sociology, which shall portray the forms and content of
the common life which stand in relations to the ethical obligation
of the individual. TIts double character will, it is thought, ulti-
mately prove its undoing.

Doubtful though such predictions may rightly be held to
be—for the boundaries of sciences are determined by other
motives than those of mere logic, and there are practical reasons
which will plead strongly for the integrity of ethics as a separate
discipline, still there can be no doubt that the inconsequent
character of the science, in its present state, unfits it for leader-
ship in the attempt to conceive valuation in its more general
aspects. Like economics it has, to be sure, recently been looking
beyond its narrowly conceived province, and seeking points of
contact with its neighbours—the breaking up of its solidarity is,
in one sense, but an outward sign of an inward grace ; but this
1s in itself not sufficient to make of ethics the science of values
par excellence.

Nor is such a science to be developed by a merely external
fusion of elements from both of the preceding sciences, with
perhaps the addition of a few judicious reflections upon asthetic
and religious values. To meet the obvious necessities of the
situation there is required, rather, a systematic treatment of
human values in their mutual relations, together with the psy-
chology of feeling and will upon which such a theory must rest.
What is needed is a point of view and method which shall go
beyond the special motives of economics and ethics, and thus find
common ground in a conception and purpose which unite them
both. Thus, while economics has been thought to be a descriptive
and explanatory science, and has contented itself with description
of the empirical laws of valuation for the purposes of control, it
has really been shot through with assumptions of a normative
character, and has been fruitful in disclosing actual standards of
value which ethics has often failed to estimate at their proper

! Simmel, Einleitung sn die Moralwissenschaft, Berlin, 1893, Vol. I, Preface.
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worth. On the other hand, ethics, although claiming to be a
normative science, has found it necessary to investigate the
phenomenology of feeling and will, without, however, as I shall
seek to show later, succeeding in making these investigations
sufficiently fruitful for its more ultimate purposes. The de-
sideratum, therefore, seems to be to find a method which shall
unite in some more fruitful way the descriptive and the norma-
tive points of view, a method which shall know how to interpret
the norms of the so-called “ intelligible ” will in terms of the
laws of the ‘ empirical ”’ will.

Is sucH A ScIENCE POSSIBLE ?

The preceding statement of the problem of a general theory
of value shows it to consist in two main problems, closely con-
nected, the descriptive or psychological and the normative or
axiological. And such a conception of the problem seems
necessitated by the facts with which we are concerned. For
the function of valuation has two aspects. On the one hand,
we feel the values of objects; on the other hand, we evaluate
these objects and ultimately the experiences of value them-
selves. The first aspect is a process, the conditions and laws
of which are to be determined; the second is a function, the
meaning and norms of which are to be developed. To a pre-
liminary characterisation of these two problems we might now
proceed immediately, were it not for the dogma of the anti-
thesis of the * intelligible and empirical ” will which, in its
various forms, has stood in the way of a science of values, and
must therefore receive brief consideration.

This dogma, appearing under various names, NOw as the
antithesis of genesis and validity, again as the antithesis of facts
and values, has become especially familiar, not to say insidious,
in its latter-day formulation, Appreciation versus Description.

It is not difficult to understand the motives of the antithesis
in its present form. The gradual usurpation of the whole
field of description by certain specialised scientific methods
brought with it inevitable disappointment. The psycho-physical
and biological methods, approaching as they did the problem
from without, and finding irrelevant all aspects of experience
except such as could be connected with the conceptions of these
sciences, soon showed their inadequacy as means of describing
experiences of value. The simplest solution of the difficulty
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seemed, therefore, to be in looking upon values as merely ap-
preciable and not communicable in terms of any objective
description. Value is always the meaning of an attitude of a |
' subject, and is therefore not describable in terms of mental
elements. An attitude can be merely appreciated.

It would seem that the antithesis is falsely conceived, and
that it arises primarily from the fact that we have to do here
| with a false way of setting the problem. Instead of going directly
| to facts, the point of view here disclosed starts with a wholly
arbitrary and narrow conception of description. Having assumed
this, and finding a mass of experience which escapes its categories,
the logic of the situation leads to the conclusion that there is
appreciation without description. Let us first consider the
| abstract merits of the antithesis, and then we may turn to a
| critical examination of the concept of scientific, and therefore

psychological, description which underlies it. From this we may
be able to determine the function of psychology in a general
theory of value.
As a preliminary distinction the antithesis does well enough.
For a moment, perhaps, one’s appreciation seems to be one's
own “ incommunicable dream,” but the need of participating
with others in the social concourse presses upon us the necessity
of objectifying our experience, of searching for presentations
with which the experience may be connected. Through them
the attitude becomes objectified to consciousness and communi-
cated to others, and behold appreciation has itself increased.
The very condition of continuous and progressive appreciation
is some sort of description.

It is no less true that there can be no description, even the
most scientific, without an appreciative element. Here again
the ideal of a scientific description without the element of
appreciation is merely an ideal limit, set for certain purposes,
but a limit not realised in actual experience. It would not be
difficult to show that, when in any science we make abstractions,
the direction and extent of these abstractions are determined
by an act of appreciation. All abstraction is in the last analysis
purposive. Whether the product of our abstraction is in any
sense the concrete thing with which we started, or has any useful
relation to it, is finally to be decided by an act of appreciation.

So much for the antithesis in its general form. The twofold
assumption that there may be appreciation without some form
of description, or description without an ultimate moment of
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appreciation, proves untenable in both aspects. It is true that
there may be a blind sort of feeling of significance before the rise
of any cognitive acts objectifying the experience, but that feeling,
with all its brute immediacy, has scarcely reached the level of ex-
plicit appreciation or feeling of value. It isalso true that the total
meaning of an appreciation is never exhausted in any description.
There is always an element which just escapes. But some of the
meaning is conserved ; otherwise it is not description. We may,
it is true, describe—satisfactorily for certain limited purposes—
and at the same time ignore certain aspects of the total appre-
ciation, but never all, otherwise it is no description.

From these general conclusions more specific inferences may
be drawn of immediate and practical importance for the dis-
cussions that follow. In the first place, there are varying types
of description of any phenomenon, types determined by the
purposes of the description, and therefore by the degree of
appreciation retained in the descriptive terms. The antithesis
between appreciation and description is accordingly reducible
to a distinction between two types of description, appreciative
and scientific, and we may probably infer that there is at least
an appreciative description of experiences of value.

In another connection® I have sought to show that there is
such appreciative description—and communication—of individual
experiences of value, and to develop its characteristics and princi-
ples. A brief summary of the conclusions will be sufficient
for the present purpose. Such description has as its object the
communication and objectification of the intrinsic meaning of
individual experience in the interest of facilitation, either con-
servation or increase, of appreciation. This communication
and description are accomplished through connection of individual
experiences with ideal psychical objects, already shared and over-
individual, projected affective - volitional meanings embodied
in ideal persons and states. Through identification or contrast
with these the individual experience is communicated, both in
its quality and degree. Such communication and description
is essentially norm construction. For the ideal object, thus pro-
jected and shared, contains the funded meaning of past experi-
ences, and constitutes not only the presupposition, the medium,
of all communication of present experience, but also the norm
of its control.

1 ¢ Appreciation and Description and the Psychology of Values,” Philosophical
Review, November, 1905.
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When we ask what it is that this appreciative description

| seeks to communicate, and what it is, according to the view criti-
| cised, that cannot be communicated and described, we find it to be
| certain references of the attitude beyond the present experience,
' meanings acquired in individual and social processes. These
| are always references of the present state to something pre-
| supposed. They may be described in general terms as frans-
| gredient and dmmanental. The transgredient reference, as
| expressed, for example, in such appreciative categories as obliga-
| tion and desert, is a present feeling, but includes in it a reference
 beyond the present state. The immanental reference—as, for
instance, the worth suggestions of asthetic states—is a present
state, referring, not beyond the present state, but to something
more deeply implicit, something presupposed in it. These re-
ferences, communicated, as we have seen, by connection, either
through identification or contrast, with projected ideals or norms,
really point to the psychical processes in which these norms
were constructed and in which their meaning was acquired.
Whether these processes can be described, whether the genesis
of these attitudes and meanings can be reconstructed, is the
problem of the psychology of worth experience, and this includes
the question of the relation of appreciative to scientific
description.

III. THE PsycHoLOGICAL PROBLEM AND METHOD

The first task of a general theory of value is psychological
analysis. Strictly speaking there is no problem, scientific or
unscientific, which does not have its psychological side. Not
only the questions, but also the objects in connection with which
these questions arise, belong in the first place to the psychical
life. It is further apparent that the fact of value itself cannot be
described otherwise than by reference to determinations which
are taken from the psychical life and which therefore belong to
psychology. The most convincing proof of this is the fact
that it has never occurred to economics, which is in the main
free from abstract questions of methodology, to attempt to
define the nature of value without reference to psychology.
Reflections of this nature would seem to lead to the inference
that it is in psychology and its analyses that we must, in the first
place, look for those general categories of description which shall
form the basis of a general theory of value, and for the general
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laws of psychical process which shall enable us to correlate the
different types of valuation. Such, indeed, is a plain inference
from the facts, but here again certain a priori theories of the
nature and function of psychology call a temporary halt.

Upon the general question, as it relates to psychology as a
whole, there are a multitude of counsels at the present time.
There are those who see in psychology and its descriptions
chiefly a propadeutic to the interpretation and appreciation of
actual psychical reality, the categories of which are teleological.
It is the fundamental Geisteswissenchaft. It is upon the basis
of such a conception of psychological purpose and method alone
that we may ascribe to psychology the réle of the science of
abstract mental laws which shall make possible the interpretation
of the concrete mental reality with which the sciences of ethics,
asthetics, etc., are concerned. In direct opposition to this view,
both historically and logically, is the view which denies the possi-
bility of description except through connection of the psychical
with physical objects, and which therefore, in view of the artificial
transformation of the psychical which results, also denies its func-
tion as interpreter of the psychical objects of ethics and @sthetics.
Finally, there are those who, while perhaps not sure as to the
precise logical basis for the recognition of two distinct types of
method within the same science, are yet forced by a broad
view of the facts to recognise two distinct purposes in the re-
constructions of psychology, the one having as its end the con-
struction of abstract concepts which shall be instrumental
in the interpretation of actual historical psychical reality as a
process of acquirement of meaning, the other the control of the
psychical through its connection with mechanical process.

Upon any conception of the function of psychology other than
the second, the facts of worth experience are, as such, the
material of psychology. That view is obviously but a special
application of the general antithesis between appreciation and
description, and must in the last analysis share its fate, but a
brief consideration of this special expression of the dogma will
clear the way for our positive conceptions of the function of
psychology in a general theory of value.

Briefly it runs as follows. All description and explanation
have as their motive the communication and ultimately the control
of experience. Such communication and control of the subjective
and individual are possible only through linkage with objects
which have common meaning and which, therefore, are, through

PERRIE SRS TEEA
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labstraction, as far removed as possible from individual apprecia-
‘tions. The only objects which fulfil these conditions are the
physical objects, the abstractions of physical science which have
lost all intrinsic meaning and have become wholly instrumental.
. The ideal of psychology is therefore connection of the psychical
'with physical objects, and only in such connection do we have
‘description and explanation which merits the name of scientific.

The consequences of this are obvious. For if the only
'description which merits the name scientific is connection with
' physical objects, then in the reconstruction of our immediate
| appreciations abstraction must be made from all appreciative
'moments in the psychical, and the immediate experience must
' be broken up into non-appreciative elements, preferably sensa-
 tions, which may be connected with the non-appreciative elements
of the physical construction. What this means for the psychology
of those aspects of the psychical which form the basis of worth
experience is evident. Feeling and will, the basis of this experi-
ence, infend, in both the transgredient and immanental references
of their states, psychical objects as well as physical, and can
communicate these intents, these acquired meanings, only through
connection with such ideal objects. These objects are, however,
always projected will and feeling, and scientific description, if it
1s of the nature assumed, can make no use of these psychical
objects, and therefore no use of the abstract conceptions of feeling
and will in its reconstructions. Such continuity as it may
establish is not psychical, but must be wholly in terms of physio-
logical dispositions. If this view of psychological description is
justified, Miinsterberg has drawn the only conclusion possible,
viz., that there is no psychology of the worth experience possible,
and therefore no relation between appreciative and scientific
description,

Clearly the whole question revolves about the more ultimate
problem of the purpose of psychological description. The
question is not whether physical objects are the only media
for any description—we have seen that they are not, but
rather whether they are the most useful for the purposes of
psychology. That there are other objects than the physical
through which communication and description are possible, we
have seen. If our initial assumption, that appreciation without
description and description without appreciation are but abstrac-
tions and ideal limits, that all concrete thought activities con-
tain both moments in different degrees, is valid, then there can
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be scientific constructions making use of terms in which the
process of abstraction from appreciative connotation shows
different degrees of completeness, according as the purposes of
the reconstruction require. It follows that the absolute contrast
between appreciative and scientific description disappears, and
we have left merely the practical problem of the degree to which
appreciative differences shall be retained in our constructions.
This is wholly a question of the purpose of the description.
Historically, and in present practice in so far as it is fruitful,
the motive of psychology is primarily one of interpretation.
The region of possible control of mind through its connections
with the body, although we cannot limit it a priori, 1s small
indeed in comparison with the regions of possible interpretation
through psychical conceptions. Even in the region where the
motive is primarily one of direct control, the conclusion is rapidly
gaining ground that control is possible only through appreciative
interpretation of the mental life. Especially noteworthy is the
change of view in the field of mental pathology, where the
necessities of practice are leading to a reaffirmation of the
fundamental conceptions of emotion and conation, as against
the purely neurological conceptions.' Even if this were not so,
it is impossible to ignore the larger region where the function
of psychology is wholly interpretative. And here the motive
determines the method. For concepts, in order to be instru-
mental for interpretation, must conserve, and contain, at least
implicitly, the acquired meaning which they seek to describe.
The explanation must be in functional terms, and functional
terms are in the last analysis refinements of appreciative descrip-
tion.® The question whether there is any relation between

! Compare in this connection the psychological conceptions of Janet, i.e. of emotion
and comafion, with the neurological of Wernike and Ziehen. Also the introductory
paragraphs of James's Presidential Address, The Energtes of Men.

% Moreover, with the growing recognition of the close relation of economic objects
and values to other psychical objects and their values, already referred to, comes the
recognition of the fact that the psychology of values is concerned with the tnferpretalion
of individual and social worth processes and only indirectly with their comfrod  With
this recognition of the interpretative function comes the necessity of the use of terms
which may be instrumental in interpretation, terms with appreciative connotation. As
soon as the economic philosopher seeks to use his constructions as a means of interpreta-
tion of concrete reality, to connect economic with ethical and wmsthetic worths, he must
restore the appreciative aspects. Interesting illustrations of this aggenr in the works
of Veblen—dA Theory of the Leisure Class (Macmillan) and 4 Zheory of Business
Lnterprise (Scribner), one of the most significant aspects of whose method consists in
making technical essentially appreciative terms, and more marked still in Simmel's
Philosophie des Geldes. It is an interesting fact that while official psychology in some of
its tendencies seeks to exclude all appreciative descriptions, the economic sciences are
becoming more psychological by restoring them.
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appreciative and scientific description is then the better known
problem whether psychology should be a * functional ” or a
"“ content " psychology. For the latter a psychology of value
is impossible ; for the former it is possible, and what is more,
a present fact.

When, therefore, we narrow this general problem of psycho-
logical method to the more specific question of the psychology of
worth experience, it is possible to draw certain inferences as to
method which find substantiation in the actual procedure of psy-
ichology. In the first place, values are facts, to be described as any
'other mental facts. The sharp antithesis of facts and values might
‘temporarily delay the appeal to psychology, but the simple and
inevitable necessity of the situation—that every assertion of a
'worth involves likewise the assertion of its conformity with actual
‘or possible experiences of feeling and will—makes the appeal to
'psychology ultimately unavoidable. But the recognition of this
labstract proposition does not help us until we have a clearer
conception of psychical fact. Whether psychological analysis
ican serve as an instrument of interpretation and appreciation
of values depends upon what we conceive its function to be.
Here the principle maintained throughout this discussion must
be final. If experience is conceived to be cognisable as a fact
only when it is viewed as a passive state loosed from all relations
with the object which it cognises and appreciates, then the
experience of value cannot be cognised in this sense. If, on the
other hand, psychology is a science which, although it makes
use of abstractions, still deals with reality, then a value can be
cognised as a fact, as well as appreciated. To cognise it as a fact,
related in certain uniform ways to facts of the same order,
requires that it shall be subsumed under general concepts ;
but in order that these concepts shall really define it, they must
have meanings common to all appreciation. Psychological
description must then start with appreciative description. To
describe thus appreciatively a valuation, its meaning as an
attitude must be communicated ; but this meaning can be com-
municated only by connecting it with the ideal objects toward
which the attitude is taken, and by characterising the pre-
dominant moment in the attitude, whether feeling or will, and
the cognitive presuppositions which determine it. Consequently,
when we attempt to describe and classify, and to derive genetically
the various attitudes in valuation, we must retain in our abstrac-
tions such concepts as feeling and will, functional terms which
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have still enough of appreciative connotation in them to be
instrumental in the interpretation of appreciations.

Here then finally we see the relation of appreciative to
scientific psychological description. Appreciative description
communicates the meanings of feelings acquired through con-
nection with psychical objects toward which the feeling is
directed. These objects are, as such, not the material of psy-
chology alone any more than are the physical objects. As
objects they belong to the normative sciences. But while they
are not the material of psychology alone — inasmuch as
they are projections beyond the individual, nevertheless the
processes by which they have been projected and objectified
and the processes by which the individual, when once they have
become psychical objects, participates in their meanings—in
other words, the presuppositions, conative and cognitive, which
determine his feeling attitudes toward them-—are distinctly
the material of psychological study.

Tue PRESUPPOSITIONAL Metaop—A FORM OF
GENETIC METHOD
The method of psychological worth analysis we may then

characterise as the Presuppositional Method. It begins with
analysis of presuppositions. The key to the position is to be

B

found in the fact that worth experience is always an attitude.

An attitude is an immediate experience which contains in it a
reference—in our terms, either transgredient or immanental—to
presupposed psychical process. Its determinants are the actual
cognitive acts of the present experience—for all worth ex-
perience presupposes some form of cognition of reality—and the
conative dispositions, the assumptions and postulates, which
form the platform of the present experience. The varying
worth attitudes must be defined in terms of their presupposi-
tions, actual and dispositional. But further, if any worth
attitude, when viewed thus psychologically, is an immediate
feeling plus the acquired meaning or reference, then this
reference, which is for immediate appreciation the sign of worth
continuity, must find a psychological interpretation in a con-
tinuity which is psychical, and not in one established indirectly
through connection with physiological dispositions. With this;
our method becomes genetic.

The genetic method in psychology, broadly viewed, is capable:
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of different formulations. Thus Baldwin, Paulhan, and Stout,
| although making the idea of development fundamental, make
‘use of somewhat different principles. Accommodation and
| Habit, Systematisation and Arrest of Conative Tendencies —
'such are the differing functional conceptions with which they
'work. But the conception which underlies them all is, I think it
'may be safely said, that the progressive differentiation and
| correlation of the content of consciousness, by which new mean-
|ings are acquired and appreciatively distinguished, must be
' referred for explanation to functional readjustments of conscious-
' ness as an organic whole. Different levels of meaning are thus
| distinguished and transitions from one level to another accounted
for. One of the most important consequences of this genetic,
' functional method is that what appears from one point of view
as habit or disposition, may in a new adjustment find a place in
' the content as a meaning; so that the functional meaning of
disposition, viewed as habit, is conserved on the new platform
of accommodation in the new arrangement of content. This
unification of functional habit and content under the genetic
categories finds its most notable expression, on the cognitive
side of experience, in the doctrine of the general concept it is able
to contribute. Whereas from the purely analytical point of view
the general concept finds no satisfactory psychological equivalent,
from the genetic its functional meaning receives due recognition.
“ Selective thinking may then be viewed as the systematic or
progressive and continuous determination of the stream of
thought in the individual’s mind.””? .
When now this genetic method is applied to the worth aspect
of consciousness, a similar problem presents itself—how valuation
may be conceived as a continuous, progressive, and systematic
determination of the stream of conation and feeling in the
individual’s mind. Here again, psychical continuity is the
important point, and the special form in which it here appears
stands in close connection with the problem of the derivation
of the different attitudes of appreciation as genetic modes of one
continuous process of acquirement of meaning—of showing how
the acquired meaning of one attitude, having become dispositional,
functions as an assumption or presupposition of new feelings
and modes of valuation. This involves the concept of psy-
chical development or value-movement, the conditions and laws

! Baldwin in the Dictionary of Philosophy and Psychology, Vol. 1I, article on
#f Selective Thinking.”
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of which must be explained in terms of still more general laws
of feeling and will.

The presuppositional method as thus described, lies midway, so
to speak, between the teleological analysis and explanation of the
normative sciences—which assume an end or ends as the in-
struments of analysis of the stages of meaning and the ordering
of the psychical objects, and the causal method which abstracts
from all meaning, and may thus break up the whole concrete
attitude, including the functional presuppositions, into as many
parts as it finds convenient in the working out of the relation of
mind and body. The presuppositional method assumes no
specific end for psychical process. It contents itself with carrying
over from the sphere of appreciation the merely functional
concept of “ acquirement of meaning.” But assuming conative
continuity in which meaning is acquired, it takes the differences
in meaning distinguished by appreciative description, which
would be ignored in the purely causal analysis, and asks what
functional adaptation is presupposed by this difference. And
since all adaptation which is psychical consists of conative and
cognitive acts, its problem is to analyse out the conative and
cognitive presuppositions of worth-feelings.

1V. THE AXIOLOGICAL PROBLEM AND METHOD—FACTS AND
NorMS—GENESIS AND VALIDITY

The second task of a theory of valueis the reflective evaluation
of objects of value. We not only feel the value of objects, but
we evaluate these objects and ultimately the feelings of value
themselves. Clearly another point of view than the psychological
is here involved, a point of view which requires, not only to be
clearly defined, but also to be properly related to the psycho-
logical. If our problem were that of the determination of the
validity of objects and processes of knowledge, it would be best
described as logical or epistemological, but the term epistemology
is too narrow to include the problem of the evaluation of values,
and we may therefore make use of a special term to define the
problem as it here presents itself. On the analogy of the term
epistemology we have constructed the term axiology, and may
hereafter speak of the relation of the axiological to the psycho-
logical point of view.

The chief problem for axiology, as for epistomology, 1s
bound up with the distinction between subjective and objective,
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'a distinction made use of in connection with judgments of value
as well as judgments of knowledge. We recognise values as in
'some way independent of individual acknowledgment, for between
the subject and the object there are relations of feeling and will,
felt as demands and obligations, just as inviolable as those
'of the sense impressions imposed upon us from without. Between
‘the subjectively desired and the objectively desirable in ethics,
'between subjective utility and sacrifice and objective value and
price in economic reckoning, between the subjectively effective
and the objectively beautiful in art, in all these cases there is a
difference for feeling so patent that in naive and unreflective
‘experience the feelings with such objectivity of reference are
'spoken of as predicates of the objects themselves,

| For reflection, however, there is a difference between the
‘meaning of this distinction in the sphere of values and that which
\it has in the sphere of truth, and it is at this point that the
specific character of the axiological problem appears. In the
theory of knowledge the dispute still rages, and is especially
fierce at the present time, as to whether there is an objectivity
which transcends all subjective process, whether qualities inhere
in the thing apart from experience. For the theory of value
the problem is simplified. All values are in one sense subjective.
All are founded on some process. But we recognise that our con-
cept of subjectivity must make room for a kind of objectivity,
that the feelings or desires developed in one process may exercise
a control over feelings and desires determined by other processes,
and that this control gives them a form of objectivity.

When we seek a name for this form of objectivity, we find
one at hand in the concept of the norm and of normative judg-
ments. The practical significance of an objective value is that
it forms the norm for subjective feelings of value, that it deter-
mines subjective feeling in some way. An examination of the
character of this determination indicates its uniqueness. The
norm is the product of appreciative description and construction
of subjective feeling ; but when it is thus objectified and projected,
it becomes a demand, the acknowledgment of which is the con-
dition, or presupposition, of further appreciations, or subjective
feelings. The acknowledgment of the normal exchange value,
the price of an object, is the condition of its further utilisation
by the individual, the acknowledgment of permanently desirable
dispositions is the condition of the realisation of certain subjective
ethical values, the acknowledgment of objective beauty is the

c
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condition of permanent @sthetic satisfactions. Still more
apparent is the relation in the case of the extreme objectifica-
tions of religion. Ideals of a supernatural character are the
product, phenomenologically speaking, of individual and racial
appreciative constructions; but the assumption, or postulation,
of their existence is the presupposition of certain subjective
feelings of value, such as reverence and inner peace. In general
the norm is an assumption or postulate of existence representing
the permanent aspects of desire, underlying changeable feelings
and judgments. Its function is the control of appreciation.

The norm is thus seen to have the double character of sub-
jectivity and objectivity. The normative judgment represents
at the same time a subjective appreciation and an objective
description. Its subjective reference is seen in the fact that
it is only through these projected ideal objects, assumed to exist
independently of the subject, that the subject’s individual
feelings can be communicated. Norm construction is, as we have
seen, a product of appreciative communication and description.
As such the norm has a psychological genesis and character ;

it is an assumption, a postulate, determined by certain disposi-

tions. Its objective character is apparent, on the other hand.
in that, having passed beyond the subjective control of the
moment and become, through its character as a presupposition
of belief, the condition of further subjective appreciations, it in
turn exercises control over these feelings.

From this double character of normative objectivity certain
characteristics of axiology and axiological method may be
inferred. The axiological problem is the reflective evaluation of
values, and this evidently consists in determining the validity
of distinctions between subjective and objective already de-
veloped in worth experience. Now, the distinction being what
it has been shown to be, it is clear that the question of the
validity of any such distinction is bound up wholly with the
question whether the objectivity postulated fulfils its function
as the necessary presupposition of the continuity of valuation, i
its two aspects of acquirement and conservation of value. Other
questions may indeed be raised—as for instance whether the
reality which an object of value thus has is equivalent to existence
apart from subjective process, but they are not axiological. 1t
is also evident that such a criterion must remain wholly abstract
and general until the phenomenology of valuation, its processes,
its objects and laws, has been developed. To the application

el s



Introduction 19

bf the criterion we shall return in the concluding chapter, con-
renting ourselves for the present merely with its formulation.
' When, however, the problem of axiology is stated in this way,
't is immediately apparent that a certain definite relation to
ssychology is involved. For immediate experience this norma-
sive objectivity appears in an immediate appreciation of value
which has as its cognitive presuppositions certain assumptions
or postulates, but for reflection these very assumptions show
‘hemselves to be the product of a selective, genetic differentiation
»f our desires—through arrest, effort, and consequent readapta-
dons and reconstructions, in which some of our desires have
developed into permanent and objective demands. OQut of the
zeneral level of immediate appreciation has emerged a develop-
ment which has its conclusion in a new kind of objectivity or
reality. Itis clear, then, since all values, whether subjective or
bbjective, are founded on some process, that the ultimate question
as to their validity is whether they are well-founded or not. It
Es also clear that whether they are well-founded or not depends
on their conformity to certain ultimate laws. Every assertion
f a value implies at the same time an assertion of its conformity
o the laws of feeling and will.
To this inference from the preceding study of the nature
f the normative judgment, the dualism between apprecia-
ion and description is likely again to reply with a doctrine of
bsolute values, and to insist that the evaluation of objects
of value is wholly independent of their genesis, the norms
of their evaluation being in no sense related to, or determined by,
psychological laws. It is unnecessary to recall our previous dis-
cussion in order to point out that the axiom ““ no description
t::'thnut appreciation "’ has as its converse “ no appreciation
ithout description,” a proposition which we have also accepted
as justified. If it is true that there is no description and com-
unication without its stimulus and control in appreciation,
t is also true that there is no appreciation except through the
edia and the control of objective descriptions. But what
reflective evaluation but the highest form of appreciation,
d how can that reflective evaluation proceed in its task of
istinguishing between subjectively and objectively determined
alues without a study of the genesis of these differentiations ?
e situation may be stated in still another way. Whatever
ay be the abstract formulz for the normative sciences of
he norms of walidity, they cannot be anything else than the







CHAPTER 11

DEFINITION AND ANALYSIS OF THE
CONSCIOUSNESS OF VALUE

| I. WorTtH PREDICATES AS FUNDED AFFECTIVE-VOLITIONAL
MEANINGS—ANALYSIS

1. The Judgment of Value.

CURSORY examination of the more general terms of worth
iption, good and bad, useful and useless, beautiful and
ly, noble and ignoble, etc., or indeed the terms worth and
orthless, valuable and wvalueless themselves, and the manner
which they are applied, makes us immediately aware of the
t that, for the unreflective worth consciousness, they are at
t tertiary qualities, as much a part of the object as the so-
alled primary and secondary qualities are parts of the physical
bject of cognition. This is especially noticeable in the case of
e ethical and wsthetic predicates, but it is no less true of the
reflective use of the terms utility and value, as for instance
hen we say that iron has utility or value even when the con-
itions of its applicability are lacking. The intrinsic worth
udgment is psychologically the more fundamental, whatever
ay be inferred upon closer inspection and reflection.

But while as qualities of objects, as terms employed in
appreciative description, they have a certain kind of objectivity,
they are nevertheless felt to differ from the other qualities in
tl;]a-.lt they are subjectively conditioned in a way that the so-
ed primary and secondary qualities are not.

The judgment of value has accordingly been described as a
ere assertion of the meaning of the object for the subject, or as

appreciation. When I say that the object is good or beautiful
noble, I assert a direct relation of the object to my feeling and
ill, a harmony between the object and my subjective dis-
itions which is relatively independent of my judgment of

21
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existence of the object or judgment of the truth of the idea I have
of the object. Existence is perceived ; truth is thought ; value
is felt. But while the worth predicates are in the first place
felt and not cognised, while they are at the third remove from
pure objectivity, nevertheless, there is presupposed in every
appreciation, in every judgment of value, a reference to reality
and truth. This reference comes to the surface as soon as I ask
such questions as these: is the object really good or useful ?
is it #ruly noble or beautiful ? The feeling of value includes the
feeling of reality. Appreciative meanings presuppose reality

meanings.

2. Equivocations in the Value Judgment, leading to Azxiological
Distinctions in Existence and Realhity M eanings.

Accordingly, when we attempt a further analysis of these
predicates we find certain references to reality, always implicit
in the judgment, which demand to be made explicit. Prior
to such reflective analysis they give rise to equivocations in their

meaning, equivocations so confusing that more than one thinker
has counselled entire scepticism in the matter, not without a show

S gy S—
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of reason, it must be admitted. But that this initial scepticism -

is merely a salutary warning becomes apparent as We follow
these equivocations to their sources, for it is precisely in this
process, this study of the grammar of the worth consciousness,
that we find both the nature of these predicates and the basis
of their classification. The character of the confusion may be
seen at a glance by observing the distinctions which worth analysis
has developed, In all the concrete worth sciences, €conomics,
ethics, ®sthetics, for the removal of the equivocations. Worths

are said to be subjective or objective, real or ideal, actual or

imputed, intrinsic or instrumental.

The first distinction, between subjective and objective!
worths or values, gives the key to the situation. The sameé:
objects, let us say diamonds, may have little worth or indeed be:
distasteful to me personally, although in another attitude Il
may ascribe great value to them and, indeed, think of them as¢
intrinsically valuable. My friend’s action may be sanctioned!
by me in immediate appreciation, although from an objectivey
moral point of view I must needs condemn it. Such contradies
tions can only be resolved by a distinction between subjectivé
and objective values. Closely connected with this equivocation
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is that which arises when the distinction between intrinsic and
‘instrumental values is ignored. An object which is worthless,
or indeed the object of negative worth judgments of harmful
or bad, may acquire the worth predicate when it becomes in-
'strumental to some object of immediate or intrinsic value.
'Similarly, within the sphere of instrumental values or utilities of
‘economics, we find an equivocation which can be removed only by
the use of the distinction between subjective and objective.
'On the one hand, if any thing is of worth because it is utilisable,
‘it is always so for a subject and with reference to concrete con-
‘ditions. But on the other hand, we are led to ascribe value to an
‘object, for instance when we say that iron has value, irrespective
‘of its relation to an individual subject and to concrete conditions :
by a process of abstraction we give the object value in itself.
For these differences in meaning the economists have used the
' terms subjective and objective value ; or the latter is sometimes
' called objective exchange value.

From these illustrations we see that the attitude expressed
' by a worth judgment, whether the worth be described as sub-
jective or objective, is an attitude of a subject, but the difference
in attitude is determined by the inclusion or exclusion of certain
presuppositions, the nature of which is to be determined. The
other distinctions, between real and ideal, actual and imputed
values, show the same desire to remove the equivocations inherent
in worth predicates.

Sometimes we attribute worth to an object when we mean
that it deserves to be valued, irrespective of its actual valua-
tion by any person or group of persons. Such value is said
to be ideal. Again, there are objects of valuation, the exist-
ence or non-existence, or the possibility or probability of
realising which is not inquired into, but which are abstractly
valued and said to be ideal values in contrast to the real
value of objects where the judgments of existence or possibility
are true or grounded judgments. In both cases the real and the
ideal values are equally functions of the relation of the object
to the subject. The difference lies in the attitude of the subject,
in the different presuppositions of the feeling in the two cases.
Confusion of meaning arises only when these presuppositions
are not made explicit.

The distinction between actual and imputed values, like the
other distinctions considered, is one which is not found in the
immediate worth experience itself, but which develops when
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the presuppositions of the worth judgment are made explicit
through reflective analysis. The total worth predicated of an
object is often seen to have more than one determinant and,
under certain circumstances, the element in the total wvalue
corresponding to one subjective determinant will be described as
actual, while the other element will be described as imputed.
Thus the elements of a total complex, food for instance, will each
be said to have its actual value arising from its capacity to
satisfy separate desires, or to satisfy desire when consumed
separately. On the other hand, such worth as an element
may get from its combination with the other elements is said
to be an imputed value. In a similar way, when an act of a
person has value as manifesting a disposition instrumental to the
fulfilment of social ends, this is described as its actual value,
while an additional value attributed to it as a part, or manifesta-
tion of the total personality, is described as an imputed value
over and above the actual value of the act. Itis obvious from
these illustrations that the different moments in the total worth af
the object have different subjective determinants, and that these
go back to the different objects or aspects of the object upon
which judgment is directed, in other words, to the cognitive
presuppositions.

3. Interpretation of these Equivocations—As due to
Different Presuppositions.

The meanings thus differentiated may be described as the
reality-meanings of the worth predicates. As distinguished -
from the purely appreciative meanings previously considered,
they represent modifications in worth predication determined
by differences in cognitive attitude toward the object. The
necessity of such distinctions arises from the fact that the appre-
ciative meanings are not wholly independent of the reference to
reality involved. As simple acts of appreciation, the pre-
suppositions of existence may not be explicit; indeed the
most primitive judgments of worth are assertorial—without any
conditional element whatever. But as soon as the question of
evaluation of the worth predicates themselves is considered, as
soon as the axiological problem of the differentiation of subjec-
tively conditioned values from obj ectively conditioned, is raised,
then the presuppositions of reality must be made explicit. By
making them explicit is understood the acknowledgment of the
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 presupposition of reality, present in all judgments of value, in all
| appreciations, in specific judgments of existence. In what way

are the values real? In what way are the objects of value
| existents or realities ?

From this study of the various meanings of the worth predi-
| cates, it becomes clear that the worth judgments express not
attributes of objects apart from the subject, even when the value

is described as actual and objective, but rather functions of the

relation of subject to object. When we speak of an object
' as having absolute or objective value, it is only by a process
of temporary abstraction from the subject in some specific
attitude, not from the subject itself. The other differences of

meaning in the worth predicates reflect the same fact. Thus
' when I attribute value to an object, meaning that it is actually
| valued, my attitude is determined by certain presuppositions

of judgment, which are the product of participation in the worth

judgments of others. When, however, my judgment means that
. the object is ideally of worth, deserves to be valued, that
' judgment expresses a modification of attitude brought about
| either by exclusion of certain presuppositions of judgment,
' as when I pass my judgment in opposition to temporary
| judgments about me, or by inclusion of other presuppositions,
. as when, for instance, I appeal from a narrower actual worth
judgment to a possible more universal judgment. The situation
is the same in the case of the distinction between actual and
imputed values. The actual value is always the meaning of
the object for a subject in some attitude—never an attribute of
the object itself. The imputed value added to the actual value
arises from attitudes of the subject, negligible or irrelevant from
the standpoint from which the actual value is determined.

From all this it is apparent that whatever meaning we may
ultimately give to the objectivity of worth predicates, whatever
validity may be assigned to the presupposition of reality im-
plicit in all judgments of value, we may unhesitatingly assert
that these predicates are meanings pre-determined by antecedent
psychical processes. While at first sight they appear to be
tertiary qualities of the object, on closer inspection they are
seen to be acquired meanings of the object for the subject, as, in
fact are some of the so-called primary and secondary. As thus
predetermined they may be described as funded meanings, in
that they represent the accumulated meaning of these processes.
Furthermore, we may now see that the equivocations in the
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value judgment which have been analysed arise, just as do certain
contradictions in cognitive predication, through abstraction of
the predicates, as qualities of the objects, from the processes
of acquirement of meaning in which the meaning was funded.

But this analysis enables us to add something more to our
definition and characterisation of worth predicates. We have
defined them as funded meanings, pre-determined by antecedent
psychical process. It is possible to limit still further the concept
by defining them as affective-volitional meanings, thus distin-
guishing them relatively from the attributes employed in cognitive
predication. Relations to judgments of truth and existence are
presupposed in all appreciations and judgments of value, but
as we have seen, in the first place only implicidly. As assertorial
judgments, they assert a relation of the object to feeling and will
— either an immediate actual experience or a possible experience
of feeling or will—that is, belief in the power of the object to call
such experiences into being.

II. FURTHER ANALYSIS OF THE VALUE JUDGMENT AS EXPRESSING
AFFECTIVE-VOLITIONAL MEANING OF THE OBJECT FOR THE
SUBJECT

1. Axiological Distinctions as Clues to Analysis.

Two important consequences follow from this conception
that worth or value is the funded meaning of the object for the
subject in different attitudes, or as predetermined by different
dispositions and interests. In the first place, while the dis-
tinctions we have been discussing are developed from the axio-
logical standpoint of the determination of the relative validity
of worth judgments, we have in the analysis underlying these
distinctions at the same time a clue to the psychological analysis
and classification of the different attitudes involved. In all these
differences of meaning the sources of the difference were found in
the nature of the cognitive presuppositions. All valuation, as
attitude of the subject, is primarily an act of immediate apprecia-
tion : but this primitive attitude may be modified to give
various meanings by the inclusion of various types of judgments,
existential, instrumental, judgments referring the object to the
self or others, judgments of possibility or probability of acquisi-
tion and possession, etc. While for the axiological point of view
the truth of these presuppositions is significant, for psychological
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' analysis their importance lies in the changes in worth experience,
which follow upon changes in these presuppositions. In the
' second place, as a result of this conception of worth as the
| affective-volitional meaning of the object for the subject in
| different attitudes, the way is now open for an analysis of the
worth subject and for a classification of the fundamental worth
| attitudes.

. 2. The* Subject” of the Value Judgment—The Subject in Different
Attitudes—Classification of Ativtudes.

The equivocations in the meaning of the worth predicates
already considered, indicate certain fundamental differences
for the subject of the experience. The distinctions between
subjective and objective worth, between actual and ideal, are
reducible to differences in the judging subject. These differ-
. ences have led to the conception of different subjects for differ-
ent types of worth judgments. Thus Kreibig' distinguishes
between a primary and secondary worth subject, the primary
being the individual as such, the secondary being the group or
race consciousness. So also Meinong,” in treating of the difference
. between ethical and moral judgments, distinguishes the more per-
. sonal “ethical ” from the impersonal, ‘“moral "subject. The former
| is the concrete ego in his relation to the alter; the latter is
neither the ego nor the alter but an abstraction, a third person, the
““ impartial spectator’ who sits in judgment upon both. These
distinctions, appearing as they have in the effort to do justice
to fundamental differences in worth predication, point in the right
direction. But they are nevertheless open to the criticism which
attaches to all conceptual constructions employed as instruments
of analysis, that they are in danger of being hypostatised into
separate realities and conceived as real even when abstracted
from the individual subject. For certain purposes of social and
ethical philosophy, we may, perhaps, speak of a group conscious-
ness, of a general or over-individual will, without a serious dis-
tortion of the facts; but for the empirical analysis of worth
judgments, it is nearer the truth to say that the subject in the rdle
of the individual, of the group or race, or of the impartial spectator,
is the individual in different attitudes. The problem is then to

1 Kreibig, Psychologische Grundlecung eines Sysiems der Wert-theorte, Wien, 1902,

Pl -
§Mﬂnnng. Psychologisch-ethische Untersuchungen sur Weri-theorie, Graz, 18094,
Pp. 72, 163, 210.
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account for the origin, differentiation, and fixation of these
relatively permanent attitudes.

The worth judgment of an individual may then express the
affective-volitional meaning of an object for the subject, as
qualified by the subject’s participation in and explicit cog-
nition of the worth attitudes of others, of single persons, of
social groups, or perhaps of an over-individual worth conscious-
ness which transcends even group distinctions, giving the im-
personal attitude of the * impartial spectator.” The differ-
ence in attitude is determined by the inclusion or exclusion of
judgments as part presuppositions of the meaning. The psycho-
logical problem is the tracing of the processes by which this
participation in, and cognition of, the attitudes of others is real-
ised, the more specific problem of worth analysis itself being to
determine how this modification of the attitude of the subject
also modifies the worth predicated of the object.

In a preliminary way we may distinguish three fundamental
attitudes of the self or subject of worth judgment: (1) Simple
appreciation of the affective-volitional meaning of an object for
the self; (2) the personal attitude, in which the worth of the
object is determined by explicit reference of the object, whether
a physical possession or a psychical disposition, to the self or
the alter, and in which characterisation of the self or the alter
is presupposed; and (3) the impersonal attitude, in which the
subject of the judgment is identified with an impersonal over-
individual subject and the value of the object is determined by
explicit reference to the over-individual demand.! All three are
forms of appreciation of worth, but while the first is simple
appreciation, in that the presuppositions are simple, the personal
and impersonal attitudes are complex and derived, having as
their presuppositions judgments and assumptions which have
had an historical genesis.

3. The *“ Object” of the Value Judgment—Classification of Worth
Objects.

As the subject of value experience, one of the moments in
the value function, is constantly changing, expanding and con-
tracting through inclusion and exclusion of presuppositions of

I This classification corresponds in principle with Baldwin's classification of cogni-
tive meanings in the first volume of his 7hought and Things, chap. VII, p. 145, where he

distinguishes : (1) Simple and private; (2) aggregate and con-aggregate; (3) social and
public meanings.
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judgment, so also the object of valuation undergoes modifica-

| tion. Broadly speaking, the object of worth belongs to the

presentational side of consciousness, is the object of immediate

- apprehension with its implicit presupposition or explicit judgment
. of existence. It is, therefore, in the first place, the not-self the
| external object of feeling and will, those aspects of experience
' which are from the beginning presentational. But there is

scarcely any aspect of consciousness which cannot become pre-

- sentational, cannot be presented to consciousness, and thus
- become the object of judgment. Even the attitude of valuation
 itself, which we may describe as ““ psychical” pre-eminently, is

susceptible of representation, translation into ideal terms, and
of thus taking its place on the objective side of the value function.

' The psychology of this representation of the psychical will
- engages our attention at those points where we shall make use

of the principle. Here it is merely important to insist that the
general class, worth objects, includes physical and psychical
and, among the latter, the attitude of valuation itself.

A more significant distinction among objects of valuation is

- that between primary and secondary or between simple and

e

founded objects. By a founded object in general we understand

' one built up by processes of ideation and judgment upon
primary sensations and perceptions. Such a founded object

is, strictly speaking, not the object of perception but of idea-

| tion or judgment, and may be said to be pre-determined by these

——

processes. Thus certain ideal objects of presentation and judg-
ment, while themselves neither sensed nor perceived, may be said
to be founded on sensation and perception. The processes of
sympathetic realisation of the feelings of another, are in the first
place perceptual in character, but upon the basis of these pro-
cesses certain ideal objects, the self and its dispositions, are built
up, and these become the objects of imputed values. To them is
imputed the funded meaning of the processes of feeling and
conation involved in their construction.

These founded objects may be of two kinds, according as they
are founded on processes of perceptual or ideational activity. Illus-
trations of the former are : () beauty or grace of form in objects
of perception ; (b) founded qualities acquired in the sensational and
perceptual activities of consumption of food, or more broadly of
various instinctive activities, such as cleanliness, manners. Any
harmonious grouping or arrangement of the activities of living
creates secondary objects of worth, founded upon the primary.
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As illustrations of the secondary worth objects, founded on pro-
cesses of ideation and judgment, we may take the person and his
affective or conative dispositions, built up conceptually on the basis
of the immediate appreciations of sympathy by a process of infer-
ence, which, in turn, become the objects of secondary judgments
of merit and demerit, etc. To these may be added a third group
of founded worth objects which may be described as over-
individual, These are the products of the ideal re-construction of
objects of primary worth, as determined by participation in the
worth processes of larger social groups or of society at large.
To this class belong the ideal moral and cultural goods of society,
economic goods as objects of exchange, including the medium
of exchange which has over-individual worth exclusively. In
distinguishing thus between founded objects as products of
perceptual and ideational activities, we cannot of course make the
distinction absolute, for in the case of many such objects both
activities have been at work in their construction.

A preliminary classification of worth objects would then
include the following groups : (1) Objects of simple appreciation.
These objects may be either physical or psychical and include
the founded psychical objects built up in perceptual activity.
The worth of these objects may also be described as ‘ condition 3
worth for the reason that when the feeling of value is made the
object of reflection it is referred directly, as feeling of pleasantness
or unpleasantness, to a modification of the condition of the
organism, and is set in contrast to personal and social values.
(2) Objects of personal worth such as qualities and dispositions
of the person (the self or the alter) objects founded in the pro-
cesses of characterisation of the person. (3) Objects of over-
individual or common worth constructed in processes of social
participation, ideal constructions developed in the interest of

social participation, or of wtilisation and exchange of objects. In

general these objects of worth correspond to the fundamental
attitudes of the subject of the value experience.

4. The Relation of Subject and Object— Further Development of
the Term ** A ﬁactiw-l’ﬂﬁﬂnnal Meaning ”: its Extension and

Intension.
The analysis of the meanings of worth predicates, and the

consequent differentiation and classification of the fundamental
types of the subject and object of the judgment of value, bring

L e i
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us to a third problem, namely, a more definite characterisa-
tion of the term affective-volitional meaning and an analysis
and classification of the modes of consciousness corresponding to
its various meanings. As long as we were concerned merely
'with a preliminary differentiation of cognitive meaning from
that aspect of meaning described as worth or wvalue, it was
sufficient to describe the latter as a meaning pre-determined by
processes of feeling and conation, and the judgment of value as
an appreciation or acknowledgment of that funded meaning.
But when this criterion is examined more closely and the attempt
is made to determine more precisely just what aspect of meaning
is represented by the different types of worth judgments, appre-
ciation, characterisation, participation and utilisation, just what
the determining processes of feeling and conation are in each
case, more detailed psychological analysis becomes necessary.
. When we seek to make more specific this very general descrip-
tion of the worth relation, we are confronted with two possible
wiews of worth which may be described as a broader and a
Narrower view,
The narrower view recognises only two types of wvalue
judgment, the ethical and economic, thereby limiting the term
value to such feeling attitudes as follow upon the affirmation
f the existence or non-existence of an object for the self or
ts purposes. This limitation denies, therefore, the character
of worth attitude to all immediate feeling of the meaning
of the object for the subject, prior to the distinctions which
we describe as economic and ethical, and likewise to all forms
of higher immediacy of feeling attitude as we have them
imarily in the wsthetic consciousness. This view, which
as been presented most definitely by Witasek! and H. W.
tuart,” logically excludes the wmsthetic from the sphere of
alues, in the view of the former because the wmsthetic is pre-
udgmental, i.e., is feeling which has merely presentations as its
ontent, in the view of the latter because he conceives it to
€ post-judgmental, an appreciative state in which all judgment
as lapsed. Either mode of cutting the asthetic attitude off
om its closely related ethical and economic attitudes 15, we
hall find, open to serious criticism.

The reasoning which underlies the formulation of this criterion

! Witasek, 4/lremeine ~Esthetik, Leipzig, 1904.
* Stuart, Valuation as a Logical Process, in Dewey's Studies in Logical Theory,
“hicago, 1903,
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is well expressed by Stuart in the following paragraph: “ Qur
general criterion for the propriety of terming any mode of
consciousness the value of an object must be that it shall per-
form a logical function, and not simply be referred to in its
aspect of psychical fact. The feeling or emotion, or whatever
the mode of consciousness in question may Dbe, must play the
recognised part, in the agent’s survey of the situation, of prompt-
ing and supporting a definite practical attitude with reference
to the object. If, in short, the experience enters in any way into
a conscious purpose of the agent, it may properly be termed
a value.”

Now, in examining this criterion one Tecognises immediately
that it provides a good definition of a certain type of re-
fective value judgments which we may call secondary. A very
large group of our worth judgments are determined by the
conscious inclusion of the feeling or emotion as presented
content, and as partial determinant of the judgment. The typical
economic judgment takes place only upon the occasion of adding
to or taking from our store of objects, and is motived by a re-
flective inclusion of the worth feeling in our total practical atti-
tude. The ethical judgment, in its typical reflective form, may be
<hown to be of the same character :n that the subject’s own mode
of experience or way of feeling, presented in terms of a disposition
or quality of the self, enters asa determinant in the total situation.
But the secondary and derived character of these reflective
judgments soon becomes evident. How can the feeling or

——

emotion as presented content « play a recognised part " asa value |
“ in the agent’s survey of the situation,” unless, as a motive

to previous unreflective judgments, 1.e., before it was presented

as a conscious determinant, it was also a value or at least sug-
gestive of value? We may say, then, that, while much of valua-
tion is a logical process in this sense, nevertheless valuation in
itself has its roots in experiences of simple appreciation, where the
emotion, while determinative, is not soO consciously, as object
of presentation or judgment, and must, therefore, be referred to
simply in its aspect of psychical fact.

We must, accordingly, interpret our definition of value as .
affective-volitional meaning in a broader way—so as to include :
modes of feeling or desire, as the case may be, whichi
are merely appreciative of the object, which merely appre--
hend the object with its funded meaning. We cannot con=
fine it to attitudes in which this meaning, abstracted fromi
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' the object, becomes a motive in the subject’s survey of the
‘situation. We shall then be enabled to include both the attitudes
of lower immediacy, which are pre-judgmental, and those of
‘higher immediacy, which are post-judgmental, recognising the
‘intermediate réle of the reflective judgments, existential, instru-
'mental, possessive, etc., and recognising also that the reflective
and the unreflective, the intrinsic and the instrumental, are con-
‘stantly passing over into each other, a phenomenon which we
'shall later describe as value-movement.

In close relation to this first problem which arises in the
‘attempt to make more specific the general definition of worth as
‘affective-volitional meaning, a second problem arises, namely,
‘the question of the specific manner in which we shall set the
‘worth-moment in relation to its psychological equivalents, feeling
and conation. In the use of the double term affective-volitional
 itself in our preliminary demarcation of worth experience, there
‘inheres a certain vagueness which, while excusable when viewed
in the light of the purpose of the term, must be subjected to
‘explicit analysis if we are to find equivalents for worth
|experience which shall form the basis for a scientific re-
‘construction of the processes of wvaluation. The significance
‘of this double term lay in the fact that it marked off a species
' under the generic term, meaning. Not that there could be cog-
'nitive meaning without worth references or affective-volitional
' meaning without cognitive presuppositions. Indeed, we shall
see that these terms are not very clear at the limits. Merely to
indicate a relative distinction, by means of emphasis on different
aspects of meaning, was the purpose of this differentiation.

In the second place, the double term was necessary for the
reason that only in such a definition could all the attitudes
toward objects, recognised as worth attitudes, be included.
For our ordinary usage, at least, makes a clear distinction be-
tween feeling and will and recognises, as objects of worth, objects
toward which both types of attitude are directed. Prior to
more scientific analysis, this double relation must be taken as
descriptive of the worth attitude. But here again, when this
general definition is subjected to psychological analysis, we find
that the distinction between feeling and conation in some of its
forms is far from clear, and it is consequently difficult to say
under which of these terms the immediate experience which is
the bearer of these meanings, is to be subsumed. On the one
hand, we find experiences of preference and obligation where

I
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feeling, in the form of passive pleasantness and unpleasant-
ness, is scarcely present, or, if present at all, is irrelevant—
so irrelevant in fact that some theories of worth experience (e.g.,
the voluntaristic theories of Brentano and Schwartz) find
the Jocus of value in what they describe as ‘‘ intensity-less
acts of preference,” denying the worth aspect to feeling and

its intensities. On the other hand, we find worth experiences,

such as the msthetic, apparently purely affective, where desire,
or conation in all its forms, 1s at a minimum, and appears to be
significant, if significant at all, merely as a disposition or pre-
supposition. While, then, in view of these facts the general
term affective-volitional meaning was necessary to define the
various meanings of objects :ncluded under the term values, it is
nevertheless evident that the definition can become serviceable
for further psychological analysis and explanation only when
it is determined which of these elements, the affective or conative,
is primary and which secondary—that is, which is always present
actually as conscious experience and which as a merely dis-
positional determinant.

In the light then of these considerations, it would appear
that the course of our further analysis is clearly indicated.
We are compelled, on the one hand, to include both the
concepts of feeling and conation in our psychological equiv-
alents for the worth moment ; otherwise we should not have
a true equivalent for the funded meaning of the object described
as worth. On the other hand, when we seek to analyse the
content of the experience, we find they are present in different
degrees and different ways, and the question arises which 1s the
more fundamental. Is then the worth-fundamental feeling or
desire ?

In the second place, whichever of these two aspects be taken
as fundamental, a second question necessarily arises—is worth
coextensive with feeling or desire, or is there a further demar-
cation within the sphere of feeling or desire ? In other words,
have all feelings or desires, whatever their conditions, however
fleeting and however caused, the transgredient and immanental
references which characterise the worth attitude of the subject

toward the object ?

i aem Pl n
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III. PsycHOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF WORTH EXPERIENCE—WORTH
AS FEELING WITH CERTAIN COGNITIVE PRESUPPOSITIONS

1. The Worth-Fundamental is Feeling, not Desire—Criticism of
Ehrenfels.

Both of these problems have been in the forefront of
recent psychological analysis of wvalue.' They are questions
which are forced upon the attention as soon as we attempt to
- co-ordinate and reduce to common terms the varying attitudes

which have been included within the definition of worth
experience. It is true that there is a point of view from which
these finer distinctions are irrelevant. One can see that for
the limited purposes of economic analysis, which requires but a
short excursion into psychology, we might speak of the worth
moment, now as feeling, and now as desire. Ehrenfels is also |
probably right in saying that the general laws of valuation |
‘and the forms of mutation of values or value-movement, hold
| true whether we define worth experience as feeling or desire,
' and that changes in judgment of value are due to modifications of
 feeling or desire. Nevertheless, a complete analysis of the worth
| consciousness, in all its phases, requires the solution of both these
' problems.

It is in connection with the first problem that the first diver-
| gence in definition appears, as typified in the different formula-
| tions of Meinong and Ehrenfels. Ehrenfels defines the worth
'of an object as its desirability and makes actual desire the
fundamental, assigning to feeling a merely dispositional réle;
while Meinong, on the other hand, identifies actual worth
experience with feeling, desire appearing in his definition only
as presupposed disposition. In some sense, we have seen, both
terms, feeling and conation, must enter into our psychological
definition ; the question is which shall be given the réle of
fundamental, actual experience, and which that of disposition.

Ehrenfels * takes desire as the actual psychological worth-
fundamental. Value, we are told, is proportional to the desira-
bility of the object—and he continues, as though it were self-

! For a detailed historical statement and criticism, see the writer's article ** Recent
Tendencies in the Psychological Theory of Value,” Fsychologival Bulletin, Vol. IV,
No. 4, March 15, 1907.

* Ehrenfels, System der Wert-theorie, Leipzig, 1897, Vol. I, chap. 1, especially
P- 35
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evident,—"i.e., to the strength of the actual desire which cor-
responds to it.” The first part of the definition is certainly true.
The funded meaning of an object is its desirability, its capacity,
under certain circumstances, of calling out desire. The second
part does not, however, necessarily follow. It does not follow
either that judgments of worth are determined by actual desire,
or that the worth of the object is proportional to the strength of
the actual desire. As to the identification of value or desira-
bility with actual desire, a consideration of certain simple but
typical worth experiences indicates, that it is not exclusively an
actual, but, ultimately, merely a possible desire or desire-dis-
position with which worth is to be equated, a modification of his
earlier definition which Ehrenfels himself accepts. When I
think of an absent friend, I may feel his worth to me without the
slightest trace of actual desire for his immediate presence,
although the presupposition of that feeling is a disposition so to
desire. Or again, my CONSCIOUSNESS of the objective value of
objects of economic use may be independent of any actual desire,
although not of my knowledge of their desirableness under certain
circumstances. It is equally true that the degree of worth or
desirability of an object cannot be straightway identified with
the degree of actual desire. It is undoubtedly proportional
to the strength of desire-disposition presupposed, but the strength
of a conative tendency oOr disposition is not always measured by
the intensity of actual desire; is often inferred indirectly from
its effects on volition, or through the intensity of the emotional dis-
turbance following upon arrest. The assumption that the strength
of a desire-disposition is given directly in immediate modifications
of consciousness, 1S one which introspection makes highly im-
probable, and Ehrenfels, at least, with whose definition we are
here concerned, does not admit it.

1t is clear, then, that while desire, and conative tendency n
general, must find a place in our worth definition, it cannot be
taken as the psychological fundamental in the sense that it 1S
the conscious correlate of the funded meaning of the object.
This conscious correlate is feeling. Ehrenfels thus brings feeling
into his definition. Desire is not determined by mystical qualities
of objects but by aspects of our consciousness which can be
reduced to psychological terms. “ All acts of desire are deter-
mined, in regard to their direction as well as their strength, by
the relative increase of pleasure which they, according to the:
offective dispositions of the individual in question, bring with

~ Segpe
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' them upon their entrance into, or continuance in consciousness.”

Feeling is, therefore, after all, primary. The worth of an ob-
ject is directly proportional to the strength of desire, but this
strength of desire is determined by the difference of the place

- of the object in the hedonic scale.

In this conception of Ehrenfels the whole psychological
problem of the nature of feeling and desire and of their rela-

 tions, is involved. Into that larger question we cannot here
- enter. It will be sufficient to notice certain fundamental diffi-

culties which have been generally recognised by the critics of

- the position. The criticism turns upon the concept of the defer-

mination of desire by feeling, upon the idea of the causal rela-
tion involved. It is maintained with justification that for a feel-
ing to be a cause of desire it must be actual, that is a present

~ state of consciousness. But according to Ehrenfels’ conception it

is not always a present state, but often a state which does not yet
exist, which is said to be the cause. It is the existence of an object

. not yet realised or the non-existence of a present object, which is
' desired. The hedonic accompaniment of a not-yet existent

object, itself therefore not existent, cannot in any causal sense

| be the determinant of desire. But it may be said that it is the

_— - — =

difference of these two states that is the cause. In that case it
must be either the unfelt, uncognised difference, an abstraction,
which is the cause, or else a new feeling following upon the
judgment of the difference between the actual present feeling
and an imagined feeling arising from the assumption of the
existence or non-existence of the object. In the first case, we
have a conceptual abstraction made the cause—which is impos-
sible. In the second case, a feeling difference has become the
object of judgment, and a value moment is already present prior
to desire. It is clear that in some sense feeling or feeling-dis-
position is always presupposed by desire, but the relation cannot
be described as causal.

Ehrenfels recognises, that upon this causal view of the rela-
tion of feeling to desire, the proposition must be modified to read :
desire is determined by feeling or feeling-dispositions. But we
have already seen that worth cannot, in every case, be identified
with actual desire, but only with the capacity of being desired or
desirability. Thus Ehrenfels is finally left without any conscious
correlate for the worth moment. Both the feeling and conative
aspects tend to become dispositional.
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2. The Criterion of Worth Feeling— Presupposition of
Reality.

For reasons of the nature of those developed in our criticism
of Ehrenfels’s worth definition, Meinong ! makes feeling the worth-
fundamental. The sense of worth is given In feeling - signs,
Werth-gefiihle, which are determined in character and degree by
the nature of their presuppositions (Voraussetzungen).® These
presuppositions he further conceives, in the case of worth feelings,
to be always judgments (or according to his later formula-
tion, judgments and aSSumptiuns—Annahmen}, and are there-
fore distinguishable from feelings which have merely sensations
or presentations as their presuppositions. Leaving out of account
for the moment the question of this limitation of the class,
worth feelings, we may accept Meinong’s general position.
The preferability of feeling as the fundamental element seems
to me to be beyond doubt, and for the following reasons.
In general our argument would be: There can be no sense of
worth without a meaning which may properly be described
as felt meaning, while there can very well be a sense of worth
without that qualification which we describe as desire and voli-
tion. More specifically, even in those experiences which we call
explicit desire or volition, the essence of the desire can be
equally well described in terms of feeling without doing violence
to our speech. The essence of desire is the feeling of lack or
want. We “feel the need” of something. What further
qualifies desire is the kinazsthetic sensations which are irrelevant
accompaniments from the standpoint of the essential worth
moment. But it is by no means in the same sense true that
every worth experience involves explicit desire. We may
actually feel the worth of objects without the slightest
trace of that qualification of our feeling which we describe as
actual desire for their presence, although a conative disposition
is presupposed and may become explicit under suitable conditions.
The same is true of ®sthetic and mystical states of repose where
actual desire is in abeyance.

What this means for our definition is clear. In actual
worth experience desire is not necessarily present although

! Meinong, Psychologisch-ethische Untersuchungen, Part I, chap. L

? In presenting Meinong’s position I have translated Voraussetzung ** presupposi-
tion” rather than pre-condition, as better adapted to convey his meaning, and have
retained this broader usage of presupposition throughout, although in the usage ©

Baldwin it is confined to the higher reflective level, that is, if I understan his
position correctly, his presupposition is always a ¢ presupposition of belief. ”

L e e
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feeling is. The desire is present often merely as a dispositional
'moment which, however, may become actual under certain
definite circumstances. In so far, therefore, as our definition
includes the element of desire, we must enlarge it to read—
an object has worth in so far as it is either desired or has the
capacity of calling out desire, has, in other words, desirability.
This definition includes the mystical and @sthetic states of
'repose already referred to, for no object can become the object
of such feelings which has not been desired and may not under
'some circumstances again be desired. Conation is present dis-
positionally (how we shall see later) even in these states of repose.
But the case is different with feeling. In defining worth as
feeling with certain characteristic presuppositions we mean
 that every actual worth judgment implies actual feeling—even
in those cases where the worth attitude is scarcely distinguishable

' from the cognitive.
Feeling having been taken as the actual conscious correlate
of worth predicates, the second problem arises—whether worth
' feelings are coextensive with feelings in general, or whether some
further differentiation within the general class, feeling, is re-
- quired. It is at this point that the definition of Meinong, that
feelings of worth are exclusively “ judgment-feelings,” becomes
important. This view, which may be described as the in-
tellectualistic theory of worth experience, has given rise to so
many important developments in ethics and @sthetics that
it demands the most careful consideration. Negatively viewed,
it denies the character of worth experience to all feelings which
have as their presuppositions mere presentations, to all feelings
which may be adequately described as the mere feeling-tone of
the presentation or as the effect of the entrance of the presenta-
tion into consciousness. It differentiates ‘ worth feeling *’ from
mere ‘' pleasure-causation,” i.e. pleasure viewed as mere re-

action to stimulus.

Before considering in detail the psychological grounds for
this view, it will be well to observe the more general fact that,
whether worth experience be defined in terms of desire or feeling,
it cannot be made co-extensive with either. Desire, in itself,
does not constitute the experience of valuation : there are fleet-
ing desires which do not attain to the level of valuation, a fact
which leads Kriiger in his definition, which is in terms of desire,
to make the differentia of worth a certain constancy of desire.
Again, as M