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IITR0DUCTION

Vhen one tries to 1 te Iicolai Hartmaun's phil-
osophy within the snectrun of contenporary Gernan »Hhiloc-
onhical thousht one realizes that Iartnann does nos it

neatl;” irto an:- of
thousht". Ilevertheless, his philoso»hy bears

]

he influence of nunerous other contemnorary thinlkers,

O
!‘
ol

wnile at the same tine renaining disticctively orisinal,
Born of Protestant Cernan ancestry on Iebruary

20, 1882, in Riza, Iatvia, Hartmann abandoned his svudies

of nedicine, and later philolozsy, at Dorpat and 3+, Peters—

burs, to turn to philcsonhy at ‘iarburg, where he received

nis degree in 1907. At Marburs Hartrann's nhilosonhical

develonment wos directed by Hermann Cohen, the founder of

the "lozistic! Jarburg school of feo~ilantianism, and b
-3 b v
Paul U2tozd, anotler in mwortant Jdeo-llantian. Ilartnann's

eariy worlis reflect an orientation divected toward Ilant

ard 2lco toward Plato-~int§rests viiich he ghared with

his two teachers, wao had both publisched immortant worlks
about these two outstanding historical fisures. In 1909
Zartmann cubmitited for his habilitasion an erztensive thesis

r‘1

d, Platon To~il: des Seing.
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It was nov until afiter he had been apnointed
professor at larburg, where he had served as rrivat-dozent

Zronm 1905 to 1520, that Hartmann's nublications anneared

1
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to talze on 2 mariredl: indenendentv Iflavour., Althouzh 1t
ysequent Junlications

. 3 - - - YT o ea ey
may ve said that nany ol Zlarimaun's su
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cular thie lo, T the iarburs school suddenl:
becarne 2 nhiloconhicnl outlooir thst Zartnonn wes to recct

gainst. This becane clear in 1921 with the publication

'

of his Srundzlize einer “letavnhrsilk der Drlienntnis, a boolx

vaoce very title suszests a reinterpre

- it
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: understanding of the relationshin betreen meta-—

ud ewistenzology.
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this period it was no lon<er Colhen and ilatorp

l.l-
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to waon IHezriumaun loolked Tor ingniration, butl rather Scheler
and Husserl. Althou-h there is ro indicz2tion that dartnaan
ever ret Iusgerl, an acgucindtonce with the latter's publi-
cations convinced Hartmann that »nuenomenolosy could nrove

to be a wselful onilosopnical wmethodology. s we shall see,

there is rood reason to believe thnt Hartmnann never quite

understood core of the basic nrincinles (Tor instance,

43 A TNpYy AT Taeien] o A+ £ Tyr em]l4an henrnoeno ! oo
thie »heronenolosical reduction) of Ilusnerlian phenomenoloryy,
-~ 3 - L Sl LR . - Ll 3 <
and to classify nin simply as a "nhenonenolomist! does

ac 1ittle juctice to Ilartmann os i

R T T ey . 'l - . . .
O -larenann as o "doszslex Jlender)l and it is not ftoo

3 - - < 4+ T7 -~ v - T L .. - ~
1itel;r that IHuccerl would have wished Daritnann to be con-

e
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Lo I. Splileceller -, The Thieno sn0loTic Lvemant, De D50



It must have comne as somevhat of a sursrise to
mznn when he discovered thot while his own philosonhical

endinzs nore and nore vovard "reslisn't, in

reactvion to the allesed "subjectivisn and "icdealisa! of
larburz leo-irantianism, Husserl wes passing, so-to-swnaaln,

in the ownposite direction, adon

cendentv2a2l subje

o . 1.9 - A 2.1 - el

G was the Husserlian theors of
O S R E ~ 5 Aty 3T ey
"irmmaneace! vhich awmeared to clach with Hartoznn's

enisternolosy.

sccordiag to Hardnann nowledse was esscntially
an act of grasving an indeseundernt object, vrecisely, the
cantian thing-in-itself, [This entails the mutual basic
separation ol the lnower and the knowvn. ‘lere it not Tor
this bosic senaration the laying hold of an object in
' S

G

e situation would not »ronverly be cdecignn
by the tern "imowledse", for there would be no "breating
thronsat into the tronuceandent realn. It is a fundomental
migtaize, occording to iartiann, to ismore this ecocential

feature o krowledse as the eo-llantians appeared to do

by claiming it in come sense the objcet of lmovledse

iz "ereated" or ".roduced! by the cubject in the avnplication
ol the catesories. Mis sare nistale is evicdently “ound

in ZZuscerl's "reduction to the sohere o7 immanence Tt

is triue that wishin thic oohiere of itconernce Iuscerl



transcendence, to characterise the mode of being of nhrcical

.4 [ 3 L e - [S L 5 - s . - - L L L -
ovjzchs and so forth--entities vhose being is not tovally

- e 5 L] Ju g * s — L A 2
exnhausted in their sivenness in consciousness.  SUs TALS

wos not "transcendence" in the vresnant sense in which
Fartnann understood the term. One could only wish
Hartmann had fornmulated a definitive statement as to what
he understood by the term "transcendence", for it appears

e

usage which is unigue to Jartmann hinsell.

notion of "{transcendence" iz that objects of knovledse mus

have aon "indenendent sell-existence". This 1s as much True

of phisical objects, such as tobles and teunis raclevs, s
it i1s of ideal objects, such as nuabe and valucs.

It iz in this tendency toward "ontolosisn'" with
regwect to ideal entities thnt Lartrnionn stands closer:
to Scheler than to any other nhenomenolosist. I

1

in nis Ithies does one discover the extent to which lartmanu

ras influenced by thic man who for a time wnas coasidered
be the number two ph-nonenolosict. That Scheler thioumat

S P I o oTT desymny EN s LN 2.1 Nal -
hi~hlr of ilartronn sco is dndicated b the fact thav

weler's reccmnendation tha
olfered 2 mositin + Oolo~ne viner + % Ty~ upna N0 esgor
Lier 2 MO elon avw o.Losne waere Tne LorTiel V238 a DIO0IeES50X

mr., . - . .
There can be no doubt thiat lartnann found the intellectuanl



atmosmhere at Colozne more stinulating than at llarburs
with Zeidezger, wiho had arrived there in 1923, his anpoiant-

nent having been sundorsed by Iartnann.,

to hrpostasize values, the same prediliction for a Mphenon-
enolozical nmethod" and The same objections to Lan
formalisn and subjectivisn as are to be found in

earlicr work, Der ormalisnus in der Ithik und die nateria

Viertethik., But Haritmann is nuch nore of a Plotonist than

the status and structure of values. ‘hile
Scheler adopis a much more noderate stance, IHartmann does
not hesitate to assert that valuss are ideal entities
(lesenheiten) existing in an ideal realm commarable 1o

the rezln of the real world but neverisheless qguite distine

His ontolozical commitment leaves Iartnann just this side

Characteristic of Iarimaun's anproach is the

princinle of the '"maxinunm of givenness'", which stands

in direct onposition to the prirciple of Occam's razor

waich forbids the needlsos mulitinlication ol entities
admitted intvo onech ontolony. Instead of "as few as possible™

Tr e ] . d. 3 M~ .
Hartnonn's manin seers to bdo OO0 ran;” 4g nscescary.

LAS RENPINN - - N Fal ] 3 EN $ 1 - h -
Lngre are agnecyvs ol Ttne eyvnicol thinldng ol thesce

S he e - T 3 I 4. . -~ Ten AT i
1. Co. 2. Tledicg, M"ldcolai Harthiznn: g nersonzl slietch,”
= -~ 3 -
in ercon~lish, 42, . 573,




two associates which stand in sharper countrast than the
auestion of the ontolosical status of values. One inmoriany
ed in the tables of value that Scheler
and Hartmann erect., The hichest value on Scheler's scale,

2 the "holy", is entirel; missing fron Hortmann's theory
of value. 1ot onl- this, bhut Scheler's favourite theory of

ierives, in part, from his commit-
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n', which elso

nent to the Catholic faith, is rejected by Hartnaun, who

wos an atheist and who arzued strongly for the independence
ethiics from any relizious underpinni .

.t

In his book, Uver Ressentizent und morxalisches Vert-

urteil, Scheler had attenpted a2 straanze synthesis of Christian
end Ilietzschean ethics, vherein he clained that "resseutinen
was characterictic not of C tianity dbut ro
bourzeois societ;. Iurthermore, hne arzued thot it is in
precisely those who adhere to a subjective theory of value
that "ressentinent" narnifests itsclf. The liberatvion Ifron
the "slave norality" comes when one is put in touch with
tie realn of "objective wvalues'., It ic assunmed that anong
thece objective values Scheler would have us alco find the
Caristian wvirsues.

A

Scheler's thesis earnced hin the enithet, "the Catholic
Jievoochie", bui it seens thnt the title is hardly justifiled
in view of the Tact that not onlr was Ilietzsche hoctile To
the Christian church but he alco claimed that the beliefl

Fad

1 ~ e~} N . . . N N -
Oobiective™ wvalues was a distinctive maris of
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the "morality of the slave”.

lartiizun also clains to be an heir to llietzschean
ohilosonay, althoush he too reinvernrets it to suit his own
purposes. e shall see how in liietszsche's doctrire of tle
"transvaluction of values" Hartmann sees nerely the variztion

of valuztional coasciousness and not a2 change in the values

T A P
U

thenselves. In Hertmann's Sthics, Part II, "The 2ealn of
Sthical Values", wvhere he treats of the "special noral values!

within the ideal realn, Hartnenn attenpts to reconcile e

peculiar iietsschean virftues, such as "Love of the IJenotest!
(Pernstenliebe) and "Rzdiant Virtue" (Coit's translation of
Schenlzende Tusend), with the Platonic, the Aristotelian, and

Such an eclectic congloneration of virtues is not
wvithout its internal contradictions aud antagonisns; "love
of the renotest", for instance, conflicts with the Christian
virtue of "brotherly 1oved. But ethical 1life is never such
a sinple navter as choosing a value over asainst an anti-

o

value. Hthical

joh

ecision always involves weigning the clains
of one wvalue over azainst those of another. In fact, Hartmann
tells us:

The conflict of the two values is undeniable.

Zut to cee the antinouy is oune thin~g; positively
to 2»prove it is another. Yo resolve the antinomny
in favour of one side Is alvars a temntation. Sut
it leads inevitably 4o a nisunderstandins of the
other value.l

l. Zthies, Vol. II, ». 2318.



Quite a nunber of the themes of the ethics of bozth

Scheler and Harinann are also to be found in the value theory
of Pranz Breaxtano. 3Brentano's "descrintive osychology -

ion to early Tusserlian piaenonenolosy

as well, so nis inportance to Hartucun's "phenomenolosical'

apyoroacit to ethics should not he underestinmated

Breuntano's najor contridbution to phenonenology was
his rediscovery of the Scholastic notion of "intentionality'.
Lccording to Drentano, "consciousness'! always stands in an

"intentional" relation to somethins wailch presen

an "object", whether it be actual or not. Thus, there is no

hearin~ wvithout sonething heard, nor is there believing withous

something believed., In fact, all acts of consciousuness--i0»ing,

strivia~, being vpleased, ect.--have their intentional objects.l

This notion of the "intentionality" of consciousness provides

the basic foundation for Iusscerl's analrsis of the noatic

ana

[}

noerasvic zspects of neaning.
iartnann adonts this thesis of the "intentiounality"
of counsciousness as well, but, perhans, of greater lumnortance
to Hardnann's ethics is Brentano's cuphasis upon intuition®
and 1iis eritique of the Hantian "a priori',
Zreutano denied that there were any s;ntlaetic
a priori pronociticns,.,  Jor Liim, all a priori propositions,

————— - ot s

. wrensando's Me Cri~in of Cur ‘norledi~-e o

i"‘"‘\"’ ~asr T -.1m oY - (g 30
e A L TohTr, 3 L e




therefore, were znalrtic. 2Zut Srentano's notion of

N -r

"anal-ticity", to be sure, was much wider than lant's.,

n

ct

© it can be

I.,J-

ic

(D

Jor atano a nronosivion is analy

recosrnized to be apnodictinlly evident. Clearl:, on t:is
A

account a nunber of Iant's "s:nthetic" a priori »Hronosic-

ions (for instance, those of mothenatics) would be re-

classified as "analytic'.
furthernore, Yant's sharp division of »romnosit-

ions into "a »riori" and "ennirical" is challenzed, for

according to Brentano it is »recisel; within the enpiriczl

that the a »riori is given. 3Brentano's doctring that
the a oriori is not merely a subdbjecvive forn imposed upon

the manifold but is rather sonething which is given in

exnerience itself, »lays an invortant rart in dartunn's

2
.

the clain

iy

analysis of the catezories. The rejection o

-

[

that a priori onriaciples are first and foremost principles
of thou~ht mnaltes it possible for Scheler and Hartnann to

evelon whnt the” call a "materinl a »riori®.

wtarting fronm the asswintion of the sivenness of
tie a priori one ig lelt with the tast of nercl:; "deocrio-
ing" the a »riori octructures o realisy whicia are discover-d
Yintuitivelyt bl neans ol "eidetic intuition’ {Uesencochiau).

~

- o . e A . 4 A
Jor Iartmamn this meant catchin s hold ol "escences'--ideal

enwtities commarnble to IZrentano's Mirrealia® or "intantion-

-5 - . T I 1. . q I -~ - - -
ally dn-itistent entities®™, Zrentano, however, later abondoncd
his earlier thecr: ol "irrzalia!, ado-Sin~s o freic! thizs

. i 5o "red I
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svarizly contrasts with Iartnann's theory of "cssences.

-

1

(’)

-

that loving and
nating nay be s2id to be correct or incorrect in a wary
to, but yet distinct fron, the way in which
Judsments are said to be correct or incorrect. Inotion,
lilze coznition, is a form of dintentionzal relation to
objects in the world. The correctness of an emnotional
res»onse t0 an object 1s as objective as the correctness
of a judsment, insofar 2s it 1s imnossible for anyone o
love corrzcily what anyone else hates correctly, just as

it is imvocsidle

~
e

10 0ue

(]

person to correctly judze one
thing while another correctly judges its opnosite.

In both coguition and enmotion we Tind certain
1 are discerned "intuitively".
“he value of a certain act or ovject is given intuitivel;
in the vnrocess of lovin~s or hating, nuch as the truth

-~

o1l wnat is judszed is <iven in the act of jud~inzg. These

L

10

.

are irreducible vhenouena; ore does not first intellectusll-

srasy the value o sonmevhing and then subsequently talze
hi

up» an attitude of love or hate, MAnard Lfron lovius and

nating and so forth there could be no intultion of value,.

L1

Just as a»art Iron judoment there is no cosmition ol truih,
It is precisel; this fact that IScheler reiterate

v

Faliae!

men he soeal:s of Pascal!

€]

"a oriori ordre du coour, or

it Ay AL ms 3 = 4 . 4 -- e g
1o-icme du coevr", This i5 to cowniseract the encessive
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to the In-lish-soealiing world by translating Hartmonn's

Sthice, the largest siuzle volune of Zartnann's collectzd

e ] Liso

me

o? T L
woris, ine onl nh

S bheen

into Znglish is the counsiderably smaller Zlew Jovs of Ontolo~r,

The followinz thesis oZfers an analysis of Part I
of Zartnann's Ithics, "the Structure of the Ithical rfhen-
omenon", Ve shall be concerned yprinarily to elucidate
Hartnona's notion of a "azterizl ethics of valuves" in

-

he subjectivisnm, intellectunlisn and

e in the emxnansion of "val-

the relation that such counscious-
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ness has to the "self-cizistent values® within Hartnonn's



COTTTIPTATIVE AXD JTORULVTIVE BTHICS

Iisvoric2lly differsnt answers hove bLeen siven

as o the "aroctic2lity" of ethiics. There has heen

1.9

cornsiceravle disnute as to vhether there is any such
ning as "ethical knowvledze" and whether any such know-

ledge could eZfectively zuide human actioun.

-~

Hartmann points out that for the ancient 3reels

N

the coeutral question was whether virtue wos lnowledre
9

be tauzht. At least these are the

cuestions waich occupied Zlato in the

the leno. The verdict a»nncars to have been that indeed
virtue is lmowledse and can therefore be tauzht.

This ancient ethiccl doctrine is, accordins o
Eartmenn, the extrene nomotive concedtion of ethics,

ot only is ethics capable of teaching what ousht to

happen but it is also able to determine volition and
action. This view is summarized in the Socratic thecics

s .

that no one lmowingsly wills vhat is evil. Virtue is a2

wisdon and wickedness has its roots in i-norance.

f ~

Jith the enmersence of Chriztion ethics this

o de

entire thesis is throun into question, for in the TCace

Es T P Laen 5 ) A “— - > . : BN -
0 human rrail{r and fthe power of evil, the knovledse
o T i g - s s s N
of moral otli-ation does not sufice. nristionit;

rmalies »05sible the concension ol o morally bad will--
|

L . PN e [ - L D) . . - R S
a Vi.o. o wrnico, novever inZornied i oYy o0e O3 to The ri-hg

23



thing to do, may still decide to act contrary to the sood.
man knows what God comnands of him, but nevertheless, he
acts contrar; 1o Cod's will.

This, Hartmonn tells us, is the antit
the Socratic docvrine., 3ovh viewnolnts convein a Iragment

of the truth., For Christian ethics, althoush virtue is

{

3
—

rot merec knovledge, there is g knowledsge which »nertains
to it., Given that one's wvolition is stronz enough to

will the good, one still requires the Imowledge of wazt

}J.

5 the zood so thzt one can will it., I3thics is, thererfore,

»

norzative at least in ids2 if not in realisy. The tasl
0L »riaging norel ovlisation to licht renains, althoush

Althoush both of the above concentions of ethics
are av least partially normative, there is another view

that is almost purely contemplative. Hartmann claings

that this is ememnlified by the pnilosoprhy of Schiolzenhaucr,
Contained in Schonenhoucr's ascetic nhilosodhy
is the doctrine that free will is merel; an illusion--

ta2t the world was ruled br a thoroush--oins determinisu.

2

Our gseeningly spontancous activity ounl:r avpears to be
the resuld of our free will because ve are insulficiently

3 oem RSN . - v v o A -y 2 « e - .
informzed as 1o our own underlrin-~ "charachter" Iron

b
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€3 - 2 e ma - s e ~an - SN
cvions issuve. The only seuse of true {reedon

vaich our a

recosniced by Schopenhauver consists in thz emancivation

- < Sl - u - (RGNS S 04 o Lo wao { VRS Lace 220 A0 Jas v10on
fron the slavery to the will., Throush the adovtion of “he

L

ascetlc attitude one becones a pure will-less subject o
imwowledze, rising above the plaune of existence to conten-—
nlavte the realnm of etsrnal ideas.

According to Eartmann, Schopenhauer's ethics is

the best example of an ethics which involves the "complese

character" ultinntely deternines what he does, then it
is merely a matter ol Tortuitous coincidence if a2 nan
actions are in accord with moral »rincinles.

1.2

Ihis purcly "Stheorctical” ansrooch to ethics

Hartmann rejects oan the basis of the fact thot Imowlede
o ethical principles cannot be comnletely indiffercnt
with recvect to volitional decision. Tue Christinon

ne truth of ethical whenonena

by maintaining that ethices is "nornasive' and “wractical™

vhile nevertheless placing restrictions upon iis "yracti-
cality™.
So Iartiann mairtaing ot ethics entails a lrind

ol mowledse. Dut whnt ind of Imowlcd~e is this? To

Fal E evn -
ind out Ilartnann turns
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here is no more roon for "relaitivisnl'din ethics

than there is in purc mathenatics. 3Both are eruallr as

absoluve and objective. IHartmann tells us,
«..vhe 2lztonic narallel of ethics with nath-
ematvics must instruct us up to this point,
teaching us that there are undoubitedly soherss
of Being ol this order in gencral--whaich are
neither real nor nerely subjective—-and taat
wve, in a/rwng to cone with this question, do
not assume nore than what whe theory of tnow-
ledce in 0uﬂe“ denartnents recosnizes without

hesit=tion.

-0 doudy, however, Haritmann is assuning somethin~ that

8]

maeny ovher »hilosopherc have stronsl:- denied. 3ut the
neculiari trnannts ontolosical theory is not

now our wnresent concorn.

(within the ideal realm) which have Hhe power to influcnce
hunan action and attitudes. In this contexrt Hartmann is
thinliing of "ethics™ as a particular sort of entermrise

NS R PRI S 4 . ~ - I
wiose tosic it dio to increase our auarreness ol neris,

nrincinizs and valies o ~in the cal oSohere, dt%lcs,
thcrefore, servas only the Llimited function of acsisting

ral »princinles to becone elficient in life by widenin~

the scone of our conscisusness ol such »rincinles.




13

Usunlly, however, such princinles are alreadr

reason tast sivaritling discoveries have rarvel:r, if ever,

- )

been found in the

value wiich is dinmly »resent in everyday 1life. lovever
Hartmann holds out the possibility that in the future
. J-

Dlevel;r 1-clzing in moral life or walch have cezsed to
be recosmized. AT thot point o

hecories noriabtive in its fullest sense.

Hartnona tells us,

However modeoctly 1t reens itself close
to the phenomena and eschevws nresunpbuous
ideals, 1tz essence and its principle svill
rennins this: To be a wransforming nover in

1ife, nd while it caun be this onl" in 50

for as 1t tvrns itc attention to'\r”” values
waich are in real 2ife loclking, its »riucinle
is to open the eres, and $o »recent Lo life

5 S - bl s - N
vint 1t teoaches the eres to cee., =+



-

ner

w®

it as well as a nornative, T fore, Hartmann Iinds
a grain of truth in Schopenhsuer's ethics as ell as
the Platonic cdoctrine.

But there is an i ortent dilference winica
senarates ethical anriorisnm fromx the a »riori insight

Evhahid

in the realn orf theory. The nrinciples ol zeouevry,
for instance, are discerned by means of anrioristic
insizht, smpirical realit;” cannot heln but coaform to
the geometrical princinles that we discover. 3ut tae
values that ethics discerns, on the other harnd, are
notv waolly contalned in the actuzl. There are masses
of wun-actualized values, just as there are tiaings in
this world that are absolutel contrary to ethical
principles.

It is, therefore, no mere co-nitive relationsiip
that consciousness bears to values aud ethical »nrinciples,
for in those cases where a value is wn-actualiced therce is
also a relation of willing,., Iartnann, therefore, disting-
uishes betueen the "merelr cormitive a p»riori' and the
commandins a ariori™ of ethics.
iZe recosnizes a problen inasnuci as etnical

=

apriorisn apnears to lacls the criterion that theoretical

apriorigil pocsesces in ernerience.  "In ethics', llarviann
clains, "anriorisn rests wioll:s unon itcellM, Io there
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possibility of illusion nean +thot ethics is nlz-ued witl

v

elativisn

aunswers %o

and subjectivisn?

these guestions in

e shall consider Iz

vae next chanter.,

k3

tr

20
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“he most salient factor annarently contradicting

Ao

the absolute validit;s of any su»nosed 'insisht into the

3

realn ol the et

3

tarouszn history and across cu

0of morel oractices dowm
Yhe ethics of "an ere Tor an eye" ostensibly controdicts
the norality of "Love thy neighbour". In the absence of
an approvriate criterion it seems that ethical princinles
are reduced 10 nere wiinms expressins no more than the
subjecvive prefereunces and »rejudices ol those who Tornmu-

late them. Does this wind of relativisn adequately exnres

the true nature of the ethical »henomena? There are those

A

w20 nave claimed thot it does, but Hartmann's ansirer is
cuite different,

Svery "current moralityn

IT one cloims to be under the moral oblisation to perforn

3

ts essence edhics is not a matier of nere individual taste.

a certain tasls, one iz also implicitly elaining that anrone

vino 1s sindilorly circunctanced nust also be under such o0
ovblisatiosn, There muct be some vz
1y conilicuing denands of the various ethiczl sos

Zartmann claims, "The unity of ethics is the furdanental

. N . . . . . 5
demand which rnises its volce cate-orically above the

1S)
1ot

ol wnllying the anparent-



A conparison with science furnishes an analogy

- L4 o S 2 -7 g
to illustrate lartmann!

&)

~
i

22

noint: Just as everr ase, Hartmann

clains, has its "current trutis! (which for a tine, at least,

]

1so in the sane nanner every ase and

9]

"nass as truth'), so

every peodnle has its "current noralitr". The objectivity

1 1

of "sruth" ivself is not inpusned by the fact that the

physics of Arisvotle is no longer cousidered to be adequate.

Sinmilarly, ethics "intends" to be objective even thoush
the ethical nrinciples of any "current morality! may be
abandoned or modilied.

The sousht-for uwnity of ethics nust'be found in
the objective realm to which the multinlicity of "current
icies" point. Zach of these '"moralities" nakes a

et 1t-

cr
o
&}

clain unon our actious and each nas a vendency
un as the one truve noralisy, tyraunically usurping
the clains of the others. The exiclusiveness ol eaci
betrars a bias that cannot be tolerated in "pure ethics'.
Dut Marthann clains that this biased exclusiveness 1is

"an unavoidable cousequence” as long as the unity of
ethics remains nidden.

In ethics there is even nore of a dewaud for unity
than there is in strictly theorctical disciplines. Since
ethics is "practical™, the "unit: of »urmose’ must
"fundamental requirement of the moral life".l For in thae

face cof a plurality of eshical comnandnents (corresyonding

+ a4 - - - el a1 CE T 2.y - ool - 2, A

to the suprene ends »ochulated by the different noralities)
- PSS PR 4 T T ~

Se o Ltnies, Vol. I, . 70.



there ust be some way of declaing wiich taltes nrecedence.

Ulis

Y
-

Thne unity souzht for can only be the unity of a srsten,
for onlr in a systenm can the conllictins demands of the

-~

various "nor=lities” he reconciled with one anotler.

“nat is required is a "gystem of ends" and insofar as
ends presunnoss "values" Hartmoun directs his attention

to a "srstenm ol values'", for it is values that coustituvte
the foundation of ethiecs. The guestion, "What ousht I to
do?" ic secondary to the question, "hat is of value?".

ter is nmuch broader in scone 1s

indicated by the fact that the former question is only

anvlicable to those situatious in which the corresponding
value is un-actualized; it doesn't lead to an an»reciation

o valuves already ypresent within the recl world.

PESeY

It is 2 mistalte, accordinz to Hartuann te assun

@

that the unity of ethics is to be Tound in the notion of

the "zood". The fact that the various moreolities have

jon)

is indicative, IHartiann clains, of the fact that we " do

[R) 2 PR pg LR PO oSN K IS N S
“here awnnears to be a oli-nht conlfusion ol ethiczl

4.

23

and neta-cthicnl issues in lartomann's account ol the sit-
uztion. e fails to distin~uich betueen the question,

Mt do the words '—ood! and 'evil!'! mean?" and the guite
dilferent ruesiion, "hat, in actuzl fact, it jood or evil?t!
Tevertheleco, it is this 1atter quootion thed flaritnonn



2L

first ivcuiring as to waas varticular thinsgs or values
are zood or evil, Cousecuentl;, we nust turn our atiention

to the manifold of ethical exnerience to raise our conicisus-

neegs oF noral »hernonena. othical iuvestizadtion nust bein
with a "phenonenolozy of values'", or what amounts to the

sane tnhing, an "amiolosy of norals.

Hartmann credits lldevocche with the discover; of
the wvast richness to be found in ethical vhenonena., The
Tietzscrean analsis ol the "coudent" of sood and evil
onened un thz "realn of values" for further investizaition;
hovever, Lietzoche's docbrine of the M"sransgvaluasion or all
values ' Zartioun velieves to be erroineous:

In thnt 127 hidden zthe idea 2 valuavional
relativisn. I values nerixit of beins revalued,
they 2also are canable ol being devnlvea, they
nernit of beilnz nanufactured and of being des-—
trored., Ther are the worl: of 1an, ther are ar-
Ditror:;, lilte thousht and »hantascies. T this
be so, the meanjng of the sreat discovery is 1
asain immediately ar mihilated a% the Iirs steny..e v
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lenionstrate a povwer of M"resisscoance

[

2. See alco Scheler in ”'”eﬁl;snur—lealisxus”, ~nilocon-
izeher ‘nged cer IT (193”) e 255-32L, Jchelor cloliils
EREERE incenondent exlsteuc: oI realivt: ig revealed orin-
aril: in +the ‘resictence” (iderstondi~lizeit) encountered in
owr active, spontareous, volivional 1ife,
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once ther talze hold of valuational concciousaness. they
do not allow us to "re-value" them at any mere arbitrar;
wisii,.

This is Hartmann's thouzht; however, it awnpears
that 2is arsunent is not entirely convincing. Oune would

hone that Hartnann could furnish us with a more adeguate

criterion by which to discriminate between nere fabri-

oo

)

[
Q

tion and

W)

cations resuliing Ifron oatnolosical

enuine counsciousnecss of real value. e sh2ll return ©O

hile whiloconhers like liietcsche ney be thnnled
for raising our consciousncss of the realm of values,
the "nrimar:; discovery" of values seldom occurs within
philosozhic~l ethice. Iartnanu has already cutgested
that values are erlfective in moral 1life long bpefore

nhilosornhy re-discovers them and orticulzt their contens

Our consciousntess of the ideal realnm or value

M

is linited. There are, .dartmonun tells us, no

}_J
C')
’93
02
]
(@)
0}

of value (iristotle's "anonymious virtues") which are

e fective in our lives in s»nite of the Jact that we lacl

N

the words and concents in wiaich 1o exnhress

A 2 . 7. .~ 3 v LR PO -~
sone ol these are subseqguently eiiposed vo the 1igat of
concciousner:c (by means ol a sert of ”anawn851s"), others

P -y 3 . [ 4+ 4 - <
are forsostten and ~rodunlls cease o motivave cur lives,

7. - [P 2 PN -, - [ T S
vLe caonTe In N conceisusness 0 volues Go02s



nov indicate 2 change in the values themselves. "In
the revolution of the ethos,” as Hartncun exwresses it,
"ihe values themselves do not shift.td

Consciousnsss, for Hartmann, is like a "circle o
bt which is projscted upon the "deal plane of values".
This circle may expand or contract, but as it "wanders
about" on the ideal nlane new values come into its focus

just as older values drop out. MNistorical epochs can

a

iy

be neasured and differentiated on the basis o eonle's

o1

]

collective conccilousness ol the s»notlicshted values.,

"7ne innost kernel of the :oral 1ife, the self-
develoonnment of the ethosz, is identical with the »rinarzr

o ~ 2 . - .
adiscovery of values."< I+t is clear that Hartmons thinls

nis discovery is by and lar-e

-

ol a2 mneonle or nation. DIut there is a snecial
role reserved For the individunl--lor $he one whon Iarim-nn
designates "the chamnmion of ideac'.

Tnese "chaomvions of ideas" are the -
leaders 1lilie Jocrates, Christ and co Torth. These fijures
are respousive o fthe elemental otirrinzs of valuztional

conscilousuess within their scoccieties., e M"ethos'" of

—— e o s iy 4 T e at s e B




crowd crysiallizes in €
idualy e merely articulstes and maokes expliciiy wact 1o
alrend;” vaguely

IZarinaan exnresses this, somewiiat poevically

s the genuine ZPlatonic anamnesis on
grand scaWe. But the chenpion of idees
ne nidwife of the crowd, and compels

1e feteful hour of its ethos to
ortir that wnicn is nost alive in

e . o~ ') .
-

There is, o

champion oI iceas may come beiore the time is rine Zor Ttnis
collecvive "discovery" of value. In spite of the genuine-

ness oI nhis noral truth, such an individuzl nay not svrile

a resjousive chord amonzst the crowd. Yhe seeds o.

=]
(o7}
eV
]
18]
(o
o
o
O
i

21l upon fertile soil.

iy

Zarimenn vaionks thet it is a conlirmation of the
validisy of a discovery when the valucs disccrned by thae
chcnpion oX ddeas find favourable receuntion in the crowd.

v

Vihy is it, he aslis, that the cthos of the crovd doesn't

snlit up into as nany narts as there are individual

people.

There is ornly one ansver. At the voint to waich
all, becauce o the same neced and yearning, noucst
direct their saze there lies only one value; as

e e e - s o S o

e consciousness of sucn an inciv-

course, the opposive plenomenon., “he

27



they contem»nlate the given situction thery are
not Ifree to inagine at will diflercant rorns of
zood znd evil., There exists onl: the one unorn
which corres»noads to the question thzat conlrouvs
then; there is only one wnich gives an answer
capavle of beings connrensnded, This is the
sousat-for court ol decision. o other ca
talkke its pnlace.

8 sl £ 13 ~ R s ST D
Apary from the lact that waet :lartnmenn describes

-

here bears strilzing rescemblances to the "morality of the
herd," there is nmucn that 1s objectionable about this
viewv. Only the Tact that Hartmoun published ais Ithics

in 1728, lonz before the rise of Zitler, saves him from

the accusavion that his doctrine of {thie "champion of ideas
and the crowd" is an apolozetic Tor Zerman Iational Socizl-
isn.é TFor nothing in his doctrine is incompnatible witha

the allezasion that the "virtues" and "values" promulgated

by Hitler and his gang were genuine.

The role that pnilosopny has plaryed in the devel-
onnent of the "ethos" is relatively minor when conpzred

T

ideas"., Hart.aam

)

with the inporsance of the “champion o

points out that only very rarely is the chanp of 1deas

‘.J

O

@

clso a philosopher. rhilozophy usunll:” consicts in reilection

e

i -
1. thics, Vol. I, »n. 92.

ma 4 . ! Fal 0 i TR . - 1 AP "
2. The Tranclavor of the Inslish edition of 3thics tells us
L 7T R, - L T . - 1,4 M .. o 3
canrt Lartnann becan writivs this work while he was a soldier
. -~ m = .. . o~ oan T . a4 . - - 7 - . - B
in tne trencnes of tno Jussian front in 1316, during the
-y s r A T
Jirsy Jorld lor.



ubon »nriuciples that ars already noun; rarelr does it
ever discover aonything new, Ethics usuzlly onlr attemnts

Vo give systenmatic structure to values and nrincisles

<Q

-~

0X which we are already aware.

Zut there is another kind of ethi
orinary concern is to widen “the scowe 0of valuaiional
consciousness by bringing unew values to light. e nay
n2ve 1t as "prospective" ethics to distinguish it
fron "redrosnesctive" ethics which nerelr a
'stenatize what is alreadr knowm.

In maried contrast to the contennorary Sritish
aporoaca to ethics and value theor:; Harinann stresses
thie "normative" asvect of ethiecs. Dithics should vley a
vital part in our lives; its teachinss should have the
capacity o move us. 0 doubt he believes that his owm
vorli oZlers 2 contribution to %his direction of thousht,.

In any event, ethics is bound to be a different
¥ind of investisation than, Tor instance, epistenolosy.

q ~

h for "“principles',
and there ig, darftmann tells us, "eihicol" as well as
"thcoretical! cumerience. Dub whiercas 4he "cate~ories!
are princinles {that the world of ucun.rience neccssa arily

N - -
Ne cane xind of

con.orns to, "valuzg" do not exers:
compulsion. Thery nay b2 aciuzlized bus ther can 21s0

M PR o PN LR B, |
ge Un-.CviliLilzed.
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In the fact that values ore no less valid when

tiey are un-actuzlized than when the are actuslized

Y]

Hartnann sees a justilicotion for acsisning to then a
peculicer ontological status:

Values exist indeﬁenlently oL the degree
of wheir Iulfilment in reality. Over azains

15

T

the real they sisnify oal a clain, an Ou“ht—
to-3e, no inevitable nccs 7, nO real com-

pulsion, ‘hat they are 1n Ideo subsicts in
its own risht beyond real Beirns and fot-Seing.-—

w2

1

But if they are not alwars to be found in the "reagl”
vorld how is 1t possible for us to becoue conscious of
then? Bthical values may be exem»nlifisd in husman conduct

but we nust aglready have lknowledsze of then beforehand in

evernine wvhether such conducs accords wi

o
3
[
(]
3
<k
(@)
jal

I'o mere "enpirical" avyproach will suffice for

it is dimposcible to know whether in +he given conduct of

A

a nan valucs are actualized or not. On the contrary,

Hartnaan finds the vrimary datun of etlics within the
"primary consclousnecs of good and evil itselfM.
It is real, is canable of beins :«oﬂ*»ncon,
and yet in its essence not enmirical.  lor
even the prinmary consciousness of value is
an anrioristic concciousness. Ve ru,, there—-
fore , with a certain ri-ht s»oalr here of

R I

1, ,;,ﬂJ__CA), -/‘-Ol. I, P' 98'

30



nl

an "a»nrioristic factun.
Zssentially this "orimar:r consciousnezs of value! is the
same thing as Scheler's “emotional a nriori”. The value
cresenty within the "real" world is not discerned b;m any
dispassionate intellecturl consciorsness of the enpiricallr
gilven. Values are only sziven throush loving, hating,
preferring and so forth. Consciousness of val e ig, so
to s>vealr, "sul generis',

liot everyone is consciosus of every noral

value, just as not everyone has insi~ht

into every mathenatical provosition. Suib

woere anyone does have a real valuational

consciousness, *his is in hin a direct

witne*s to the value itsell. The value

elfl therefore can Lz discerned by its

hreuehce in consciousness. This reality

does rot need to be Ffurither sousht or.

It reveals the princivle imaediately .«

3ut this once azain raises the questvion as to
the genuineness of the conceiousness of value. Iiartmann
mst sunpply some criterion to discrininate vetween Lrue
abrioristic insisht and the prejudices of the fanaiic.
Cortiaann does have an auswer to this mroblen but it is
not very satisfactory,

e admits that there is such a thalng as the
"falsification" of the »ihenonena bub he clains that
1. Zthies, Vol., I, 5. 101,
2. ivid., », 102,



"ordinarils the

I v are genuine, ~nd 2re based upcn a
genuine sense of values'.l

In other areas recuiring a nriori insizht it
is also possible to make mistalles but it is the tasl- of
the teacher to train our nercention of the pnenonena,
Accordingly, it is the "business of the ethicist to scen
out falsification."2

Quite surprisingly Hartmann tells us that "the
criterion of the genuine and spurious is nothinz else
han the pritary consciousness of value itself. ")

Horvrann neglects to observe that in other
areas o7 go-cnlled "a priori knowledze such as lozic
and nathenatics anriorisztic intuition is also sunplenented
by deduction and v»roof. Ve do not clain that mathenatical
insights are valid sinply because our consciousness of
truth is "usuall: " gonuiné. In these areas consistency
and non-contradiction serve as the standard azainst waich

£

the genuinenecs of our insisht is tested.

——_—— s —— — o ——

. ISthiecs, Vol. I, »n. 103.
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must be certain "ends"™ to which ore is aining, whether

these be hanoiness, self-realization or w

value oF sone kiad, otherwise there would be notaing to
be striven for and ther would lose th e1r characver as ends.

On the basis of such an analvsis one ni-nt sunnose, Lan
v 2 ) i

[..J-

led to the notion of a "zrstenm of ends" and even 07 a
"swarum bonwa" in which "manniness" is amportioned in

accordance

endes 23 "hanpincss™ nmar be the value which tliey Dosgess,
according to lant, can only be non-moral. iloral value
mse be given a different analysis for if the noral lav
were deternined VY such obiectie factors as "happiness™
then the "will" would be deterrined "heterononiously !,
And 1T the "will" receives its delermination Lrom berong

ivseif 1. this way, then there is no Treedon and hence,

The Fantian solution is that "wractical reason®
N}

o B 3 4 4. LI T, . LA 2 m
SUSh Tive 1o law So itselfl--rust be autonomous--in order

4 ~ na R [ I I — L Pa TR AT
vO precerve vae esseaviel requirement ol roral Sr-ocdon.

3k
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Such 2n outloolr occasicns a reversal in the relation
of the Ought to volition, Hortmonn tells us. Illelther the

4

penhind orz2l oblization

-:oral nriancinles can only bte the result of the retional
islotion of a volitional subject.

Hartnann clains that the inherent subisctivisn in

e focus of atvtention gwar Ifron

ne aln oT objscts as thier are in thenselves to the

subjective realn of awnnearcnces. lo lon~er were we to

L

sunnose thn

v our Imovledse muct conform to objects; on

5
the contrar;, objscts were clained to conform to our
nowledze.

nical of the Mantion anproach in eonistvemolo sy

1.n

is th~v the bpruat of the »roblen falls on the two "faculties®

1. .

or representation (sen31bility and undecstknd1r~) of the

.
e o~ -l ] NN - 11 43 3 m . B
--cecomranzring this ennnasis unon "somthesis!" was the
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princinles was andnarently emmlained in terns of i%s sunnosed
orizin in reason.

The lantian "cotegories®, therefore, are anot ad all
w0 be understood as ontolorical sitruciures of Being, rather

o be led as

ha
regar

they are
Likewlse, ethical princinles

value

R e . s A
tae COTJJSTJ, in oraer

wnich supnosedly would nesn

inperative" nust issue fron

self-lesiclati

s
VLT

h any

sae law of universal c¢

any

—
)

siven instance, it i

~
(&9

purely mensal conctruct,

the values vhich

is aquitce

"pure concents of

to avoid

wderlic it

indenendent of

the understa

or

a

cannot be unction objective

m
“d

the volitioral subject; o

~r ol AN - . hel
7 ol the will"

1.4 ;

heterono

te freedom) the "catesorical

the sub

ge

"
imont.

reason

1ts oricin in

ssity avtributable %o the

-
e

eu

ausality can not be deduced {ron

N

taiie to sussest thoet 14 ic

Likewise, caveorical ianer~

~

Ca

are objective and

~ree to nich

ctualiced in real life
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the objectivity of what is discerned a priori s occasioned
oy the prejudice thot only the "empiriczl"—-3thzt wihicha is
given throush sense--con be validly objective, Lot only
did this prejudice result in a totally erroneous portrayzal
oz ethics, it was also respousible Tor »s;chologisa ia
logical theory, wherein the lzws of logic were niscounstrued
as "forns of thought" instead of universal sivructures of
Seing

Lils e

In fact, Hartmeun tells us, =zll those discinliaes

m

waose ovnjects arve ideal, e.3., the theory or catvegories,

ethics, aesthetics, lozic, etvc., cre nmisrepresented by

subjectivicn., It i1s not hard to sce vthe sirong coutrast
ol this with ilartmann's theory of the "spnere oi ideal

17 constructed as a selli-existing sphere”.l

t 1o really recuircd by iartumonn's anrior-

i

istic etvhics ic that ethical principles should not Jind

tucir origin in "naturalistic objectivity ™, that is,
incignt into essenceg can be objective without haviang to

depend Jor this objectivity unon the realnm ol coutingent

focts thet are the concern of the notural cciasnces.

——— ——— s A S
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designated "a priori"., The essence of the "sooat, ant
supnoses, must thercifore be found in a purely Zormal quality

of the will.

-

Hartmann acknowledses that Kant has made a countribustion

A~ N . . . . . . o
ol ‘"permanent value" {o ethics by his raedical rejection of
enpiricisn in ethics and by his strictures azainst casuistry,
wiherein specllic morzl commandnents are deternined to nmeed

the contingencies ol empirically given situations. ILor does

]

lent err by entirelw emcluding naterial contert I{rom the
Tormuletgion of the "cotegorical imperative!, for explicit
nention o the "maxins' of one's actions shows thot tihe
"matter” of the will is at lecast assisned a vloce.  Hartmann
correctly observes that, ".in imperative which did not command
an;thiag 2s to contents would be enpt;, therclore in realitys
not an inperative at all.wt But Xant docs not nzle this
nistale,

Jhere llant is mistalen, hovever, is in hils refusal
to adnit that anything "a priori" could be found in the
"material" elenent at all. It is the sene error in his

TTantte
=3

eviaics as is to be Yound in his enistemolosy. In Hand

e o e ot e o e e s
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e 1t is assuned th-t "nmatter” is simnly given

!

L ’J
m
H
6]
o
Q
H
}J
ct
H
o)
p

b the seunses, wherens thie "categories" or "pure concents
o the understanding” coustitute the "form!" which is inm-
nosed oun this matier by the knowirnz subject. So thorouzh-

going is ant's identvification of the 'a priori wvith the

L1

"Tormal™ that even space and time are not said to be essential

Fal

structures ol the world, but are rather merely "foras of
intuision',

wiltewise in etvthics, the moral worth of an action

is to be assessed on tie basis ol purel; formal qualities
of the will (i.e., in accordance with the princivles of

autononr and universalizebility) to the complete exclusion

[ v 7

of the "emotional" diuencion of volition. ‘e, thererfore,
read:

if, in other words, we try to deternine duties
by besinning with the matter of the will, the
LD, rather than with the form ol +iie will, +he
LY/, as our basic--thzn we shinll indeed have no
CTAXEYSICAT PINST PRICIPLAES of the doctrine

ol virtue; Tor feelins, no matter by wvhat it is
arouscd, alwarys belounss o the order of Liallas.-—

M, - . AT U0 DU S I | PR DU . - o ~
The wiiole pattern ol this thousht cmanates fronm a
' e % ey ey e ey e AT A - R T Fa R R + Py
faulty dnverpretation of the relationship ol motter to fornm
ol b R ™M1 ™ Lona s sn PRl ¢ NG N - 1+ S
1. Cf. XHant's The Doctrine o7 Virstue, ». 33. (1 translatio
Ve T T -y - « - B ~ ” i 1 L. 2. - Fa BRI -
07 L.LTY ¢l GTresor oL .ant's cetanisiln der Sivten,
> TT  TTadeyThrred . o Dy e T T e~ -
cart 1Il, .etoplysisciie /nfan-sorinde dor <uvsendlenr
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whereb these terns are set in antithesis fto one another

(nueh as Izant also opuoses seusibility aund uadersianding),
ratiier than being seen as purel;” "relative" terms. Hartuann

tells us
everytiing formod can asain be regarded as
natver of a hisher formation, and that in
the same way every svecific natbter can be
conceived as formed out of lower material
elenents. At best, absolute matter and

be accented in this pro-

1)
apsolute forrn can

sression nerely as the extrenes, JAnd it
is exactly The cxtremes which deZdinitely
fall outside oi_reflective and concentual

intersretation.
‘aterizl osrinciples, therslore, differ only in scone Irom
Tormal »riunciples. Thus, Tor insvance, the a priori necessity
of the laws of muclidean geometr; is not nezated with the

7 of alternate zeometries (iu which the parallel

c.A

postulate is replaced), althouch linits are nlaced upon
its spihere of applicability. In relation to a "Tormal™

geonetry, wherein the principles comion to all of the

NN TR

cpecilic geometries would be summarized, Zuclidean geomedr
would be seen as nerely a special case, and to that extens
it could bte said to be "material'. Principles which hold

onl; within Zuclidecan ~eonctry nary be called "material!

4 d



princinles in contrast to princi
would not nean, hovever, that they were an;

Tartmann underlines Jcheler's jole)

i1

ition "a priorit-¢

ples ol wider scone,

less a priori.
int that the oznos-
has nothing to do with the

such dichotonies cut across

43

one anovier, for there can be a "materiesl a priori' as well
as a "formel a priori"., On the other hand, Martnann's
criticue amounts to a rejection of the nobtion of a nurel-s
"Tornal a »riori", since such an a priori couvld speciiy”
nothing with resvect to "content" and would therefore be

. , . . . i . . i
no 1ore thon an enpvy absiraction. Perhcoyps the a»riorisn

of so-called "formal" lozic avpproaches oot clozely this

-

208

traction of the purely fornal, but even here there is

sore coutent, for the lawv of non-coutradiction supposedl
—— FEGT

v

expresses essential Teatures of "discourse" if not essential

characteristics of reality itsclf.

Ore mizht alnoct be teupted to say that +the "a priori*,
wviether it be "forual" or "material®, is extracted from the
gilven, rather than invosed upon it, but such a mode of elupression

i 1
A

lends itoelf $oo readily o a conifusion of the "a pri

Fal 4-

witn the "eupirical" (e.-7., the luvs of nature) and neslecss

vae specilal kind of intuition required to discern a nriori

T i N . - S
v€ snall concern ourseolves with

s Jengm
Serucsures,

. Bl LA T et o . B! - .y 44 Ot s s v
1% a8 10L10Wing cnan ccry, but nov we must turn our asvtent a
A EILIN EIE B 3 Ll S een T A~ ~ o n - 3

c0 wuaAC vaird cerivicisn [larstoaunn LLCrE oL nanvion ethico--—



The nroblen of "intellectualicn! in

onhy, lartmann believes, is ver: closel; tied to both lant's

..lJ s
"subjectivisn® and his "formzlisnt, If the

the formalism loses its undernin

4

ism is undercut, then it need no lonzer be

the intellect to impose form urnon alien mav

of thic nest of dilfliculties is to be Tound

S b

ion. In rezard 4o our »resent nrob

distincet
P 5 A - KGR ey
tinctions are marked b the contrast Letuece

PR
cninlzin~,
Lttt adn

subjecvivisn

the function of

ter, The source

The whole of ilantincun philoconlhy, Hartmaun tell us,

is donminated bp- the »nrejudice in lavour of

ment. Vie meet it in enistenolo~y with its

~

the "pure concents of the understondin~.!

ethnics where the "will" is identified with

me

by the guestion, "Ilow are certain iud-uents

L} a . - T-. . by B, gl ~ Ay e
aorioristic imowledre, ant assunes, ot oc
undersianding, reacon and juasguent; on the

vercention and intuiiive objectivity can on

anosveriorictic lmowledre.

The gubject matter of Hant'sc three Critiocues

Thoutht and

a »riori

oncerrit on

]

nossible

1

- LAY

r ratal b e
1:r afford us
.

~rd A geant

cat v
— LY

-t

L.

v
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is accoimanied by an underestvinztion of the countent of the
ohenonenal object ziven in unreflecvive experience. Haritnann
clains that the objesct of sense-nzrcention alrezdy contains
"an abundance of anrioristic elements--at least o whole
serizs of Iantian cate~ories, dbut in truth still much besides, "+
even before the symthesizing activity of thinling and nmalking
Judzgnents bezins., What is 7iven in intuitive unreilective
solzved colours, sounds, etc., nor is i
a perspectival side of a physical object, but rather the
physical object itself as well as "goods" and "persons',
The forner trypes of "objects" can only be dbrousht to con-
sciousnecs by reans of an artificial absiractive procedure.

There can be no question of ordinary eiperience havinz to

%

be '"constructed” out of such elemnents.

Likewice, Yant was nistalien in reducing "affective”
nercention to the level of the sensations ol pleasure and
pain. Duch sencotiong stand on the sane level as the so-
called "sense-data'; ther can oul;” be brousht vo lisht -
neans of a peculiar abstractive nrocedure., Contrary to
Iont's contention, a "materiall:r" deternined will need nosw
be one that is motivated =olely by the anticinzation of

- o . S s St Gt fram

p
1, thics, Vol, I, », 172,
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Darticular under the universal; it is the "facult: of
cudnlzing e rarvicular zas convailned vnder the univerzal!,
whether vnis universal De a ruls, orincinle or laun.

Tant's eshics atlendius to Tormulste ermlicitlc

the prianciple or lav in accordonce with which actions are

to be judzed as either “moral" or "immoral'. The intellect-

ual recosnidtion of the va ol tThe nowral law arouses
a Zeelin~ o7 mevrect which subsequentl: becomes an iunceniive

- differs frox:

product of the "intellectuzal' realn and not of

of "nzture". If thic were uol co, then "moral feelinz

would itmels be natholos-icals heterono of the will would

be the inevitable result and Ireedon would be immossible.
cut this datersretation of noral 1lile, according

to Hartann, is hishl:r nisleadins.  In achual fact there

iz "as 1ivtle of guch 2 subsunmins Tunciion of judroient!

in ovr concrete nmoral 1ife "og there is in the nasural

1.

concreve imowledse ol thincc."— lzain, the emnhasis ic

nlaced upon the "intuitive" rather than the "refloctive

asoecvs of nce.  larimann does not set noval feeling

—— et ey . —— i —




azainst sensible feelinc as ilant doss. There iz therelore
no need for an; feelinz of resvnect t0 be mediated by means

of judzgment.

the values irherent in ethical
atially intuitive. Hot only do we intuit
desired "zoods" and the values they possess, but we also
can inuediately intuit the a priori structural relationshins
anmonzst the valuss. IV is precisely by neans of desirinz,
loving, having, etc. that such intuitively ziven contents

are discerned. One does not wait until a reflective juds-

nment is fornulated and then zdont an atititude with recoect

o

to its content. For only throush the emotionnl involvenent
with the world is value orizinall:” ~iven.

Yhis means that, for Hartmann, the purel; co-misive
a priori, waeredby essentigl catezorial structures of
experience are discerned, is supdlemented by an enotional

a nriori, which digcerus values ani their structures. The
3

3

apriorictic elenent pervades our enotional involvenent with
reality no less than it permeates our intellectual cosnition

o

of the world. rhilosophical ethicc may be required to

naize the content of the emotional a priori accessible %o
reflective conccioucness z2nd concentunl underctanding., Iut
is the "prinzl conscious-

adea

ness o value" which is a part of everrday livin~. Hartnmenn



asserts that
ethics as a science is the losical worl of
naizing emolicit this irmlicitl; ~siven anrior-
istic factor and setti;: upon it the seal of
concenvs and formulae., -

- nt

“e role of ethics, therefore, is merelr to comnlement

orimoxrdial valuational involvenent already present in life.

A1lthouzh as we hzve seen, Hartnann hones that philosonhical

4275

ethics can be used a2s a tool to facilitate the discover:”

of wnlch we are only vazuely conccious.

)

of value

0

} ~ - T ~ay Y Rl A s KN o e
Cre congecuencz o lartmann's defornalication of +he
et and e At e mem . ot s SN e
a sriori is thratv the bvurden of the 2 priori is shifted away
R L N

12 exnlicit formulztion of the moral law in the ifantian

"catesorical impnerative" to the realu of objective values.

5

Tre consciousness of moral oblization is essentially denendent

- L

udon the avareness oI objecctive values and the extent to which

-

ealized in the renl world., This shifs

Pl

7 are alrendl 1

ck

of emphasis ig reflected by Hartnann's rejection of the

antian "formal ethics of dubty” and the adonition of a
"rnaverial ethics of wvalnes',

de must nov turn vo the values thenselves and inguire

2s to what liind of ontolosical status they have and how

—— e — — — — o
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THE SSSEICE 0 RTHICAL VALUSS

Ve have seen how Earitmann has made use of the
Zlatonic notion of "anammesis! by means of which the realn
of values is opened up to coansciousness. We st now
alkte 2 closer look at this "ideal ethical sphere! to deter-
2ine the nature of its relationship Ho realit;,

According to Hartmann, values are "essences'. I%

is not a new theory that Harimann is propoundinz here--the

Lis

Eal

idea that there is another realn of being than that of

"existence", he clains md in Plato's world of the

.
(6}
-1y
)
-

"Torme", in Aristotle's "eidos", and also in the Scholastics!

alm of "essentia"--but in nodern tines the theory hos
Tallen dinto disrevute. Thanks to "phenomenologr' the realn
0X essence "has ajzain come into recegnition with relative

purity, "l

1. Dthics, Vol, I, ». 103. I% should be noved, however,
thoet the "realn of essence" discovered fehis Juuuch does noy
snare the full-blown "Platonic realism” Lthat characterizes
Hartnann's theory. In fact, it wos ﬂ"ﬁlnﬁ* thoue who inter-
preted nis Lo~ical Tonvesti~ationg in taig r wvay that Hdusserl
directed the LOWJOJln‘ remnar:s:

"It has ever and arnon been a spocial cause of offence

hat as "Vlatonizing realists" we cet up Idens or Lssence

as oogects, and aseribe fo them as to other ob jects True

Zeing, and also correlatively the capac*t; to be gras»ad

»-Jk

L
u“TOLSh intuition, just as in the case of O“l***CQ7 real-
itles. ‘Je here u“<“ogard tjau, alacz! nmost frequeat trve

0l suverficial render o Toists on the aushor hls ovm

v
wnolly alien conce)ulonu, and then has no di:flculty in
reading abosurditics into ithe author's svavenentss,” (I(n“"
Chanter 2, Secti on 22.) DGcheler's theory tends to resembie
K;r+Mfﬁn's, but Ae latter's syeening referencs to "Ihenon-
englo- Overlook" the cleavases within the movesend.

51
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closest vo the truth. 2Plato's "Idea" is said
t

"through which!' everythins perticipating in it is just eas
i% is." Values have nreciselyr the status of "DPlatonic Icleas';
it 1s throush their "participation" in a value thas things

are as they are--naomely valuable. Iuoressed in other vords,

2.5 we have seen, rartnonn is equally onposed both
co "naturalisn” and "subjectivisn" in ethics. Values are
not constituents of the real world any nore than tviey are
rere "inventions"” of an evaluatin-e subject. Ther exigt

7y althoush real events, persons and acts

nay be said to "participate! in then. While ilartnann never
clarifies what he neans o eXnress by the difficult 2latonic
notion of ”participation”; he does tell us that "ithe Platonic
Tits that which naterial ethics

desizrnates as the "sensins of value," that which is embodiced

in acts ol prelerence, of anyroval, of conviction."l Thig

<

is vhe "enmotional a »riori indtuition" of which we have already
smolien.

Ra T I ~ r - - _ ~
1. wies, Jol, I, o, 135,
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natever the relztionshin of "particination! mar
be, it is clear that for Hartmann values are cuite indenen-
dent of thinzs that sre valuable, i.e., "goods”.1 Yet,
on the other hand, they are not entirely cut off fron
r, Tor it is only throush their relations 1o values
that things accuire the status of "goods". Harimaun expresses
this unilateral denendence of "goods" upon "values" (in
Kantian terminology) by sarying that values are "conditions
of the mossinility" of soods. A "jood?, b its very cou-

itution, »oints to a wvalue walch it »ossesses and in virtue

cl

s
of whnich the thinz becones a good in the first place.

The attendt to emnlain the worth of a "jood" by

any neans other than throush the anpeal To a value can

only lead one around in a circle., One might clainm, "This
-

is good becauvse it is sood Tor that other thing," but then

the furthe

o]

question arises as to vy the latter itsell is
cood. So lons as one remains within the "sphere ol goods”

there can be no answer that docsn't beg a further question.
A related point is nade by F. S. loore in his "open

&

nell out the " oodnecs!

ct
ct
o]
&)

guestion'" argument; the atienp

1. Hartmann slurs Ocheler's distinction between "zoods'
(waich are "thinglile” unities of value-qualities) and

"valuavle thinzs®, or Ocheler, ~oods and things have

the "sane o”“~1n°11t; of rivennes s”; the {orner are not

founded unon the latbter--that is, sonething need not firct

be a thing before it becomes a good. CfL. scheler's Tornaoliss
iv Tthics and on="armal Pthics of Talues, Chavnter I, 0. 20-22,
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the enherience 0of thincg rocgessin
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emnpirical world directl;” contravenes then, osg, Jor iasvance,

o < a2 4.1 ; o 4 - Sy - -
walell VVe QLSCCVer Tae eggence 01 JUusTlce 0y geelns someone

teing treated wnlairl:.

But althousgh Hortnann thinlks that the oreceding
arzunents have established the gnrioritr of the knowledse
ol veluzg, he does noL Th proved
their aobsoluseness,., It ot nes

Tar, the aghhraisencnt of value renains sone-

T3 1o - LA I N [ IS - K . 17 - o
thin nurely subjective and arditrary'-~the result of

K LS : 1 R ) T . . . .
subjective blaces and preiudices. If this were the cose

2en ethics would Le infected with "relotivion"., The

"absolutenecss of values", <therefore, recuires a sevarate

proof. This anounts vo csitablishing the "objective validiv "

N |

of vhat has been discorned throush "a nriori intuition'.

-
d.
[.h

s B . s R I A 7T~
¢ dnporwant o reoalice that for Ilar

P 3 . 1 . L . Ly [N el U S T .
*and "oabsoluteneos' are two diflforent things,

el ey L B | . h N SR ER R T ~0 P
for even if values chould turn out uns to be cbooluvte

Loa 2 N J VAR T e R N o4, Y e Sy S RN

cnis would nov chause the Tfaet thet ther rennin the "cou-

dition of the »issivnility" of 211 anrraisenent ol wvalue

+ . - AT B mnyie 4y e 2 e s
cO Crenl 0L o SUSJeCcTIVe QDIULolLN .

T Rl 2 Bads] C(\r

PR L S & G



EX - . A 2 am
tasl: of esvabliscniug

belore uvs 2% this »oint and ant's
the Monjective valiaity? of the cotesories. Inartnann
clains that even in the a vpriori ol vieoretical mowledse
there is the "susvpicion™ that vhat is discerned is nmerel;”

Tsvbjective” and "arbivrory". Tant's soluvion, as e

tnow, was o construct a "iranscendental deduction” of

Aecording to Iartaonn, lant's droof consists of
s

1.1 ~r s s Fa) -~ fs ~ 5 -
"the expogition of the relation of the catesories to

ovjects of another order, to a posterioristic objects.
T is because tne actual world nust inevitanl:r conforn
vo the catesories that the objectivivy of the latiter is
cecured. Buv such a deduction is wnot noscible in the

domrain ol ethics, sinpl; becaugse the aciual world, as

often as not, fails to accord with the »nrincinles (ic.,

the values) that hove been discerned a vriori,

One would ascuae that the invosasibilis: of a

N

"sranccendental deduction” of values would immeril e

~

U . v 4 . . p .
atvvennt to estanlich the absolutencess of values. 3ut

Devn oy e [E DU S o S T I . 1
Y Q4 DeranTe YWLOT 0L o0usav _-g‘.x:‘u‘ﬂlalxnl twrns the ar, Juicn

57



ingide-out and clains, surdrisiagly enouzh, thaav:
e anriorits of values 1s even nore uicon-
ditional, ore obsoluvte, than that ol the
theoretical catesories. and it is so Jor
this reason: thav ﬂO"—ﬁ;reewent wish the
mpiricalls ziven 1o criterion which
could be cited ~rmainsT vhe validity of val-
uadtions. The anri ;- of values floats,
28 it vere, in vhe air. The irole res»non-
8ibilitr for the lezitinacy ard ovjeciivivy
of the svanderd of values falls upon the
distinctivelr aorioristic vision of value
——that is, in the lost resors, upon tne
sense of value.r

-

fhus, b neans of a kiad of intellectual "sleisat of hand’

Tartnann has under—-ctt a potential armunent oooinct Tthe

Tobiactivitry? of values Ty turaians it into an arsument
Tor this wver: "objectivity"., It would be ludicrous to

Eal

suzgest that this "tour de force” couctitutes a prooi of
tlie absoluteners and objectiviir of values ond Hartnaun
4

does not clainm this., Sut it ie intercesting to note that

R ~ P : s ~ . . J- - s
the passase cited anove sugs s that Hartnann's notion

of "objectivity" entails nore than mere fact that evhical
5 vhich are valid for one nerson are also valid
T of a "distinctively anrioristic

4 bt

chat there must be sonedhing

o] ’]
o
o
A
-
)
w3
jo]
0
C_L
et

vision oi valucs’

58



59

. . . I T .
thnt is, in soie sense, "seen'"., And if whzt iz "seen! is

- AR OE S R 5 ) N e e B .
noL a constitrent of eirical realit), Then

+t some other realn of Deiuns wherein such "objecto

le

. s PO B4 . - Pl [ - g [ RPN
fortmann's ethics is esssentizlly denendent u»on ais "oavo-

losiczlY thesis that Being is divided into two basic realns:
The "real' ond the "ideall (In cddition thers are the

Lo g S e an - ~ JRER ; - 2 ! < .
two sutsidiary realas of "lozic™" and "imovledze", bul essen-

(zlonzt with mothenmatical entities and o%her ~eneral egsences)

to the "ideal snhere’ and, accordinsly, theilr

he succensiul vindicotion of this realn

(RN
1]
o
@
'3
[¢)
o
Q.J
<

tJ
(@]
st

of being 2s a wiole., Zhig is wiyy the agreenent or non-

o, -y e £y vt LY vmam S mad e - s g L
a~reencnt of voluec with empirical "reality" canunot stand

Jlthoush "velues'", accordins tvo lHnrtmann, belong

A £ 1= - ! . LS A - ER N~y
o the "ideal realn', "soods' yrich posgess tiaesce values

- o - P RN - H ™ - e

zre only to be lfound in the "rezl”., But we shiould not

IR DO RV NP ST S 5 DN . - K N K B S I TN .
vnduly rectrict the scone ol ovr inauilry invo valuational

- A - B 3 1 - . . -~ < 3 ~ ey A ey ]
nneononmena by cotcerning ourselves erclucively withy values

. - KN - ;_, . e ~" B 5 N - Bl
in their relations so "waluchle oo or "soods!, for

w

B ~5a ey Taam T i~ L - e DR PRI PO ey s
~e are many other thiings o be Tound vithin YMrealit)

[P ON - (VA

et e . T
3 el v $nn NN
whiehh Uoharsicicatel in valuss,
T e hed P U A N BN - €L i Fal
-~ = AR R - AR el . B -~ 1
Coromoun Tells uc Tiiot lliere ave manr acts ol o
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- E IS H S AT L SR ) R SIP 7 5 3 -
nractical nature’ which 2in at "ooods"M., e heve alread:

-

q 3 PR . [P LN —t s . 12 . ER KR
discussed how "strivinz' and "lovin~" can be directed to-

vords "thires of voalue! (300&5) and how values consiituse

the "couditions ol the possibilit" of both the "acts" 2nd

the "soods" to wihich ther are dirccted., Dut lartnaonn claizs

that:
The hizher, the distinetively noral, nhenonena
consist of acts of another :106- the; are related
to values of another cort, to moraT values »roner,
7olues are nov onl;” conditions of the wossibilis:
0 poods, Wt are nl7g conlitions ol all ethiczal
nuenonena in general, -

Since the "distinetivelr moral" wvalues cannot inhere in

mere "thinws of value!" we therefore broaden our DerglHective

to include "Ceeds", "disnositiouns™ and "mersons?, Prinoxd-
3 - ;3 - SN AT e A Yy~ - o] g
ially i is within "sersons" {hat noral values arc elennli-

i i

Tled in "ethicrl reality"; such values nmay be called "virtues'.

ore clco- "conditions of the nossibhilis:!

¥
EANES § B - Ny~ s cel
0 "aoral versonolitl,

In strivine to actuslice noral values within our

-~

=

owvn lives, Iortnann tells us, wve see ourselves "seld over

e e en Ao 3 Fyl Ju.. g . Eal I
as2inct an Idea of onalitM——our "eumirical sell ig

o . s - ot . -
Judoed on the bhacis ol an dincishit dnto the "ideal realm”

e o ey e et et e o it
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It nar well be o ni e o bace ethics upon reliziorn, for
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as Zarinenn clains this vould deny morslity Lo the non-

e - Ty - . = . s - cn T e .
02L1lEever; DUV one ey well ousgstion whetner Iartlann is

. m o s
125 rez2ll Dbe

Jlatonic essences.  LL0w TUCh DroOSYress
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KR
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07 whe zoods. Tt is dincluded in the nature o the ;ooau.“l
Vaen we move to The hisher volues—-cnoecifically,

vhe nmoral ones—-there is even less of a suzggestion of »el-

asivity, Tox 27 this level even the "relatedness" o a

subject (for the nost »art) drons out. Hertmann clain

that ever; moral value is also a soods-value indirectly;

but vhe srecifically "zoral" value, for instance, o2 "trusih
» "FPidelity " does not inhere in the Zact thod such virtues
are oI any use Lo anjoune or are recarded as "sood thinss®

~r 4 L L A7 ~ e e ~
by those o whom thece wvalus:s nre exerciced.

2.9 L £

Hozenonn cloinms thet the anciens docsrine waich

oF

Zicd "virtues" uwnler "-o0ds" overlooled Thie lact

~y

tazt thelr moral worth wns sul ~eperis and that onl:- inci

the moral values of disvosivion also Hosses

[#]

e character of goods.
e must not forset that noral virdtues are exercised
between persongs; witiout someone who trusts and someone else

wno 1o wrusted Tvhere world bhe no occagion Tor "Irust! to

“ .. FOR B a1 + - - B . - ey eale s [ T N 2 S s L
cecome manifest. DZut the noral worth of Trust o ocuvite
n C e s s s JRNUR
incependent ol divs emenlification., LT iz the sone with

e ety e e . o S e e Mo




™

the ovlher norzl virdtues, as well, Jismositions and relaotions
suech as ftrust, fidelit:, love 2nd so Zorth are not to be
the "ralue® thot therr possess., The former
are siliply onvolozical structures within the real vorld.
11 relztedness to a subiect is erlmausted at the level of
these structures. 2ut the "voalue" thot such strucitures
all such relativity. It does now
state of affairs vithin the "rezl”
es {from anotvler source, oy The
such structures are neasured.
lirne this noinv once more. Trust is
a soecilic relation between two persons; it can b2 described
cenerally and belonss to the realm of "ethical realit:"
Oue's cescrintion of it 2s an objechive vhenoneion can be
cuive conplete even 1f one ouits to mention that such 2
relation also noscecoes a value. The "value! of such a
relavion as trust, however, velonss to the vealn ol Midezl
envities" and iz cuite dndercndent aad distines Swon the
celational ctructures in inheres, Althou~h 1%
maey be within our vower o ¢rente or degtror- such relational
structures as trust or Tidelit: within the "real' world
ol temporal zhieronmenz, it is ot »orsible Jor us Yo crente,
Gestroy or alter the "wvalue" thnt such relaosions -rould v

S0 beco e nchunl.

65



Vhatever 1 S
ative to a subj
thivlzing subjec
able, whatever
subsistent renu
owa waaich Ae DL
but cannot

the cha cte“ of

ng ils not rel-
T bev r confronis a
indevendent and Il:mov-
pelore nin 2 self-
and enerzy of iss
can grasp or miss

y TR has »Oﬂ 2in

- L
—exzistence,
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jo
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e
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[
_1

0 e M o 0 Ok O

(B8]

(D

C

!_

I.J
D D U0 0~
4O QO ck
Foy by okt o

O

In theoretical philosonhr there are two basic rinds of
"sell~2ristence—="real gelfl-eristence"” and "ideal self-

£

existence". These, naturally enou~h, corresvond wis
two funcenmental realms of beinz. "leal self-enistence"
ad events, to everytiiing whic

beloars to all thinrs

pov] (]

0y

vivain The tenporal seiuence of the "real" world., "Ide-l

self-eiistence’ belouss to the objects of lo~ical and mathe-

matical daquiry, ond in general %o ecscences of ever: kind

C

walch mar be discorucd throush a priori intuition. Ilaritmaan

atscervec vhat:
Setween the two cubsists an cscential re-
lationship which is »rofoundl:s characher—
istic of the wnole realiy of Leins and of
te imowvledse of Dein~: the structure of
ideal self-cxistence reapiears in that ol
the real--not indeed without a renaoinder
and 10t exhaustive of the latter, but in
so fer thot the aariorictic Imowled e cf
icdeal Eeing av the sane tine COHJleUuLu
an inmer Zoundation for all lmowledre of
the real., Do frr as it r:qcxnu, arrior-
istic Imoviecdre ol realit:r rests uwnon This
partial asreenent ol the idonl and real

________ strueiture of Deins,?

1o ihies, Vol, I, ». 213,

2. Ihid., . 220,
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In proctical »hilozonhy “real sell-erictence

1 v - L LS - < 3 *
pelonss o "ethical »ealitr", embracin

1 - o .y 1. N . P}
of "soods" as well as 'real disznoszition", "real noral

conduct™, the consciousness of suilt, the feelin~ of re-

ey T S A~ . B B ” - -
onsLoilivy, and so on. In short, 211 tlhioce shenonena

l..J

<t
)

'L)

vhose emistence vresupnoses values are said to have "real

self-emistence.’ 3ut values therselves do not pHossess

Zartrann claims that the "ethical ideal svphere! is

organically conrected with the "theoreticol ideal sphere™;
it Dforms a "continuvation™ of the realn conitainin~ lo~icel

eous in content--the festhetical ideal sphecre”" also forns
a nart--hile at the same time it renains a unity. Qnov-
ledse of this realn can only be anrioristic.

It is a nistalze, Hartiann thinks, 4o supnose that

5

Seing is ddentical with "actuality'". OSuclh an identification

ical and lojical objects, then one is naturallr led %o
supnose that the” must be counsiruciions or invensions of

the Imuvman nind.  Hardiaoon vwoinis to fusserl's fanous crivizue
ol "»prrehinlosionm whiich reccued lozic and mathenciics Tron

EE a1y S i L s vt vy e D2 a4 O - Nl : I 4
v.l€ SUDJeC UIvisgice DrejulLee vanw A7 Mervained WO o v.ae
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"yzr-¢holosy of

> - g L4 3 deVm A TT ety Ay b . = A
scicrces"., IV dis clear thot Harsnenn hopes 0 accom»lish

1 ol

Iis golution to the difficultr consists in showing

g ~

that "ideal sell-exicstence'--The existernce of objects culve

can "reazl self-exigstence"., Such things as "ideal” and "real®

each nust sinnl:; be tzlten as a fact., But the one esceuntial
feature that belonsgs to sell-emiistent objec iz thav therr

2ut how can we lmmow that ideal objects and thelr
P L SN - o~ - .y R S [ L0
ctructurcl relatvions are really odbjective and sell-emistent:
~ v LI S . - r PSP UL R A
anmyjer, it rgst ve sald, leaves sonesviiing vo e

Fal -~ 1, KR JLOS DR Nalve St} S ] .
If angyone objects thn 2lfimmtion is »oox
enne, TG oo onan viho dreang, 0 one

w20 is deceived, or vho ic in error, also
velieves thet tbe object he benolds is celi-

ericioenty, the answer ic: fron a drean there
is an awvaltenin-~, as there 25 fron errox and
illas:on, but fron losical apd nathenavicol
insisht there is no “wqxizg.

reswmantl the swume arcowient would be oXiered in the cace
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o anrioristic intuisvion into the resln of

.‘.<

artomonn's "argunent! nerel;r anounts to a resitotereat of
- - 7 T - e - T o~ - 3 . “

the »roblem., Ilere Hartmann is at his "dosmavic worst',
T * [ . ~ . = = . 3

e tells us that "the 'beliel' in idezl self-existence

2l seli-

[$]
60}
[
)
l._l
te
¢}
P
(M
o1
‘J

el

existence."l ind since novody can seriousl;” douvntv the
"real” self-exmistence of nhrsical objects and so Torih
within the '"real" world, we shiould not worry ourselves by

trring o »xove the "ideal!" self-emiistence of nathenatical

“hoever, therefore, cdoubis ideal scll-existence
must also dounss real self-emistence.  The wni-
versal slkepntvicisn To waich this leads can never
incdeed e envirel:r exuornincted., Dut it floazts
in the air. It is the nmost precarious ol all
aymothecses, 4And as it goes counter to uatural
ggngr;Lension, the burden of »roof rests with
LT <

It is not envirely clear that "natural comprehension' doces
run counver to the doubt concernin: the "self-existence"

of walnes, Indced, the tendenc to "ontolosize” such entitvies

TT. ey 1 - . N j£eh

Iarthoan's anproach.  There
S A | a S et 1 ~ - A Tq R K] - ER

are nany theorists who are ready 1o denr his thecic about
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N Y Lt - - L ST PPN . >
~lvaoush there are asnects of Hartnmann's analysis

1.

vnat are both interecting and insightiul

thatv on the vwhrole his ethics remains un-—

convincing. Yhere are nunerous ninor flavs thas trouble

T R t EN
@2rylern ' s ew

+r
"3

realisn--seemns %o
Lilte nany other forns of "ethical injuitionisnm®
ertiann's ethics plzces too uuch emphasis uvon direct intuit-
thie phenonenon to which Zartnann

1s pointing or one doesn't., Iuch of what Harinmann has 4o
say vales the form of annareut domuatic pronouncements with
1itsle supporting ar-unsatation. One isc faced wity the

-

r» rejecting it volic-—

<.-
1o
®
[99]
R
|&]
o

dilenma of either accevtins his

If it is true, as artmana claing, that Zantian
ethics errs by being too'intellectualis ic™, ;- nlacing
too much ermphasig upon "thinking!" and discursive arsuien:
vhen 1t ary be said that iorthaun's own theor;” errs in »re-
cigely the opnosite direction by over- ~enphasicins
ive" elenent. e recall that Tarbthann clains thas anrioristic

3- <y 3 s s - 4T e G gteay S 4 My Yy ey e ~ :
imovledsze ds "dianherentl dintuitive". Bus vhas nannens vaen

. o1n ~
N Cllose oL

“— 2 oAy 1 L, IR i hal e R LN - .-
retional ethical disoute. -ursacrmore, in one's owm mora

N
(2



7

life “v22n it is a cuestion of fulfillinsg one prina lacie
oblisation oalr by violatinz another (as, for instauce,
fal 3

viaen ove tells a lie in order to help a friend in need)

lvays intuitively clear which value should

b
<
‘,_l
162
w3
QO
ck
Av]

predoninzte. To be sure, there rust also be an "intuitive”
elemeny in ethical decision-maliing, but it is to be expected

r~
2D

that ore's choice should be backed up by some "rational!
justification. It is not enoush simply to say that one

value is correctly '"preferred" to arother because it is

hisher on the ideal "scale of values". But this is what
tnann's theory nust clain.

e nroblems ol Hartnonn's ebthical "intuitionisz!

the vehicle
oy means of yiich the intuition is grasped. The "prinal
congciousness of value'" is not a dispassionate reflec
assegssuent of the worth of an object. Ior is the Platonic
"beholdinsg" of the values theuselves purely intellectual.
The ranliing of the values within the "ideal sphere" is
discerned by means of the act of "preference'.

e nave already seen that the so-ca2lled "voice
of conscience'" is for Iartnann "a bvasic form of the priual
congsciosusness of value", e denies that it is the "voice
of God", rev e sTill clains thot it is a voice '"from another

e T ]

world". Zuv the vostulaiion of an "ideal" world which eists
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thar

on the other side of rezality would seem rathesr cratuitous

V.. T

i sone other emnlanation could be Found Tor Jhe ori~in of

"congclence", And indeed, allernate emvnlanations ars not

Fal

fer to seelt. Countless psrcholosical accounts, from the

“reudian Ysuper-eso' to behaviouristic reinforcenent schedules,

are canable of exnlaining the feeliungs of aversion and desire
that constitute the phenomenon of "conscience." There is

no need to »octulate an "emotiowval intuition” into a realin:

of ideal envities to ermlain the feeling of conpuncitilon.
Wnat would be of value, howvever, is some criverion
by neans of which rationelly justiiiable enotions could e
vinguished fronm mere yphobias and passions. Sonething
lilte this distinction is reflected in Ilant's differsntiation
of the '"moral feelin- of resvect" (which presunvoses the
prior consciousness of the moral law) Tron uere “"sensible

Ja

Teelins®, Tloral feelin~ can be justified by a»pealin; to
the moral law, whereas sensible Jeeling is merely patholo~ica

and can be explained in terms of nhvociolozy and neycholorical

v

conditioning. 3ut by running "uoral' and "occensible! leelin
tosether Ilartnann obliteratves a velid disvianction, Iurtlhen-
nore, it would oeen thav waenever anr feelins wnatcoever is
dartmann 1s forced to say that there is also a »nrinal
a cenuine value within the "ide21" realn.

by o~ 7 + R ST AT = ve T A o EEEat
e does adnit that thers is such as thing as "fazlsilien
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~

of value counscicusness (i.e., one value nay mistalienly
thousat to be "aizher" in the value scale than another, ete.)
but he olfers us no criterion oI the zenuine and snhurious
other than "the »rinary consciousness of value itselrfl,
Zartnann clains that not everyone is conscious of
every moral value. It seemns also that on his account not

Jo

ever;one 1s ca»nable of heving direct intuitive insight into

e

the realn of values. OCOne should remnenber that accordin~ o

Tertmann vhe "ideal ethical sohere forias a contivruvation of

e

ties of nmethenat-—-

the sphere wnich also convains the ideal eutil

L
v

is thie case tnaat not ever:one

}J.

CS

]

ics and aesshesics. Jdust

Fal

is capabvle of attaining an intuitive grasmn of the aizher
oranches oI pure mathenatics, so also in ethics neople will

-

diffler in thelr ability to discern value essences and the

relations amonsst then.
furthernore, siven that there will, therelore, be

varying cdesrees ol ethical conprehension, thoce who are not
capable of ertensive ethical insisht (on a direct intuitive
level) will sinnly have to accent “on faith' the advice of
the po-called ethical "euxpcocrish, much as one trusts the cal-

culations ol a mathenatvician or a logician. Iut alzthousn
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suca trust nay be Justiliable in natheratics, it st be
avsolutely excluded in ethics iZ noral responsidility is
howve an;” neaning. Such blind acceptance ol moral advice
anmounts o a classic emanple of the lrind of 'heveronony® of
the will that Jant has ar-ued convineinzly azainst.

“here is a further linivation to Hartmenn's anzlo;y
bevween ethlcal and mathenatical insizht. Iinthenatical ox
lozical »nroofs attennt to
voon ovher propocitions (axzions) whose truth is talten o be
self-evideut. They nroceed by neans of easil:” intuitadle

stens suided by the principle of noun-contradiction. Intultive
natiaenz2tical insisht is complenented by a hi~hly formalised
tiscursive structure. Zut dartnann's intuitionistic ethics

lisplays unothing conmparable to this

-
J
k-
¥ _A“
o |
ot
=
el
(@)
[W]
},J
<
o]
l...J
<
()
w0n
o
}J

tiyme of structure. Values are either 7;rasned in a single

intuition or they arec not graswmwed at all. There is nothins

aralo~ous to the nrinciple of non-contradiction, in ilartnann'g
- o L b

1dit: of one's insisht into the realn

Al o <
enyg walhes”,

inet Irom the actunl world, leads to an
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and hate). Zut b a series of unwarranted

rvs talliing about the noral value of justice,

s

claining thot such thinsgs are "ideal objects". e are lelt
with a "real" world contaicing such things as justice, fidelitr
ard love which are nothing more than "ontolo~ical structures®
vaich are in thencelves devoid o7 anv evaluative content.

Yhen in oxder to explain how value cones about in the "realt

alr: of being--tle

@

thann has to insroduce anoiher r

5
I_J
£
*y
13

O]
H

"ideal" world--~containinsg such entities as "the value of
justice and "the value of Tidelity" (but often enoush he
Just sinmply calls these "ideal" entities "justice", "fidelit:
15 divoreed wvalue from the "real" world, Harinann
is left with the prodlem of how such eternal objects as
"valves'" cone to be related o ethical MrealitrM.

Losreat deal of mystilication could have been avoided
1T lnrtnmann had gindly waid clocer attention to how expressions
of vthe form " the value of ...xx..." are actually used. I3

L

is not unecessary to acswae thot bhecause a delinite descerintion

iz used there must, thevefore, be some one enitity to which

hi

oetwe

H
W

e 1
rizerence o

o
H
Q
[
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jo

refers. lobodr Ceunies thtt ¢
red and ~resn, but It would be foolish to ;o looktin~s for

mwmiicn ds that diff-rence within some ideal UYrealn
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of c¢ilferences™. But br aynostasizing a Dlasonic Mideal
o

realn of valuzs" Iartnann is doins very mucea the sane thing,

<5 we have seen, one of the key nobions in Zlartana's

»1‘

dlscussion of the "objectivity" of values within +the "ideal

C’)

»

~

sohere” is thot of "self-eristencal, Althoush Hortnann doe

=y

not explicitly define this tern, one can glearn froix his var-

"self-existence’ belongs to whatever

ct
i
ct

ious cormmenis

conlronts concciougness os souething "exterior" (transcenden

and therelore not devendent unon coascilsusuess for i
tinued emiistence). It is obvious thatv further clarificasion
of the tieaning of this rotion should have been »nrovided.
Cne misht, for laustance, thirk that »hrsical ovjects and

tuelr prizory qualities vere the only thiungs »ossessing

self-existence. Zut this is not Fart-oann's neaning.  On the
otier hand, one ni~sht susgest that those cecondary (and nerhans

even tertﬁﬂr") curalities +that are ceremnlified in enpirical

~ -~ ~ Fal - N v be -
vocgess seli-existence. o doubt, Hartmann
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would azree, bHut he also wyant +o ciivend vhe notion %o cover
"things® which cre coundled cely indevendent of +the "real" vworld.

T 4~ 5, 4753 Lo -~ Ty (39 m ~eaaT - : PO ~
Lv 15 1n sals Iatter sroun thnt we cupnesedls £ind rw-be-s

7 ~ N -- ~ T4 L Eal va e Ted b Fa r . 1. -L 1
and values. Lo ouvoced Lo the Tamaes Zinds ol "gelf-emister
L8 el B vy et - A R Loy
envivics Tae lLenbers 97 this loatter sroun arec gaid o nocsecs
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wnjustisiable, Jerhizns I canvot seriously doubt that there 1is
a and in front of W eres, vut if I have uever ‘helhell’

one o Tarbronn's Jlatonic entities then Ulere ceems o0 e
listle Justilication i cloin that ther exmist. The
thyurden of nroof! rests with Iarinonn, and noy With the
Skeptic.l

Jven the ohenonznon of fresistance’ thiot Clariiann

a2lludes S0 is uot canable of furnishing a critsrion of
objectivit: for Inrtnenn's ideal seli-existent values. ..e
cl-ims thnt ideal entities "resist DHeilns nade dertendent
unon a sudjecy and that This "resistance™ ig their ovject-
ivity.  Slthoush the thousht 1F for from clear, e seens uo
nean Shat values cannot ve crentsd, destroyed or altered D7
a mere wich of the nerson o is conzcelous of Then. (The
Go-cnlilad frevaluntion of values! Joeg nod emist.)  Dut the
cane nichit ve caid ol Celusiouns ound hnllucinaviong waich

seer nonetlielenc real To Those o chen,  Jligrelore,

artuonn 105 w0t cuvirel;r cucccee
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evicnl relasivisn.

In corclusion it —wot be said thot ~hile Zert:zan's
Staics stands out os the most ertensive acalrsis ol etaical

Hhenoneaa %o ve found within the Juronean tradition, 1T is

recoimiend Inrtmoun's work as a narticulcorl; Sood exammle

£ the "henonenolosiccl? annroacih.
——da

One rugcs ~anit 5 5 Zartican does nnlie eltvensive

]

use o7 The Maenonenolo~iczl nrocedure mown as "eicetic

{

reduction'. S eang ol Shis reductvlon ecsgences are asd-

stracted fron shose catidies in hiieh ther drvhere. Jor
Dartnonn Shis entails She zenaration ol the fesgentinl!
fron the nerelr faceidentalt, Jhis reduction Iron nere
nenticulsr facts to ceneral cssences is obviousl; iuvolved

T T N e ~- 2 IS D Ha i RN o M - 1 11
in his analrsis of The relntion of “oods™ to the Yvalues

'

HoLodihilitrt.  Jurither-

ol

waielh constivute thelr Teoncitvions ol

nore, -artanan's notioan ol the Jlatonic "beholding! of

e R

o - T - AR i . sl
15 corvalin brood alfiniticg Ui

1z well-lmonm

A vqer AT~ CRNIE S A, - - na= . KB
("L’lL. e oriticiced, ‘_);-GL’I'J.’.VD.O—J_O’)__LCS,, Tintuision of
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essences’ (v’GS oS nau). Ut oAt ds o not the cose thant
Sl
phenoiienolo T o5 a whole in chnr-octericed D thie iind of
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inall, Shere are iunlicatioms vt artnann ad
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