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VaALLE AND VATUATION

i “sble not to be” Huving protestesd the positing of mys-
berious entties, quiddities, and esences and having
cquated suhstances with bodies or things, Valla then
reduces the remainbng olse categorles of Aristotls w two
quality and action: Definitions, according to Valla are
exprications of ol the qualities and actions that are pres-
ent in @ thing: In the course of his exposition, Valla has
occasion w challenge the validity of many scholastic dis-
tnctions for exaniple, those betwern the concrete and
thie abatract, between mitter and form, and so on, Unsat-
tfactory as Valle's own offerings may be (they are not
chearly diedicated o the solution of any specilic phibo-
pophical problesss), nevertheless it piast be admitted that
i fresh comsederation of tochmical terms was certainly
called for at the time and was eventually carrbed throggh
by later critics.

Valla displays great senstiviy o nuances-of mveaning
in hix Megantioe Lingu Latines (Ekegancies of the Latin
fangnagel. m which he makes careful analvsss of the
wsage af many Litn - termi Crities bave olbderved tha
Valle's own aryle wad mot a8 elegant as it condd have been,
Brart Jils adviie was widely consulted.

Wil wits often accwsed of bad form in bs attacks on
people and schools of theught, but one must recall that
invectives and ad hominen attacks were the order of the
day. In the Henaissance professional rivalry did oot
bother to conceal itself under polite or semipolite discus-
sions of issnes, Valls defended himself against the charge
of malevolence and vindicHveness in a leiter bt Giovann
Serra, m which he concludes: *1 do pot censure - all
authors but only a few, .. not all phikasophers but some
from af secta, not the et bos the wisrs, not impedeontly
bist calmly, ready to accept correction should it prove

valid,”

See also Aratotelmmsm Aridotle; Epscireanism and the
Fpicurean Schonll Hedonlsm; Humanisme lalian Phi-
fusophy: Nicholas of Cuss; Renadssance; Stoicim,
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VALUE AND VALUATION

The terma wilme and wibeeriedn and thesr cognates and
compounds are used in a confised and confusing bt
widespread way in our contemparary culture, nint only in
econoinics and philesophy but also and especially in
other soclal scleneed and humanities, Their meaning Wwai
once felatively clear and their we limited, Valug means
the warth of 4 thing. and seharon meant an estimaie of
its warth. The worth im question wis mainly comnémic or

ceonomic, bl even when it ywas not, i§ was sl
worth of e sort—mor beauty, truth, rightngds, or oven
goodness. The extension of the meaning snd wse of the
terma began ineconomics, or political econcmy. as it was
thets called Valwe snd vohaation becime technical ferms
central to that beanch of economics which was labeled
the theary of valoe, Then German philosaphers, wspe-
cially Rudoif Mermann Lotre, Albeecht Ritschl, and
Friedrich ietzsche, began w take the nation of valwe and
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walues in o much broeder sense and 1o glve i primary
imipaorunce in thelr thinkng,

Philosoplsers from the time of Plato had discussed &
samety of questions under such headings as the good, the
end, the right, obligation, virue, moral jadgment, aes-
thetic judgment, the beauninol, troth, and validicy. In the
nineitenth ceniuwry the o Lo wias born—isr febori,
becauss it 5 essentally 1o be found in Plate—ihat all
thexe guestions belong to the tame famiby since they are
all concerned with value ar what ought 1o be, not with
fact OF whist i% was, or will be. All these questian, 11 was
beheved, may mot only be grouped under the general
|1-n.|.d.1ng,'.i of volue and vodisation But ane better dealt witly
amd fieud a tioee systematic soelution af they are thooght of
e partd of a general theoey of value and valisarion that
includes economics, ethicy, sesthetics, jursprodence,
cdnciten, and pechaps even logic and eplitenslogy. This
unn::pl:in:n matured in the 18901 in 'ﬂ'l.ewrlﬁng;u af Alew-
ius Menoag and Chnstian van Ehresfels, two Alstrian
folowers of Franz Brentano, Throogh them and throagh
ciibvea il Blan Scheber and Micolad Hartmann, two Dwen-
teth-century Gernean follpwers of BEdmund Husserl
{linsal imfuenced by Brentano ), the sdes of & general
theory of value became popular aa the Continent and in
Latsn America. [ hael some influeace in Geeat Briain, in
the warks of Hermard Bosanguet, W. B Sarley, | ML
Mackiniie, John Laied, aod M. Findlay, but rater less
than elsewhers, for, on the whole, Britah phllnau'pl!'u;rl
have held to more traditional terms sach as goosd and
right, But it recebed an excited welcome i the Lndted
States just befare and afer World War L The idea was
wmiroduced by Hugo Munsterberg and W, b Llrban,
then uwp by Ralph Barton Perry, John Dewey, 1D H:
Parker. [ W, Prall, E. W. Hall, and others, and lafer refur-
bished by 5 C. Pepper- and Faul W. Tavlor. This wede-
ranging. discussion im terms of velue, walues, and
vathuation wbsequently speead o paychology. the sociil

schenges, the humanities, and even to ardinary discowrse

FPHILOSOPHICAL USAGES

The vses af vofiee and valuetion are varions and conflict-
ing even umony philesophers, but they may perhaps be
sorved oartas fadlaws. (17 Yialue (in the siogolark s some-
Ly nsed fs a0 ahstract nown (4} in & nasrmower snse o
worer oily that b which awch ferins a3 goond, desirable; oc
warthwtile are properly apphied and (5 in o wider sense
ter cover, i addition, all kinds of rightness, oblgatsomn,
virtue, beauty, truth, and holiness. The term can be lm-
ited to what might be said to-be on the plus side of the
pere line; then what i o the minus side (had, wiong, and

VRLLE ARl VA LEAKTCY

so fortlh) s called disvalee Vadur s also wesed like wmpar-
infse to cover the whole Fange of a scale—plus, minoe, or
indifferent; what is on the phis side i then called positive
valuz and what is on the minus side, negative value

In ity widest use value is the generic noun fur all
kinds of critical or pro and con predicates, as opposed w
descripiive ones. and is conprasted with existence or o
The thewry of walue, ar axiology, is the general theory of
ull such predicates. induding all the disciplines men-
toned above, The classic example in English of this
approach o the work of BB, Perry. In it naroower use,
varlir covers only certiin kimele of erithcal pr:r].iL:l-:I. unid fs
pontrasted with d-u-r_ripl.'h'-r 'p:ed'il:u.ta and even with
other critical ones fike rightness and shligation. [n this
cave the theory of value, or acselogy, B o part of ethic
rather than the siher way amund. The work of €1 Lewis
is-the best exnsmple of the narrower approach.

Those who 1ake (he wider approsch sometimes dis-
tHnguish “resdms of valus"; Pecry and Tardor, for examyple,
list eight of theis: morality, the arts, sciesce, religion, coo-
mumcs, politics, law, and custam or etiguete. Even when
wetlnie 1% used in the marrower sense; several mianings of
te sermm, of kinds of valoe, are sometimes distinguished
[The narrower distinctons may aiso. be ecognized by
thnae sthay ke walise by the wider sense, | Thete meanings
porreapomd to the senscs-or uses of yeod, which . H. von
Wright prefers o call “forms” or “vanetes of goodness™
Many classifications of kinds of value, or forms of good-
niess, have been propeand, Lews distinguishes (a) otilaty
ot imefilnes for some purposs: (B extrinsc or insiri-
mertal value, of being good s a means o shmething
desirable or good: (¢} inhierent valos or goodness, such &
thi aesthetic value of 8 work of arr in produscing good
ixperiences by being comtemplated or beard; () intrinsic
value, or bang pood or desirable either as an end or m
itself, which is presappoied by both (0 and {c); (€] con-
tribuatary vabue, or the value that an experience ar part o
an experience contribuies io-a whole of which i is & part
[net o means of an object), A stick of wond muy be e
ful in making a violin, a violin may be extrinsically goad
by betng a means 1o good music, the muosie may be nfer-
ently good if hearing it is enjoyable, the experence of
hearitig it may be intrinsically good or valuable if it b
empoyable for its own sakor, and it may also be contribu-
tively goosd (F it e part of o good evening nr weekend.

Dewey however, attacks the disincton berween
mieans snd ends while stressing the notion of wal value
nr goodness on the whole—goodness when all things are
consadered. To Lews's list of kinds of valee, sofme writers,
. D, Boss dor {nstance, woald add moral value, the kind
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WALLIE ANED WALUATHES

of walue or goodness that belongs to & virtuous man, to
good dotives; or to marally approved traiis off charscer,
Wan Wright dustinguithes instrumentall goodaess {a good
kpifel, techmical gopdmes (oogend drwer), ubilitarian
poodness (pooad advice), hedoni goodness or pleasing-
nesa (- gond dinper); and welfare (the good of manll He
alio mentions moral goodness but ergues that it is @ sub-
form of atilitarian gondness; Ross would deoy ths.

(2} Vitlue a3 a maore concreie noun=—for sxample,
when we speak of "a waloe™ or of “vabies"—is ofien osed
] o refer o what s valoed, judged to hove valoe,
thought to be good, or desired. The expreisions “his wil-
ues. her valoe. spstem,” and “American values” refer-to
whal a man, o woman. and Americans valoe or think
be good. Such phrases are abso uscd to refor w0 what peo-
ple think = right or obligatory and even o whatever they
believe tix be true, Behind this widespread usage lics the
covert assamption that nothing really has objective value,
that wilue means: being valued and gesd means being
theught gooed But the term selue is-alo used to medn (0
what has value or is veluable, or good. a3 oppesed tnowhas
is regarded ‘a5 good or valmable, Then walue meins
"things thar have value” “things that are good” or
"peeds™ and, For some bserd, also things that are right,
obligatery, beaiful, or even troe

In both usage (4] and usage (k) it is posible o dis-
tngubsh different kinds of values, corresponding Lo the
different kends of valoe or forms of goodness mentioned
absowve, 18 w5 alses commum b didinguish more or less
clearly bevween mareria] and spiritual valoes or among
economic, motal, aesthetic, cognitive; and religious val-
s,

same philosophers, especially those influenced by
Schilorand Hartmann, think of vahe as a general prods-
cate bke “colon” which subsumes more specific value
predicibes analogows to “red” or *vellow.” They call these
re speific value predicates “values” (Werte, malesrs ).
fustas "s color™ does nuw mean *3 thing that has color®
Tt m particular color like red, #0 "a value” dogs not mean
“a thimg that has value” but a particular kind of yalue, like
pleasire wabie or CONLTARE valae. These Fhﬂnmp'hm call a
thing that 15 good “a gead™ or "a value cameen” nat "a
villie.” Since the adqective valudfle simply mians “having
value” or "being good” in some sense [ar, perhaps better,
“havisg & consideralile amount of value"}), muoch of the
abosei will apply o3k, midtabs mitndis,

(31 Valtwe 5 abio used as 2 verh in such caprcsssons a8
“to value,” “valuattng™ and “valued.” Valuilg is penerally
syrianyINons with saliaiien or evaimenen when these are
used actively fo mcan the act of evaloating and not pas

stvely i mean the result of such an act, But sometimes
wtheition atd svalwition dee wied o designate only & cer-
tain lednd of valiing, narmedy, cove that tncludes reflection
and comparison. In edther casd aisditon nay be, and is,
apd im wider o¢ narmwer senses corresponding 1o the
wider and narrower uses of il For Dewey aid Richard
M, Hare it covers mudgments aboist whal § right, wiong,
obligatory, of just-as well as judgments about what 1=
gond, haa, demeahle, i1 wortlawhie, For Lews valisron
cowers anly the fatter use. The expression “value jodg-
ment” is also ied in both of these ways, Among the writ-
ers who distingieish two main kinds of normative
discoirse, evalinating and prescriblog, some, lke Taylor,
clasaify fudgments of right and wrong as well as judg-
menie of good and bad undes evaluations and judgmienits,
using duphtunder prescriptionss others put jndgments of
right and wrong undder prescriphions.

Dy alveays (issinguishes two senses of “to value,”
It means gither (@} to prizz, like, esteem, chersh; or hold
dear, of (&) W appries, apprabse, estlmate, evaluate, o wal-
pate. In the second sense reflection and comparson are
brvndwed; in the first depse they are nod. In the first sense,
he seems ko regard mere desiving or [fking as a form of
valuing. Others often follow him in this, but some writers
Limit valuing to acts in which something is oot mersly
desired or liked but judiged o be good or o bave value.
Even Perry, who holds thar the statement " Xis good™ =X
has positive value” = X is a0 object of favorable interest)”
insists that we must distinguish between desiring X and
judging X to have value, which would be judging X 1o be
devired.

Thus, words such as videe and welisanion may be, and
are, used o & vanety of waps, cven when ey afe used
with some care—which u, urfoerunatedy. not often the
e both In and eut of philosophy In using the terms,
o should chooee a clear and systemintic scheme and e
it consistently. Because of the ambiguity and looseness
that the terms often engender, it would seem advisable w
e them in their narsowet senses ar oot af all, keeghng o
minre traditional terms siach i geod and ekl which are
hetter English, whenever posaiile.

PHILOSOPHICAL THEOQORIES

Philosophical thearies of valwe and wvaluntson, whetlser
copceived in the wider or-in the narrower mannes and
whiether formulated in the traditional or ln the newer
“value” vocabulary, have bees of two sorts: Mormative
thearies make value judgments oF valieatbons; they tell us
what it good or what has value, what is bad, and so on,
Metanarmative theorics analyze value, valustion, and
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pood; they neither meke value judgments i thas way nor
el i what Is goaod or bas value, Instesd, they define what
goodness and valee are and what it means toosay that
somcthing is good or has value. Sametimes philosophens
ilso offer descripuive generalications sbour whay s valued
i regarded as good i some celire or growp of cultures,
and explanatory theores about why this i so valued or
reégarded { David Hume, Morite Schlick, F. C. Sharp, ol
Ladd}. However, this is maually ancillary to their discas-
fions Of normative or metanormative questions. In-them-
sebves such descriptive and explanaiory theories belong o
anthmopalogy pswhology, and sociology, not o philose-
phy. Recently, many snalytical philosaphers have been
maintaining that even normative theotes, however
mmportant. they may be, hive no place in philosophy
prraper, whers theories of valee and valustion shoald be
limiged o melanarrative questions.

MORMATIVE THEORIES In the broader conoeption, &
marmative theory of valiue must show), ai kst o general
oartline, wihat is good, bad, betier, and best, and also what
is right, ohligaory, virtuous, end beaunful In the mar-
POWIET I:“I:II:I.I:CFI'I'.iI:II:I.., nommative thearies af valoe have uso-
ally addressed themselves primarily &0 the guestion of
what 15 good iniself or'as an end or what bas intrinssc
valwe, an approach that Dewer has penasienity attacked,
They sk pot what goodmess avd ntrinssc valoe are but
what the good &, what has value for its own sake, what is
1o e takem as thee énd of oor pursuic or a5 the Criterion of
intrinsic worih.

Gome theories huve answered that the end or the
goiad s pleasire of enjovment o, alternatwely, that the
criterion of mtrinsic value is pheasantness or enfoyable-
nicas. boee sccwrately, they sav that only expericnces ar
ntrmngically good, that all expenences that are neans-
cally goosd are phiasant and vioe versd, and that they are
intrinzcally good becaus: and only because they are
pleasant. These s the hedonistic thoorics of valoe, held
by such thinkers as Epscurus, Hume, Jeremy Bentham, |
& Ml Heénry sadpwick, von Ehrenfels, Meinong (a0
first), andd Sharp. There are abio guasi-hedonisic theories
in which the end or the good is siid to be not pleasure b
somesthing very similar, such as happiness, satisfaction, or
felt "satisfactoriness,” 0 use Lowis’s term. Examples are (o
be found in the writlogs of Tewey, Lewis, Parker, P B
Rbce, and perhaps Brand Riapdhand,

Antitedonistic thearies are of two kinds, Some agree
that there is; in the final spalysis, only one thing thas 1
oot ar good-making but deny that it s pleasure or any
ather kind of l':r.linﬂ. Arisiogle w=ys it is esdaerrmis

VAILE AR WALCATICN

(excellent  sctivity In - Aupustine and Thomas Aguinas,
comimiion with God; Benedict de Spinoca, Eninadelgs;
E H. Bradley, self-realizationy Nietzsche, power. Others,
such as Plaw, G. E. Moore, W, I} Ross; Laird, Scheler,
Hartmann, and Perry, are more “pluralistic.” habiding tha
these are & number of things that are good or good-mak-
ing in themsetves, They differ in their lists but all include
pwo or more of the fllvwing pleasure, knowlodge, aes-
thetic expenence; beauty, truth, virtse, barmony, bave,
friendship, justice, freedom, self-expressaon, OF course,
biedonists and other “moaissx”™ thinkers may also regand
such things as intrinsically good, but ondy if and becaise
they are plessant. self-realizing. or excedlent.

METANCORMATIVE THEQRIES The scope of metatior-
rative theoties may also be fnclese or limited, but both
kinds will pose similar questions and offer similar
answers. Their questions and answers have been vamously
stated in-the formel or materiaf mode, o the lingoisne o
nonbngiistic, hut they will nad be classified here

One guestion or group of guedtiong posed by
menormative theonds concerss the nature of value and
valuation: what i goodness or valae? what is the meaning
or use of gowd? what isvalsing? what are we doing ar say-
ing when we noke o valos judgment? A subguestion here
is what maral value and evahmtion ars, and how they are
distinet from nonmeral value wnd valuation, i at all,
Ancther question or et of guestions hes 1o do with the
justification or validity of value judgments and nerme-
e theories: can they be justified or estabished with amy
certainty by some kind of rational or sclentific fnguiry?
can they be shown to have objective validity in any way?
if wo, honwt what is the logic of reasondag in these matters,
if there is one? Here a subguestion ds what s the logic of
moral justification or reasaning, if there v ome, wnd 15 1
in any way distinctive. Bevond thus there isan even moe
“meta” fevel of questiontng what b the nature of A
metinormative theery, and hew can it be defended? This
fast problem, as well 35 the subguestions just mettaned,
has frequently been discussed in the twentieth century
and- earlier but will not be considersd hers

In reply 1o the fiest question oF group of guestions,
some philosophers have leld that terimd [ike vl and
gomd stand for properties, that i valis judgments we ane
ascnbing these properties to objects or kiids of obiects
{induding sctivities and experserces), although we may
also be taking pro or con attitedes toward thems and that,
therefiore, viloe judgments are descraptive or factual in
the sense of truly or falsely ascribing properties w things.
They are therefiore cognitivists or descriphivasis in value

. ——
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theory, Of these the naturalisis add that the property
irwndved is 8 natuml or empirical ‘ane, which can be
defined. Arwstode, von Ehrenfels, and Perey claim th
value iv the relational property of being an object of
desire arinterest {an intersst theooy of valie): Parkes, thay
it 15 the satisfaction of desire (another inferest theory of
valuel; Lewss and Rice (a8 well as the early Meinong ), that
it i he quality of beieg. enjoved or enpoyable m some
way (the affective theory of valoe). Genrge Santsyans
seeiiis somelimes Lo hold une of these yiews, sometinics
atiether, wnd sometimes (o pagard valoe a0 an ind=finable
natisral gisalkity smcribed to what we desdte o eajay,

Diher cognitivists acld that walor or goodness. s o
mictaphysscal propery that can neither be oheerved by or
in orlinary experiznce nor mads an obiect of empincal
science. Examiples of metaphysical definitions are heing
traty real (Meoplatonisish, bemng ontolopeally perfec
[Hegelian idealists), or being willed by God [thenlo-
garnsf. Suill others assert that intrinsic goodness or value
is an indefinable nonmatieral or nonempirical quality o
property different from all other descripuive or factual
ones (they even describe it as being nondescriptive of
nanfaciily, These philosophers are calied iniitionisiy or
nonnaturalists (Plato, Sidgwick, Meore, Bose, Lurl
Scheler, Harnmann, and perhaps the laser Meinong). They
all hald that value helongs to ablecn independently of
wheether we desire, enpoy, or vahue them., and even bnde-
peadently of God's attitude toward them—as some meti-
plivsical theorits and natumaliss also do. Meinong,
Scheler, Hartmann, and Hall contend that walue is -
itedl thmu!h the emoticis even ﬂ'll.'ll.l.ﬂh it 1§ le_rl.‘d:l.\"l.':
Sidgwick, Koss, Laird, and nthers, that it 16 en object of
Lvellecrual bvruitbom,

In the mid-twentieth century many writers;, both
anslytical philosophers and exislentialists, have 1aken the
pasition that value werms do not stand for properties, nat-
wral or ponnateral, and that valoe _iud;mmm are oot
pmp:m!—mribm stptements bt have some other kim
of mannling or function, These writers have theeefore
been called noncognitivists ¢ sntidescriptvists, Thelr
positive theories are varied. Some argue that value judy-
ments are wholly o primarih embadiments or expres
siom of atttude, emotion, or desire, andiar instruments
for evoking similar repctions in others (AL ) Ayes,
Hertrund Ruossell, Chardes L. Stevenson ). Other maistain
that this account of value termes and judgenents & inade-
guate and that vélue judgments are o be thought of as
prescviptions, recommundations, acis of grading, or sim-
ply as wvuluations, not something else (Hare, Taylar,

Stephen E. Towdmin, Patrick H. Mowell-Smith, B W, 5=l
ars, and 1. Cx Urmson|,

Whether value judgments are smceptible 1o being
pustified or proved. snd, if s, how, depends very totsid-
erably on the pesition taken in andwer to the guestions
regarding the meaning of paod Some value judgments
are derbvative—bor mstance, the conclision of the fllow-
ing inference:

What bs pleasand is good,

Enowledge is pleasant.

Therefore, knowledge i@ goock

The real question is showt the justification of basic ar
nonderivative value judgments. According to the intu-
iricienst, such judgmenis cannot be jsssificd by argunient,
but they do not need o be, since they are intuitovely
known of self-evident. According to the nauralut, they
can be established cithor by empirical evadence (in Perry's
view, by empirical evidence about what 15 desred) or by
the wery meaning of the terms involved (analytically or by
definition). According tv the metaphysical and theologi-
cal axiologist, they can he established either by metaphys-
ical argument, or by divine revelaiion, or by definition.
Moncognitivists, being of many persuasion, have wariouns
vicws about jusiification. Some extréme emotivias and
existentiafists sssert or mmphy that basie value judgmenis
are arbiresry, irrational, and incapable of any jastification
[ Aver and Jean-Paul Sastre). Others belseve that there are
intersubjectively valid conventions, like “What is pleasant
ks pood,” which warrant sur arguing from certain consid-
erafions to condusions abeur what is good | Toakmin).
Shll others contend, e different ways. that attitudes, nec-
ommendations, commitmenis, conventions, and, hence,
value judgments may be rationsl or justified, even if they
cannat be proved nduaively or deductively (Hare, Tay-
ko, I M. Findlay, and, up oo point, Stevenson),

See plro Aethetic Experience; Aristotle Atugustine, St
Ayer, Alfred ules; Beauty; Bentham, feremy | Blanshard,
Brand: Bosanquel, Bernard; Bradley, Francls Herbert;
Brentano, Frams Déwvey, Johnp Ehrenfels, Chrigtian
Fresherr von; Epwnrns: Freedomu Good, The; Hare,
Richard M.: Hartmann, Nicolai; Hume, Davids Husserl,
Edmund; Justice; Lewis, Clasence Irving Lotze, Rudolf
Hermann) Love; Meinong, Alexius; Mill, Johiy Stuart;
Woare, George Edward; Mictzsche, Priedrich: Perry,
Ralph Baron; Plato; Pleasury; Ritschl, Afbrecht Ben-
jamirs Ros, Willlem Darid; Russcll, Berttaid Arthur
Willian; Santavans, Geoege| Sarire, Jean-Paul| Scheler,
Mang Schlick. Morits Sellars, Roy Woask: Sidgwick.
Henryr Spinois, Benedict (Baroch) de; Sevenion.
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Charles L; Thimas Aguinas, St; Truthi Virioe ind
Vice; Wright, Georg Henrik von.
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VALUE AND VALUATION
|[ADDENDUMT-

The ambiguitics mﬁ:mafuﬂqr anch reldied woeds that
William F'r.l.l.h.r_n.n. ai;l.m;'la.' nl:rlrl:l.u.h.i!-nd [:H!rtlﬂ.. But there
has been mﬁarﬂ:rwﬂc on valie, especially in the
narmow ethical sende of what B.disirable or worth pursii-

img, that diescives comment. Snmtnfthl: muhmt:mung
secent rescarch las beca by pl-}'d'l:lh_gl.a'tl-

In ::Iil:lun fo dcsthetic vahie, paychologisrs lave
avistigated how the kinds of expeternces that we think
point toward, aesthetic value in thelr objeats are pro-
duced., The psychology of identification with characiers
in fiction.has been i ferul sisliject, So'has thie. role of the

unexpected {or not entrely sxpécted) in appreciation of
muic. Frv all of this, these has been 3 tendency to connect

sesthetic value with the quality of expersmaes that works
of drt {or beauties in Mature] provide o thase who are

prepared to respaid o thent
In relation to value m the sriow ethical sense of
what is.desirable o1 worth pursuing, much prychplogacal

ressarch has investigited what people-find satbifping in
the presens, or what they can be sxpected (o find satisfy-
ing later { when they experience-it), or what thiy prefer for
the future, The svidence can seent Lelling, and et many
philosophers would want to distingussh sharply between
what people like or prefir on one hand, ancd what has or
woulld have value in thetr Hves o the ather

There is the further complication that what has value
ini oo Eﬂ’!mlght have bess or miore within {he context of
a different kind of fife. A kind of wxperience could be
wonderful in ane life and routine in another. C1 Lewis
(188 3-1%64) speke of comtributory vahse within a'gon-
text. Thit-suggests a' énntrast between  jnstrumental
value—the vulte that something causally has as 1 means
to something else—and two kinds of poninstrumental
value. One, which might be termed intrinsic, is & fived
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