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ŗ 

 

“”SOLUTISMǰȱREL“TIVISMǰȱ“NDȱ“N“RCHYǱ 
“L“INȱLOCKEȱ“NDȱWILLI“MȱJ“MESȱONȱV“LUEȱPLUR“LISM 

 

ȗŗǯȱINTRODUCTION 

 

Itȱwouldȱnotȱbeȱanȱexaggerationȱtoȱsayȱthatȱpluralismȱwasȱcentralȱtoȱtheȱphilosophicalȱ
thoughtȱ ofȱWilliamȱ Jamesǯȱ Repeatedlyǰȱ Jamesȱ claimedȱ thatȱ theȱ differenceȱ betweenȱ
monismȱ andȱ pluralismȱ wasȱ theȱ ȃmostȱ pregnantȄȱ inȱ philosophyȱ ǻŗşŗŖǰȱ SPPǱȱ ŜŗǼǯ1ȱ
RadicalȱempiricismǰȱJamesȂsȱdistinctiveȱmetaphysicalȱvisionǰȱwasȱfirstȱintroducedȱasȱ
theȱviewȱthatȱpluralismȱwasȱaȱplausibleȱhypothesisȱaboutȱtheȱpermanentȱstateȱofȱtheȱ
worldǰȱandȱthisȱpluralismȱcontinuedȱtoȱbeȱaȱcentralȱfeatureȱofȱhisȱphilosophyȱinȱlaterȱ
yearsȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞşŝǰȱW”ǱȱśȬŜǼǯ2 
 

Theȱ assertionȱ thatȱ pluralismȱwasȱ aȱ validȱ philosophicalȱ hypothesisȱwasȱ notȱmerelyȱ
theoreticalǰȱ butȱ practicalǯȱ Jamesȱ oftenȱ connectedȱ pluralismȱ withȱ democracyǰȱ andȱ
monismȱwithȱȃdespotismȄȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞŞŘǰȱW”ǱȱŘŖŘǼǯȱWhereasȱmonismȱȮȱinȱanyȱfieldȱȮȱ
wasȱ requiredȱ toȱassertȱ thatȱ everythingȱmustȱbeȱunifiedȱ inȱoneȱsubstanceǰȱorȱ inȱoneȱ
intellectualȱ systemǰȱpluralismȱwasȱ contentȱwithȱ aȱworldȱofȱ interconnectedȱpowersǰȱ
withȱnoȱoneȱpowerȱbeingȱcompletelyȱdominantȱoverȱtheȱothersȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱŗŚśǼǯȱ
Inȱ thisȱ senseȱ monismȱ understoodȱ theȱ worldȱ underȱ aȱ kindȱ ofȱ authoritarianȱ
interpretationǰȱandȱpluralismȱwasȱaȱwayȱofȱviewingȱtheȱworldȱdemocraticallyǯȱThisȱisȱ
theȱ keyȱ toȱ understandingȱ Jamesȇsȱ assertionȱ thatȱ hisȱ radicalȱ empiricismȱ ȃfranklyȱ
interpretsȱtheȱuniverseȱafterȱaȱsocialȱanalogyȄȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖśȬŜǰȱMLǱȱřŜŝǼǯ3ȱ“ccordingȱtoȱ
Jamesǰȱitȱwasȱtheȱmonistȱtendencyȱtoȱassertȱoneȱidealȱasȱabsoluteǰȱatȱtheȱexpenseȱofȱallȱ
othersǰȱwhichȱwasȱtheȱȃrootȱofȱmostȱhumanȱinjusticesȱandȱcrueltiesȄǯȱ“ndǰȱviceȱversaǰȱ
itȱwasȱtheȱattitudeȱwhichȱallowedȱusȱtoȱseeȱotherȱpeopleȇsȱvaluesȱasȱdifferentȱbutȱnoȱ
lessȱrealȱthanȱourȱownȱwhichȱwasȱȃtheȱbasisȱofȱallȱourȱtoleranceǰȱsocialǰȱreligiousȱandȱ
politicalȄȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞşşǰȱTTǱȱŗśŖȬŗǼǯȱ“sȱsuchǰȱtheȱrejectionȱofȱmonismǰȱdogmatismȱandȱ
absolutismǰȱ andȱ theȱ adoptionȱ ofȱ aȱmoreȱ reasonableȱ andȱ fallibilisticȱ pluralismǰȱwasȱ
meantȱtoȱbeȱaȱlargeȱstepȱinȱtheȱdirectionȱofȱaȱmoreȱtolerantȱworldǯ 
 

Jamesȱspentȱhisȱcareerȱcombatingȱmonismȱandȱabsolutismȱwithinȱphilosophyǰȱandȱitȱ
isȱ aȱ testamentȱ toȱhisȱ effortsȱ thatȱpluralismȱ lookedȱ likeȱ aȱ reasonableȱpositionȱ toȱ theȱ
thinkersȱwhoȱ followedȱhimǯȱOneȱ suchȱ thinkerȱwasȱ“lainȱ LeRoyȱLockeǯȱ Lockeȱwasȱ
writingȱatȱaȱtimeȱwhenȱpluralismȱwasȱnotȱmerelyȱaȱpotentialȱphilosophicalȱpositionǰȱ
butȱaȱnecessaryȱpoliticalȱoneǯȱMulticulturalismȱwasȱstrugglingȱtoȱemergeȱwithinȱhisȱ
ownȱsocietyǰȱandȱtotalitarianismȱwasȱflourishingȱoutsideȱofȱitǯȱForȱLockeǰȱthenǰȱitȱwasȱ
notȱenoughȱtoȱmerelyȱdenyȱtheȱphilosophicalȱvalidityȱofȱabsolutismǰȱasȱheȱtookȱJamesȱ
toȱdoǯȱOneȱmustȱalsoȱpresentȱaȱpositiveȱandȱfunctionalȱpluralisticȱaxiologyǯ 
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LikeȱJamesǰȱLockeȱsawȱtheȱtendencyȱinȱhumanȱnatureȱtoȱassertȱoneȱvalueȱorȱsystemȱofȱ
valuesȱasȱabsoluteȱasȱtheȱrootȱofȱmostȱevilsȱinȱtheȱworldǯȱInȱbothȱtheoryȱandȱpracticeǰȱ
suchȱabsolutismȱinevitablyȱleadsȱtoȱconflictǱ 

WhetherȱǽǳǾȱonȱtheȱplaneȱofȱreasonȱorȱthatȱofȱactionǰȱwhetherȱȇaboveȱ
theȱbattleȇȱinȱtheȱconflictȱofȱȇismsȇȱandȱtheȱȇbloodlessȱballetȱofȱideasȇȱorȱ
inȱ theȱ battleȱ forȱ partisansȱ withȱ theirȱ conflictingȱ andȱ irreconcilableȱ
waysȱofȱlifeǰȱtheȱsameȱessentialȱstrifeȱgoesȱonȱinȱtheȱnameȱofȱeternalȱ
endsȱandȱdeifiedȱultimatesȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřśǼǯ4 

LockeǰȱalsoȱlikeȱJamesǰȱconnectedȱhisȱpluralismȱwithȱdemocracyǰȱarguingȱ thatȱthereȱ
wasȱaȱȃvitalȱconnectionȄȱbetweenȱtheȱtwoȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱśřǼǯȱConcerningȱtheȱpracticalȱ
resultsȱofȱpluralismǰȱandȱ theȱperniciousȱeffectsȱofȱabsolutismǰȱ JamesȱandȱLockeȱareȱ
veryȱsimilarȱinȱprojectȱandȱvisionǯ 
 

Lockeǰȱhoweverǰȱwasȱmuchȱclearerȱonȱwhatȱaȱpluralistȱviewȱneededȱtoȱconsistȱinǰȱifȱitȱ
wereȱ toȱ beȱ successfulǯȱ“ȱ pluralistȱ viewȱmustȱ beȱ positionedȱ betweenȱ twoȱ negativeȱ
extremesǱȱabsolutismȱonȱoneȱsideǰȱandȱwhatȱheȱcalledȱȃvalueȱanarchismȄȱorȱȃanarchicȱ
relativismȄȱonȱ theȱotherǯȱ“ccordingȱ toȱLockeǰȱ Jamesȱwasȱanȱexampleȱofȱ theȱ latterǯ5ȱ
LockeȇsȱobservationȱwasȱthatȱtheȱpluralisticȱphilosophiesȱwhichȱhadȱproceededȱhimǱ 

avoidedȱǽtheǾȱnormativeȱaspectsǰȱwhichȱhasȱledȱthemȱintoȱaȱbloodlessȱ
behaviourismȱasȱaridȱasȱtheȱintellectualismȱtheyȱhaveȱabandonedȱorȱ
elseȱresultedȱinȱaȱcompletelyȱindividualisticȱandȱanarchisticȱrelativismȱ
whichȱ hasȱ rightlyȱ beenȱ characterisedȱ asȱ ȃphilosophicȱ NihilismȄȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŚǼǯ 

Inȱ reactionȱ toȱ suchȱ philosophiesǰȱ Lockeȱ sawȱ himselfȱ asȱ attemptingȱ toȱ presentȱ anȱ
accountȱofȱvalueȱwhichȱnotȱonlyȱavoidedȱabsolutismǰȱbutȱalsoȱpositivismȱandȱvalueȱ
anarchismǯȱHisȱownȱaccountȱaimedȱforȱaȱmoreȱȃsystematicȱrelativismȄǰȱasȱopposedȱtoȱ
theȱanarchisticȱrelativismȱofȱJamesȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱśśǼǯ6 
 

TheȱcentralȱproblemȱwithȱtheȱȃanarchicȄȱandȱpositivisticȱformsȱofȱrelativismȱrejectedȱ
byȱLockeȱwasȱtheirȱincapacityȱtoȱaccountȱforȱnormativityȱandȱobjectivityǯȱHereȱisȱLockeȱ
presentingȱhisȱcentralȱprojectȱclearlyȱandȱforcefullyǱ 

Toȱmyȱthinkingǰȱtheȱgravestȱproblemȱofȱcontemporaryȱphilosophyȱisȱ
howȱ toȱ groundȱ someȱ normativeȱ principleȱ orȱ criterionȱ ofȱ objectiveȱ
validityȱ forȱvaluesȱwithoutȱresortȱ toȱdogmatismȱandȱabsolutismȱonȱ
theȱintellectualȱplaneǰȱandȱwithoutȱfallingȱintoȱtheirȱcorollariesǰȱonȱtheȱ
planeȱofȱsocialȱbehaviourȱandȱactionǰȱofȱintoleranceȱandȱmassȱcoercionȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŜǼǯ 

Theȱ positiveȱ pluralisticȱ axiologyȱwhichȱ Lockeȱ aimedȱ toȱ presentȱ soughtȱ toȱ provideȱ
enoughȱspaceȱforȱdifferentȱvaluesȱtoȱbeȱtoleratedǰȱandȱevenȱmutuallyȱrespectedǰȱratherȱ
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thanȱbeingȱseenȱasȱnecessarilyȱ inȱconflictȱ ǻtheȱrejectionȱofȱabsolutismǼǰȱwhilstȱatȱ theȱ
sameȱtimeȱallowingȱthemȱtoȱbeȱnormativelyȱmotivatingȱandȱtoȱcomeȱintoȱmeaningfulȱ
contactȱ andȱ communicationȱ withȱ eachȱ otherȱ ǻtheȱ rejectionȱ ofȱ individualismȱ orȱ
anarchisticȱrelativismǼǯ 
 

Fromȱthisȱbroadȱprojectǰȱweȱcanȱdelineateȱthreeȱseparateȱproblemsȱwhichȱconcernedȱ
Lockeȱ inȱtheȱformationȱofȱhisȱpluralisticȱaxiologyǯȱTheȱfirstȱ isȱprovidingȱanȱaccountȱ
whichȱ enablesȱ valuesȱ toȱ beȱ normativeǰȱwithoutȱ linkingȱ themȱ toȱ someȱuniversalȱ orȱ
absoluteȱprincipleȱorȱ setȱ ofȱprinciplesǯȱWeȱ canȱ callȱ thisȱ theȱnormativityȱ projectǯȱTheȱ
secondȱ isȱ providingȱ anȱ accountȱ withȱ enoughȱ objectivityȱ soȱ thatȱ meaningfulȱ
comparisonsȱcanȱbeȱmadeȱacrossȱvalueȱsystemsȱandȱdifferentȱculturesǯȱCallȱ thisȱ theȱ
objectivityȱ projectǯȱ Theȱ thirdȱ isȱ providingȱ anȱ accountȱ whichȱ allowsȱ usȱ toȱ wholeȬ
heartedlyȱmaintainȱourȱownȱvaluesȱasȱimportantȱandȱmotivatingǰȱwhilstȱatȱtheȱsameȱ
timeȱ beingȱ tolerantȱ ofȱ otherȱ peopleȇsȱ valuesǯȱ Lockeȱ refersȱ toȱ thisȱ asȱ valueȬloyaltyȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝŖǼǰȱsoȱweȱshallȱcallȱthisȱtheȱloyaltyȱprojectǯ 
 

Theȱpaperȱwillȱexamineȱeachȱofȱtheseȱprojectsȱinȱturnǰȱandȱlookȱatȱhowȱtheȱdifferentȱ
pluralismsȱofȱLockeȱandȱJamesȱattemptȱtoȱmeetȱthemǯȱMyȱoverallȱargumentȱwillȱbeȱ
thatȱLockeȱwasȱincorrectȱtoȱcallȱJamesȱaȱvalueȱanarchistǰȱbutȱthatȱinȱavoidingȱanarchicȱ
relativismȱJamesȱappealsȱtoȱaȱkindȱofȱrealismȱwhichȱLockeȱrejectsǯȱIȱwillȱalsoȱargueȱthatȱ
LockeȂsȱapproachȱtoȱpluralismȱshouldȱbeȱsupplementedȱwithȱthisȱJamesianȱrealismȱifȱ
itȱisȱtoȱsuccessfullyȱmeetȱhisȱthreeȱprojectsǯȱTheȱȃrealismȄȱIȱhaveȱinȱmindȱhereȱisȱbroadȱ
andȱvagueǰȱandȱIȱwillȱnotȱaimȱtoȱdefendȱitȱinȱthisȱpaperǯȱSufficeȱtoȱsayȱatȱtheȱoutsetȱ
thatǰȱaccordingȱtoȱJamesǰȱpluralismȱrequiresȱtwoȱmoderatelyȱrealistȱelementsȱifȱitȱisȱtoȱ
provideȱanȱadequatelyȱnormativeȱandȱobjectiveȱaccountȱofȱvalueǱȱourȱvaluesȱmustȱreferȱ
toȱandȱbeȱresponsiveȱtoȱobjectiveȱpropertiesȱinȱtheȱworldǰȱandȱweȱmustȱbeȱableȱtoȱmoveȱ
closerȱtoȱtruthȱaboutȱourȱvaluesȱthroughȱcommunalȱinquiryǯ 
 

ȗŘǯȱNORM“TIVITY 

 

 

Theȱfirstȱchallengeȱinȱdevelopingȱaȱpluralisticȱaccountȱofȱvalueȱisȱprovidingȱanȱaccountȱ
ofȱ normativityǯȱ“nyȱ antiȬabsolutistȱ accountȱ mustȱ abandonȱ theȱ ideaȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ
absoluteǰȱuniversalȱvaluesǯȱHoweverǰȱ inȱȃdethroningȱourȱabsolutesȄǰȱweȱmustȱȃtakeȱ
careȱnotȱtoȱexileȱourȱimperativesǰȱforǰȱafterȱallǰȱweȱliveȱbyȱthemȄȱǻLockeȱŗşřśǱȱřŚǼǯȱSoǰȱ
thoughȱweȱmightȱrejectȱtheȱabsoluteȱnatureȱofȱcertainȱvaluesǰȱweȱcannotȱrejectȱtheirȱ
ȃfunctionalȱcharacterȱasȱimperativesȱofȱactionȱandȱasȱnormsȱofȱpreferenceȱandȱchoiceȄȱ
ǻLockeȱŗşřśǱȱřśǼǯȱTheseȱareȱtheȱnormativeȱaspectsǰȱthenǰȱthatȱLockeȱisȱmostȱanxiousȱtoȱ
keepǯ 
 

Lockeȱisȱcontrastingȱhisȱapproachȱwithȱoneȱinȱwhichȱvaluesȱareȱseenȱasȱtheȱresultȱofȱ
rationalȱ judgementsǰȱorȱevaluationsȱ inȱwhichȱweȱapplyȱlogicalȱpredicatesǯȱOnȱtheseȱ
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kindsȱofȱaccountsǰȱweȱapplyȱcertainȱuniversalȱcategoriesǰȱvaluesǰȱorȱlogicalȱpredicatesȱ
suchȱ asȱ ȃTheȱGoodȄȱ andȱ ȃTheȱ ”eautifulȄȱ toȱ ourȱ experienceǰȱ andȱ theirȱ applicationȱ
bringsȱwithȱitȱcategoricalȱimperativesȱofȱactionǯȱInȱabandoningȱtheȱabsolutismȱwhilstȱ
attemptingȱtoȱmaintainȱtheȱnormativityȱofȱsuchȱaȱpictureǰȱLockeȱinvertsȱitǯȱInsteadȱofȱ
appealingȱ toȱ logicǰȱ Lockeȱ appealsȱ toȱ phenomenologyȱ andȱ psychologyǯȱ Insteadȱ ofȱ
universalȱvaluesǰȱheȱrootsȱnormativityȱinȱȃmodesȱorȱkindsȱofȱvaluingȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱ
řŞǼǯȱInsteadȱofȱthinkingȱaboutȱvalueȱinȱtermsȱofȱtheȱapplicationȱofȱlogicalȱpredicatesȱtoȱ
ourȱ experienceǰȱweȱ shouldȱ insteadȱ thinkȱ ofȱ itȱ inȱ termsȱofȱ anȱ experienceȱ ofȱ valuingȱ
whichȱcanȱonlyȱsubsequentlyȱbeȱarticulatedȱinȱtermsȱofȱaȱlogicalȱpredicateǯȱ“ccordingȱ
toȱLockeǱ 

TheseȱǽvalueȬȱorȱfeelingȬǾȱmodesȱcoȬassertȱtheirȱownȱrelevantȱnormsǲȱ
eachȱsetsȱupȱaȱcategoricalȱ imperativeȱofȱ itsȱownǰȱnotȱofȱtheȱKantianȱ
sortȱ withȱ rationalizedȱ universalityȱ andȱ objectivityǰȱ butȱ insteadȱ theȱ
psychologicalȱ urgencyȱ ǻshallȱ weȱ sayǰȱ necessityǵǼȱ toȱ construeȱ theȱ
situationȱ asȱ ofȱ aȱparticularȱ qualitativeȱ formȬcharacterȱ ǻLockeǰȱ ŗşřśǱȱ
ŚŗǼǯ 

Experiencesȱ ofȱ valuingȱ bringȱ theirȱ ownȱ normativityǯȱ Soȱ insteadȱ ofȱ makingȱ theȱ
normativityȱofȱparticularȱinstancesȱofȱvaluingȱdependentȱonȱtheȱapplicationȱofȱcertainȱ
categoriesǰȱLockeȱmakesȱtheȱnormativityȱofȱtheseȱcategoriesȱdependentȱonȱexperiencesȱ
ofȱvaluingǯ 
 

Weȱneedȱtoȱsayȱmoreȱaboutȱhowȱvaluingȱexperiencesȱcomeȱtoȱhaveȱnormativityȱoutsideȱ
ofȱexplicitȱevaluationǯȱLockeȇsȱassertionȱisȱthatȱthoughȱweȱlaterȱcomeȱtoȱrationaliseȱourȱ
experienceȱinȱtermsȱofȱpredicatesǰȱvaluesȱsuchȱasȱȃbeautyǰȱgoodnessǰȱtruthȱǻasȱapprovalȱ
orȱacceptanceǼȱǽandǾȱrighteousnessȱareȱknownȱinȱimmediateȱrecognitionsȱofȱqualitativeȱ
apprehensionȄȱ ǻLockeȱŗşřśǱȱřşǼǯȱValuesȱareȱ firstȱqualitativeȱandȱaffectiveǰȱandȱonlyȱ
subsequentlyȱrationalǯȱ”utȱtheseȱaffectiveȱvaluesȱareȱnotȱwithoutȱnormativityǯȱInȱfactǰȱ
Lockeȇsȱclaimȱisȱthatȱtheȱvaluesȱsetȱupȱȃdirectlyȱthroughȱfeelingǰȱaȱqualitativeȱcategoryǰȱ
whichȱǽǳǾȱconstitutesȱanȱemotionallyȱmediatedȱformȱofȱexperienceȄȱǻLockeȱŗşřśǱȱřŞǼǯȱ
WeȱsetȱupǰȱthroughȱvaluingǰȱaȱmoodȱorȱanȱemotionallyȱchargedȱkindȱofȱexperienceǯȱInȱ
thisȱexperienceȱofȱvaluingȱaȱȃqualitativeȱuniversalȱisȱgivenȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřşǼǰȱandȱthisȱ
qualitativeȱuniversalȱgeneratesȱȃdispositionalȱimperativesȱofȱactionȱchoicesȄȱǻLockeǰȱ
ŗşřśǱȱřŜǼǯȱCertainȱactionsȱappearȱrightȱandȱcertainȱactionsȱappearȱwrongǰȱgivenȱtheȱ
moodȱ ofȱ theȱ experienceǯȱ “ccordinglyǰȱ theseȱ qualitativeȱ valuesȱ areȱ ȃnormativelyȱ
stampedȄȱ byȱ feelingȱ inȱ ȃtheȱ originalȱ valueȱ experienceȄǰȱ andȱ subsequentȱ rationalȱ
evaluationȱȃmerelyȱrendersȱexplicitȱwhatȱwasȱimplicitȱinȱtheȱoriginalȱvalueȱsensingȄȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřşǼǯ 
 

WeȱseeȱhereȱthatȱLockeȱappealsȱtoȱ typesȱorȱmodesȱofȱfeelingȱandȱvaluingǯȱUnlikeȱtheȱ
valueȱ anarchistǰȱ Lockeȇsȱ systematicȱ relativismȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ ȃbasicȱ andȱ
fundamentalȱ feelingȬmodesȄȱ whichȱ areȱ commonȱ toȱ differentȱ peopleȱ andȱ acrossȱ
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culturesȱ ǻLockeȱ ŗşřśǱȱ řşǼǯȱ Thereȱ areȱ commonȱ typesȱ ofȱ feelingǰȱ whichȱ giveȱ riseȱ toȱ
commonȱ typesȱofȱ experienceǰȱ andȱ commonȱ typesȱofȱvalueǯȱ“nȱappealȱ toȱ commonȬ
senseȱ tellsȱLockeȱ thatȱ theȱmoralǰȱ theȱaestheticǰȱ theȱ logicalǰȱandȱ theȱ religiousȱareȱ theȱ
mostȱcommonȱcategoriesȱofȱvalueǯȱ“sȱtheseȱdifferentȱcategoriesȱofȱvalueȱmustȱfirstȱbeȱ
identifiedȱatȱtheȱqualitativeȱlevelȱofȱfeelingǰȱLockeȱdelineatesȱfourȱdifferentȱȃfeelingȬ
modesȄǯȱ Forȱ instanceǰȱ itȱ isȱ theȱ feelingȬmodeȱ ofȱ exaltationȱ whichȱ groundsȱ religiousȱ
experienceǯȱThisȱfeelingȱofȱexultationȱitselfȱsetsȱupȱaȱmodeȱofȱexperienceȱinȱwhichȱweȱ
feelȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ normativeȱ imperativesȱ toȱ performǰȱ orȱ refrainȱ fromȱ performingǰȱ
certainȱactionsȱandȱinterpretationsǯȱInȱtheȱsameȱwayǰȱtheȱfeelingȱofȱtensionȱgroundsȱourȱ
ethicalȱexperiencesǲȱtheȱfeelingȱofȱacceptanceȱgroundsȱlogicalȱvalueǲȱandȱtheȱfeelingȱofȱ
reposeȱgroundsȱaestheticȱvalueȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚřǼǯ7ȱ 
 

LockeȂsȱcompleteȱaccountȱofȱnormativityǰȱthenǰȱisȱsomethingȱlikeȱthisǱȱthereȱareȱcertainȱ
commonȱfeelingsȱǻsuchȱasȱexultationȱandȱtensionǼǰȱwhichȱgroundȱmoodsȱorȱtypesȱofȱ
experienceȱ ǻsuchȱ asȱ religiousȱ orȱ ethicalȱ experiencesǼǰȱ whichȱ comeȱ withȱ normativeȱ
imperativesȱtoȱinterpretȱtheȱsituationȱinȱcertainȱwaysȱandȱtoȱengageȱinȱcertainȱactionsǰȱ
andȱthatȱthisȱisȱwhatȱsubsequentlyǰȱinȱrationalȱanalysisǰȱcomesȱtoȱbeȱexpressedȱinȱtheȱ
languageȱofȱȃvalueȱultimatesȄȱǻsuchȱasȱȃTheȱHolyȄȱorȱȃTheȱGoodȄǼǯȱ 
 

Throughoutȱ thisȱaccountǰȱLockeȱmaintainsȱaȱ strictȱantiȬrealismǰȱasȱheȱassociatesȱ theȱ
realistȱ claimȱ thatȱ ourȱ valuesȱ referȱ toȱ somethingȱ outsideȱ ofȱ ourȱ attitudesȱ withȱ
absolutismǯ8ȱTheȱrealistȇsȱattemptȱtoȱdiscoverȱtheȱȃtrueȄȱvalueȱofȱsomeȱobjectȱisȱtakenȱ
toȱbeȱaȱsignȱofȱaȱparticularȱfallacyǱ 

ǽfǾromȱ theȱ functionalistȇsȱ pointȱ ofȱ viewȱ theȱ basicȱ errorȱ liesȱ inȱ
regardingȱ theȱ formalȱ valueȱ asȱ theȱ causeȱ ofȱ theȱ valuationȱ orȱ asȱ anȱ
essenceȱofȱtheȱvalueȱobjectȱratherȱthanȱtheȱsystemȱvalueȱofȱtheȱmodeȱ
ofȱvaluingȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚśǱȱŞŜǼǯ 

Theȱ realistȱ assumesȱ thatȱ ourȱ judgementsȱ ofȱ valueȱ resultȱ fromȱ theȱ applicationȱ ofȱ
necessaryȱ categoriesǰȱ orȱ resultȱ fromȱ essentialȱ propertiesȱ ofȱ theȱobjectȱ ofȱvalueǯȱ Theȱ
ȃfunctionalistȄȱviewǰȱinȱcomparisonǰȱinterpretsȱtheȱclaimȱthatȱsomeȱobjectȱisȱvaluableȱ
withinȱtheȱcontextȱofȱtheȱtypeȱofȱexperienceȱthatȱthisȱclaimȱemergesȱfromǰȱandȱanalysesȱ
theȱ roleȱ thatȱ suchȱ claimsȱ playǰȱ andȱ theȱ behavioursȱwhichȱ theyȱmakeȱ appropriateǰȱ
withinȱ thatȱcontextǯȱTheyȱareȱnotȱ interpretedȱasȱaȱclaimȱaboutȱ theȱpropertiesȱofȱ theȱ
objectǯȱ“sȱaȱresultǰȱsystematicȱrelativismȱdoesȱnotȱfosterȱconflictȱbetweenȱvalueȱsystemsȱ
inȱ theȱwayȱ thatȱ absolutismȱ doesǯȱ Ifȱ itȱ isȱ theȱ attitudeȱ ofȱ valuationǰȱ ratherȱ thanȱ theȱ
propertiesȱofȱanȱobjectǰȱwhichȱdeterminesȱvalueǰȱthenȱwhenȱyouȱareȱinterpretingȱanȱ
objectȱ asȱbeautifulǰȱ andȱ Iȱ amȱ interpretingȱ itȱ asȱmorallyȱ importantǰȱ thenȱweȱareȱnotȱ
disagreeingǯȱ Weȱ areȱ merelyȱ operatingȱ underȱ differentȱ valueȬmodesȱ orȱ Ȭsystemsǰȱ
neitherȱ orȱwhichȱ isȱ takenȱ toȱ beȱ aȱmoreȱ correctȱ accountȱ ofȱ realityǯȱ“rgumentsȱ overȱ
whichȱ valueȱ representȱ theȱ summumȱ bonumȱ areȱ ȃdoomedȱ toȱ perpetualȱ logicalȱ
oppositionȱ becauseȱ theirȱ basicȱ valueȱ attitudesȱ areȱ psychologicallyȱ incompatibleȄȱ
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ǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚśǼǯȱSystematicȱ relativismȱavoidsȱsuchȱconflictǰȱwithoutȱabandoningȱaȱ
senseȱofȱnormativityǯ 
 

Oneȱofȱ theȱ strengthsȱofȱLockeȇsȱvisionȱ isȱ itsȱabilityȱ toȱaccountȱ forȱwhatȱLockeȱcallsȱ
ȃtransȬvaluationsȄǯȱTransȬvaluationsȱareȱtimesȱwhenȱweȱswitchȱbetweenȱvalueȬmodesȱ
whilstȱvaluingȱtheȱsameȱobjectǯȱExamplesȱincludeȱwhenȱweȱappreciateȱanȱintellectualȱ
formulaȱasȱbeautifulȱ ratherȱ thanȱ trueȱorȱ correctȱ ǻLockeȱŗşřśǱȱŚŚǼǰȱorȱwhenȱanȱartistȱ
comesȱtoȱseeȱtheȱworkȱtheyȱareȱcreatingȱasȱanȱactȱofȱdutyȱratherȱthanȱanȱactȱofȱcreativeȱ
activityȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŗǼǯȱInȱtheseȱcasesǰȱtheȱfeelingȱwithȱwhichȱweȱareȱengagingȱwithȱ
theȱ objectȱ changesǰȱ andȱ ourȱ categorisationȱ ofȱ theȱ valueȱ ofȱ thatȱ objectȱ changesȱ
accordinglyǯȱTheȱabsolutistȱmustȱexplainȱawayȱtheseȱcasesȱasȱillusionaryǰȱmistakenǰȱorȱ
merelyȱmetaphoricalǯȱForȱLockeȱtheseȱtransȬvaluationsȱareȱaȱrealȱandȱnormalȱpartȱofȱ
ourȱlivesǯ 
 

Lockeȱappealsȱ toȱexamplesȱofȱ transȬvaluationȱ toȱdoȱ threeȱthingsǯȱFirstǰȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ
changesȱinȱourȱfeelingȱtowardsȱanȱobjectȱchangesȱtheȱcategorisationȱofȱtheȱvalueȱweȱ
placeȱonȱitȱseemsȱtoȱprovideȱsupportȱforȱLockeȇsȱassertionȱthatȱtheȱaffectiveȱisȱpriorȱtoȱ
theȱevaluativeǯȱȃOnceȱaȱdifferentȱformȬfeelingȱisȱevokedȄǰȱLockeȱtellsȱusǰȱȃtheȱsituationȱ
andȱtheȱvalueȱtypeȱareǰȱ ipsoȱfactoǰȱchangedǯȱChangeȱtheȱattitudeǰȱandǰȱirrespectiveȱofȱ
contentǰȱ youȱ changeȱ theȱ valueȱ typeǲȱ theȱ appropriateȱ newȱ predicatesȱ automaticallyȱ
followȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŚǼǯ9ȱSecondǰȱ thisȱ isȱmeantȱ toȱbeȱanȱinstanceȱ inȱwhichȱLockeȇsȱ
systematicȱ relativismȱ canȱ accountȱ forȱ aȱ featureȱ ofȱ everydayȱ experienceȱ whichȱ theȱ
absolutistȱ cannotǯȱ Whereasȱ theȱ absolutistȱ mustȱ explainȱ awayȱ suchȱ casesǰȱ Lockeȇsȱ
theoryȱȃapplyǽsǾȱaȱcommonȱprincipleȱofȱexplanationȄȱtoȱallȱexperiencesȱofȱvalueȱǻLockeȱ
ŗşřśǱȱŚŚǼǯȱThirdlyǰȱtheseȱtransȬvaluationsȱareȱmeantȱtoȱprovideȱusȱwithȱanȱanalogyȱforȱ
howȱweȱcanȱreactȱtoȱotherȱpeopleȇsȱvaluesȱwithȱtoleranceǯȱIfȱweȱfindȱthatȱwithinȱourȱ
ownȱ experienceȱ apparentlyȱ opposedȱ valuesȱ areȱ harmonisedǰȱ andȱmergeȱ intoȱ eachȱ
otherǰȱthenȱthisȱmayȱleadȱusȱtoȱthinkȱtheȱsameȱaboutȱdifferingȱvaluesȱbetweenȱpersonsǯȱ
Whenȱ weȱ realiseȱ thatȱ differentȱ valuesȱ haveȱ ȃcomplementaryȱ characterȱ inȱ humanȱ
experienceȄǰȱweȱstopȱthinkingȱthatȱonlyȱoneȱvalueȱcanȱbeȱtheȱcorrectȱoneȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱ
ŚŝǼǯ 
 

Soǰȱ unlikeȱ theȱ ȃanarchicȱ relativismȄǰȱ attributedȱ byȱ Lockeȱ toȱ Jamesȱ andȱ othersǰȱ
ȃsystematicȱrelativismȄȱcanȱprovideȱsomeȱaccountȱofȱnormativityǰȱwhilstȱalsoȱavoidingȱ
absolutismǯȱȱThisȱisȱtheȱȃmiddleȱgroundȄȱthatȱLockeȱwasȱlookingȱforȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŞǼǯȱ 
 

ItȱisȱworthȱnotingȱatȱthisȱstageȱthatȱJamesȱshouldȱinȱprincipleȱbeȱonȱboardȱwithȱLockeȂsȱ
ȃaffectiveȱtheoryȱofȱvaluationȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚśǼǯȱLockeȂsȱboldȱandȱoriginalȱmoveȱisȱtoȱ
attemptȱtoȱprovideȱanȱaccountȱofȱnormativityȱwithoutȱappealingȱtoȱanythingȱoutsideȱ
ofȱaffectiveȱexperienceǯȱ“sȱsuchǰȱtheȱJamesianȱcanȱrecogniseȱinȱLockeȱaȱkindȱofȱradicalȱ
empiricistȱapproachȱtoȱnormativityǯ10ȱHoweverǰȱthereȱareȱaȱnumberȱofȱconcernsȱwhichȱ
JamesȱmightȱraiseȱinȱtheȱlightȱofȱLockeȂsȱantiȬrealismǯ 
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Lockeȇsȱaccountȱofȱnormativityȱisȱbasedȱonȱtheȱideaȱthatȱcertainȱtypesȱofȱfeelingȱcomeȱ
withȱimperativesȱtoȱinterpretȱandȱactȱinȱcertainȱwaysǯȱWhatȱLockeȱdoesȱnotȱsupplyȱisȱ
anȱ accountȱ ofȱ whyȱ weȱ oughtȱ toȱ feelȱ certainȱ waysȱ inȱ certainȱ situationsǯȱWhyȱ isȱ itȱ
appropriateȱtoȱfeelȱexultationȱinȱcertainȱsituationsǰȱandȱnotȱinȱothersǵȱWhenȱmyȱnextȬ
doorȱneighbourȱdemonstratesȱaȱsenseȱofȱexultationȱandȱholyȱaweȱinȱresponseȱtoȱhisȱ
newȱgardenȱfenceǰȱdoȱIȱhaveȱgroundsȱforȱcriticisingȱwhatȱappearsȱtoȱbeȱhisȱmisplacedȱ
feelingǵȱCanȱtheȱsystematicȱrelativistȱhaveȱanythingȱtoȱsayȱtoȱsomeoneȱwhoȱfeelsȱnoȱ
tensionȱinȱwhatȱisǰȱtoȱothersǰȱaȱsituationȱthatȱrequiresȱmoralȱinterpretationǵȱTheseȱareȱ
notȱoriginalȱproblemsȱtoȱlevelȱatȱtheȱrelativistǰȱbutȱitȱseemsȱthatȱtheseȱareȱtheȱkindsȱofȱ
concernȱ thatȱ Lockeȇsȱ systematicȱ relativismȱ isȱ meantȱ toȱ avoidǯȱ Lockeȱ canȱ provideȱ
normativityȱinȱtheȱsenseȱofȱhavingȱsharedȱmodesȱofȱvaluationȱwhichȱhaveȱimperativeȱ
normsȱofȱactionȱandȱ interpretationȱattachedǯȱ”urȱthereȱ isȱnothingȱonȱhisȱ accountȱofȱ
valueȱ whichȱ wouldȱ tellȱ usȱ thatȱ certainȱ affectiveȱ responsesȱ areȱ appropriateȱ orȱ
inappropriateȱinȱcertainȱsituationsǯ 
 

Lockeȱ cannotȱ appealȱ toȱ objectiveȱ featuresȱ ofȱ theȱ environmentȱ toȱ provideȱ thisȱ
normativityǯ11ȱ Weȱ haveȱ seenȱ thatȱ Lockeȱ equatesȱ anyȱ formȱ ofȱ moralȱ realismȱ withȱ
absolutismǯȱOurȱvaluesȱareȱrelationalȱinȱnatureǰȱinȱthatȱtheyȱareȱdirectedȱtowardsȱtheȱ
objectiveȱworldǰȱandȱemergeȱinȱanȱȃemotionallyȱmediatedȱformȱofȱexperienceȄȱǻLockeǰȱ
ŗşřśǱȱřŞȬřşǼǯȱ”utȱtheȱclaimȱbyȱLockeȱthatȱtheseȱvaluesȱȃareȱrootedȱinȱattitudesǰȱnotȱinȱ
realityǰȱandȱpertainȱtoȱourselvesǰȱnotȱtoȱtheȱworldȄȱsuggestsȱthatȱthereȱareȱnoȱfeaturesȱ
onȱ theȱ objectiveȱ poleȱ ofȱ thisȱ relationȱ whichȱ determineȱ theȱ appropriatenessȱ orȱ
inappropriatenessȱofȱaȱparticularȱattitudeȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŜǼǯȱLockeȱassertsȱthatȱthoughȱ
valuationȱalwaysȱhasȱsomeȱcontentǰȱthatȱcontentȱneverȱdeterminesȱtheȱfeelingȱwhichȱ
groundsȱthatȱvaluationǱȱȃfeelingȬqualityǰȱirrespectiveȱofȱcontentǰȱmakesȱaȱvalueȱofȱaȱgivenȱ
kindȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŖǰȱemphasisȱmineǼǯ12 

 

Inȱ factǰȱ Jamesȱ wouldȱ suggestȱ thatȱ thisȱ strictȱ antiȬrealismȱ mightȱ blockȱ theȱ veryȱ
motivationalȱ aspectsȱ ofȱ normativityȱ whichȱ Lockeȱ isȱ interestedȱ inȱ preservingǯȱ
“ccordingȱtoȱJamesǰȱourȱemotionalȱfeelingsǰȱsuchȱasȱfearǰȱraptureǰȱandȱsadnessǰȱhaveȱ
anȱimmediateȱȃobjectiveȱreferenceȄǰȱandȱmustȱbeȱheldȱtoȱhaveȱanȱȃoutwardȱcauseȄǯȱ
“nyȱphilosophyȱwhichȱexplainedȱawayȱthisȱreferenceǰȱorȱprovidedȱaȱdescriptionȱsolelyȱ
inȱtermsȱofȱȃsubjectiveȱstatesȄǰȱleavesȱaȱpersonȱȃwithȱlittleȱtoȱcareȱorȱactȱforȄǰȱandȱasȱaȱ
resultȱtheȱmotivationalȱȃforceȱofȱǽtheǾȱfeelingsȱwouldȱevaporateȄǯȱFacedȱwithȱaȱworldȱ
inȱ whichȱ ourȱ idealsȱ andȱ feelingsȱ haveȱ noȱ realȱ referenceǰȱ weȱ areȱ overcomeȱwithȱ aȱ
ȃnamelessȱunheimlichkeitȄȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞŞŘǰȱW”ǱȱŝŗǼǯ13 

 

Jamesȱtendedȱtoȱcallȱanyȱphilosophyȱinȱwhichȱfeelingsȱwereȱnotȱresponsiveȱtoȱobjectiveȱ
propertiesȱ ofȱ theȱ worldȱ ȃsubjectivismȄȱ ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞŞŚǰȱW”Ǳȱ ŗŘŞǼǯȱ ȃMoralismȄȱ isȱ theȱ
opposingȱviewǰȱinȱwhichȱourȱfeelingsȱǻorȱatȱleastȱourȱmoralȱfeelingsǼȱreferȱtoȱsomethingȱ
objectiveǯȱ“sȱJamesȱdescribesȱitǰȱtheȱǻpluralisticǼȱmoralistȱisȱsomeoneȱwhoȱbelievesȱthatȱ
theȱ universeȱ isȱ aȱ ȃseriesȱ ofȱ shouldsȱ allȱ theȱwayȱ downȄȱ ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞŞŘǰȱW”Ǳȱ ŞśǼǯȱ Theȱ
motivationalȱdeficienciesȱofȱsubjectivismȱareȱmostȱclearlyȱdemonstratedȱwhenȱweȱareȱ
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calledȱ uponȱ toȱ actȱ onȱ ourȱmoralȱ idealsȱ inȱ theȱ faceȱ ofȱ someȱ socialǰȱ institutionalǰȱ orȱ
personalȱobstacleǯȱInȱsuchȱaȱsituationǰȱtheȱsubjectivistȱȮȱholdingȱasȱtheyȱdoȱthatȱmoralȱ
feelingsȱareȱȃmereȱdataȄǰȱandȱnotȱindicativeȱofȱanythingȱobjectiveȱȮȱisȱfreeȱtoȱȃpervertȱ
ǽtheȱ feelingsǾȱ orȱ lullȱ themȱ toȱ sleepȄǰȱ andȱ soȱ diminishȱ theirȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ injusticeȱ orȱ
immoralityȱratherȱthanȱactingȱonȱthemȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞŞŘǰȱW”ǱȱŞŜǼǯȱ“sȱsuchǰȱsubjectivismȱ
encouragesȱ aȱ kindȱ ofȱ ȃethicalȱ indifferenceȄǰȱ inȱ whichȱ weȱ areȱ providedȱ withȱ noȱ
motivationȱtoȱperformȱdifficultȱbutȱmoralȱactsǯȱMoralismǰȱonȱtheȱotherȱhandǰȱsuggestsȱ
thatȱweȱȃregardȱsomethingȱelseȱthanȱourȱfeelingȱasȱourȱlimitȄǰȱandȱholdsȱthatȱthereȱareȱ
certainȱȃoutwardȱdutiesȄȱwhichȱmustȱbeȱmetȱregardlessȱofȱourȱfeelingsȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞŞŚǰȱ
W”ǱȱŗřŘȬŗřŜǼǯȱThusǰȱmoralismȱprovidesȱusȱwithȱaȱnormativeȱimperativeȱtoȱactȱonȱourȱ
moralȱfeelingsǰȱevenȱatȱgreatȱpersonalȱdetrimentǯ14ȱ 
 

JamesȱexpressesȱhisȱpositionȱsuccinctlyȱinȱtheȱfollowingȱpassageȱfromȱȃIsȱLifeȱWorthȱ
LivingǵȄȱǻŗŞşśǼǱ 
 

ǽiǾfȱthisȱlifeȱbeȱnotȱaȱrealȱfightǰȱinȱwhichȱsomethingȱisȱeternallyȱgainedȱforȱ
theȱuniverseȱbyȱsuccessǰȱitȱisȱnoȱbetterȱthanȱaȱgameȱofȱprivateȱtheatricalsȱ
fromȱwhichȱoneȱmayȱwithdrawȱatȱwillǯȱ”utȱitȱfeelsȱlikeȱaȱrealȱfightȱȮȱasȱifȱ
thereȱ wereȱ somethingȱ reallyȱ wildȱ inȱ theȱ universeȱ whichȱ weȱ ǽǳǾȱ areȱ
neededȱtoȱredeemȱǻŗŞşśǰȱW”ǱȱśśǼǯ 

 

JamesȂsȱsimpleȱpointȱisȱthatȱifȱweȱwantȱtoȱunderstandȱtheȱȃwillingnessȱtoȱactǰȱnoȱmatterȱ
howȱweȱfeelȄȱthenȱweȱmustȱholdȱthatȱourȱfeelingsȱareȱresponsiveȱtoȱfeaturesȱofȱtheȱ
worldǰȱ suchȱ thatȱourȱ ȃactsȱ areȱ reallyȱgoodȱandȱbadȄǰȱ andȱ thatȱ somethingȱwhichȱ isȱ
valuableȱȮȱoutsideȱofȱourȱfeelingsȱȮȱcanȱbeȱtrulyȱgainedȱorȱlostȱthroughȱourȱactionȱǻŗŞŞŚǰȱ
W”ǱȱŗřśǼǯȱThisȱelementȱofȱmodestȱrealismȱisȱrequiredȱforȱusȱtoȱfindȱourȱvaluesȱfullyȱ
motivatingǯȱLockeȂsȱantiȬrealismȱseemsȱtoȱrejectȱ thisȱpossibilityǯȱThusǰȱ Jamesȱwouldȱ
contendȱthatȱLockeȂsȱtheoryȱofȱvalueȱentailsȱtheȱveryȱindifferentismȱheȱwasȱconcernedȱ
toȱavoidǯ15ȱ 
 

ȗřǯȱO”JECTIVITY 

 

 

TheȱsecondȱchallengeȱtoȱprovidingȱaȱpluralisticȱaccountȱofȱvalueȱisȱobjectivityǯȱIfȱweȱ
areȱgoingȱtoȱhaveȱmeaningfulȱdiscourseȱaboutȱvaluesȱbetweenȱdifferentȱpeopleȱandȱ
differentȱculturesǰȱthenȱweȱmustȱhaveȱsomethingȱobjectiveȱonȱwhichȱtoȱgroundȱsuchȱ
interactionsǯȱ Lockeȱ wantsȱ toȱ provideȱ anȱ accountȱ inȱ whichȱ valueȱ isȱ groundedȱ onȱ
somethingȱmoreȱobjectiveȱthanȱsubjectiveȱopinionȱǻtheȱvalueȱanarchistȱpositionǼǰȱbutȱ
lessȱ objectiveȱ thanȱ universalȱ valuesȱ toȱ whichȱ allȱ ofȱ humanityȱ shouldȱ beȱ heldȱ
accountableȱǻtheȱabsolutistȱpositionǼǯȱLockeȱhasȱalreadyȱrejectedȱtheȱpossibilityȱthatȱ
propertiesȱofȱobjectsȱorȱsituationsȱcanȱprovideȱtheȱbasisȱforȱthisȱobjectivityǰȱandȱsoȱheȱ
mustȱlookȱelsewhereǯȱToȱthisȱendǰȱheȱintroducesȱwhatȱheȱcallsȱȃfunctionalȱconstantsȄȱ
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ǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱśśǼǯ16 

 

LockeȇsȱbasicȱstrategyȱisȱtoȱappealȱtoȱȃobjectiveȱbutȱneutralȱcommonȱdenominatorsȄǰȱ
whichȱ operateȱ betweenȱ differentȱ valuersȱ andȱ culturesȱ ǻLockeǰȱ ŗşŚŚǱȱ ŝřǼǯȱ Weȱ haveȱ
alreadyȱseenȱthisȱstrategyȱatȱworkȱinȱLockeȇsȱappealȱtoȱcommonȱfeelingȱtypesȱwhichȱ
groundȱourȱdifferentȱwaysȱofȱvaluingǯȱThoughȱweȱmayȱhaveȱseveralȱdifferentȱinstancesȱ
ofȱaȱtypeȱofȱvalueǰȱtheseȱdifferentȱvaluationsȱareȱallȱconnectedȱbyȱvirtueȱofȱaȱcommonȱ
feelingȱwhichȱbringsȱaboutȱaȱqualitativeȱuniversalȱandȱaȱsetȱofȱimperativeȱnormsǯȱTheseȱ
valuationsȱ mayȱ haveȱ differentȱ objectsǰȱ butȱ theyȱ haveȱ commonȱ attitudesǰȱ andȱ thusȱ
normsǰȱbyȱwhichȱweȱcanȱassessȱthemǯ 
 

“ȱ goodȱ exampleȱ ofȱ thisȱ strategyȱ isȱ Lockeȇsȱ approachȱ toȱ modernȱ artǯȱ Manyȱ
traditionalistsȱrejectedȱmodernȱartȱasȱartǰȱandȱaccordingȱtoȱLockeȱthisȱwasȱbecauseȱtheyȱ
wereȱweddedȱtoȱaȱparticularȱideaȱofȱȃ”eautyȄǯȱTheȱtraditionalistsȱthoughtȱthatȱbeautyȱ
wasȱaȱmatterȱofȱcertainȱobjectsȱdemonstratingȱparticularȱpropertiesǰȱandȱthatȱmodernȱ
worksȱofȱartȱdidȱnotȱdemonstrateȱtheseȱpropertiesǯȱLockeȇsȱinterpretationȱofȱmodernȱ
artǰȱ byȱ comparisonǰȱ seesȱ modernismȱ asȱ makingȱ progressȱ overȱ theȱ traditionalȱ
approachesǯȱ Theȱmodernistȱ hasȱ enlargedȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ ourȱ artisticȱ normsȱ toȱ includeȱ
objectsȱwhichȱwereȱ notȱ previouslyȱ includedǯȱ Thoughȱ theȱ objectsȱ areȱ differentǰȱ ourȱ
ȃbasicȱattitudinalȱqualitiesȄȱhaveȱnotȱalteredǰȱandȱsoȱweȱcanȱrecogniseȱmodernȱworksȱ
ofȱartȱasȱbeingȱpartȱofȱtheȱsameȱvalueȱsystemȱasȱtheȱmoreȱtraditionalȱpiecesǯȱIfȱweȱjudgeȱ
theȱdifferentȱartȱstylesȱbyȱaȱfixedȱabsoluteǰȱsuchȱasȱaȱparticularȱvisionȱofȱbeautyǰȱthenȱ
theyȱ appearȱ toȱ beȱ divergentȱ activitiesǰȱ atȱ oddsȱwithȱ oneȱ anotherǯȱ Howeverǰȱ ifȱ weȱ
considerȱ theseȱ differentȱ stylesȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ broadȱ functionalȱ commonalityǰȱ suchȱ asȱ
allowingȱ ourȱ contemplativeȱ feelingȬattitudesȱ toȱ expressȱ themselvesǰȱ thenȱ weȱ canȱ
recogniseȱbothȱtheȱtraditionalȱandȱtheȱmodernistȱapproachesȱasȱfulfillingȱthisȱroleȱinȱ
differentǰȱbutȱcomparableȱwaysǯȱLockeȱcontendsȱthatȱtheȱȃwideningȱofȱtheȱvarietyȱofȱ
stylesȱ andȱ aestheticȄȱ byȱ theȱ modernistǰȱ ȃhasȱ actuallyȱ beenȱ accompaniedȱ byȱ aȱ
deepeningȱofȱaestheticȱtasteȱandȱaȱsharpeningȱofȱcriticalȱdiscriminationȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚśǱȱ
şŖ). Weȱcanȱseeȱtheȱmodernistȱapproachȱasȱanȱadaptationȱandȱrefinementȱofȱtheȱkindȱ
ofȱvaluationȱactivityȱwhichȱtheȱtraditionalistȱwasȱalsoȱengagedȱinǯ 
 

“tȱaȱculturalȱ levelǰȱLockeȇsȱ claimȱ isȱ theȱ sameǯȱThoughȱ theȱ contentȱofȱwhatȱdifferentȱ
culturalȱgroupsȱvalueȱmayȱdifferǰȱtheseȱdifferentȱvaluesȱprovideȱtheȱsameȱ functionalȱ
roleǯȱThisȱnotionȱisȱwhatȱLockeȱcallsȱȃculturalȱequivalenceȄǰȱandȱheȱsuggestsȱitȱisȱoneȱ
ofȱthreeȱlogicalȱcorollariesȱofȱapplyingȱhisȱsystematicȱrelativismȱonȱtheȱculturalȱlevelǯȱ
Theȱ otherȱ twoȱ areȱ theȱ reciprocityȱ ofȱ differentȱ valuesǰȱ theȱ claimȱ thatȱ weȱ canȱ rejectȱ
assertionsȱofȱanyȱcultureȇsȱsuperiorityǰȱbutȱstillȱengageȱinȱȃscientificǰȱpointȬbyȬpointȱ
comparisonsȄȱtoȱseeȱhowȱwellȱtheyȱperformȱtheirȱfunctionalȱroleǲȱandȱlimitedȱculturalȱ
convertibilityǰȱorȱtheȱviewȱthatȱbecauseȱthereȱareȱsharedȱfunctionalȱattitudesȱbetweenȱ
culturesǰȱ culturalȱ transferenceȱ canȱ takeȱ placeǰȱ butȱ shouldȱ beȱ limitedȱ byȱ certainȱ
sociologicalȱfactorsȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝřǼǯ17 
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LockeȇsȱpluralisticȱvisionȱisȱmeantȱtoȱhaveȱveryȱpracticalȱresultsȱforȱdemocracyǱ 

ǽIǾtȱputsȱtheȱpremiumȱuponȱequivalenceȱnotȱuponȱidentityǰȱcallsȱforȱ
coȬoperationȱ ratherȱ thanȱ forȱ conformityȱ andȱ promotesȱ reciprocityȱ
insteadȱofȱ factionalȱ antagonismǯȱ“uthoritarianismǰȱdogmatismǰȱ andȱ
bigotryȱjustȱcannotȱtakeȱrootȱandȱgrowȱinȱsuchȱintellectualȱsoilȱǻLockeǰȱ
ŗşŚŘǱȱŜŖǼǯ 

Thoughȱbothȱtheȱrelativistȱandȱtheȱabsolutistȱareȱaimingȱforȱpeaceȱwithinȱtheȱpoliticalȱ
sphereǰȱtheȱabsolutistȱconfusesȱuniformityȱforȱunityǯȱUniformityȱisȱidentityȱinȱformȱorȱ
contentǰȱwhereasȱunityȱonȱtheȱrelativistȱpictureȱcanȱbeȱachievedȱbyȱtheȱrecognitionȱofȱ
commonȱfunctionsȱorȱpurposesǰȱthoughȱperhapsȱclothedȱveryȱdifferentlyȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱ
śřǼǯȱTheȱabsolutistǰȱbecauseȱofȱtheirȱassociationȱofȱunityȱwithȱuniformityǰȱmustȱpursueȱ
unityȱviaȱorthodoxyǰȱwhichȱȃinvolvesȱauthoritarianȱconformityȱandȱsubordinationȄȱ
ǻLockeǰȱ ŗşŚŚǱȱ ŝŖǼǯȱ“sȱ suchǰȱ absolutismȱ leadsȱ toȱ dogmatismǰȱ struggleǰȱ andȱ theȱ veryȱ
conflictȱwhichȱitȱaimsȱtoȱavoidǯȱRelativismǰȱonȱtheȱotherȱhandǰ 

withȱnoȱarbitraryȱ specificationsȱofȱunityǰȱnoȱ imperiousȱdemandȱ forȱ
universalityǰȱ neverthelessȱ enjoinsȱ aȱ beneficentȱ neutralityȱ betweenȱ
divergentȱpositionsǰȱandǰȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱtheȱcontactsȱofȱculturesǰȱwouldȱ
inȱdueȱcourseȱpromoteǰȱstepȱbyȱstepǰȱfromȱanȱinitialȱstageȱofȱculturalȱ
toleranceǰȱ mutualȱ respectǰȱ reciprocalȱ exchangeǰȱ someȱ specificȱ
communitiesȱ ofȱ agreementȱ andǰȱ finallyǰȱ withȱ sufficientȱ mutualȱ
understandingȱandȱconfidenceǰȱcommonalityȱofȱpurposeȱandȱactionȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝŖȬŝŗǼǯ 

“sȱHarrisȱ tellsȱ usǰȱ Lockeȇsȱ claimȱ isȱ thatȱ ȃǽtǾheȱ unityȱ ofȱ peoplesȱ canȱ existȱ withoutȱ
uniformityȱofȱculturalȱmodalitiesȄȱǻHarrisǰȱŗşŞşǱȱŜŞǼǯ18 

 

Inȱ summaryǰȱ Lockeȱ believesȱ thatȱ hisȱ systematicȱ relativismȱ providesȱ usȱ withȱ theȱ
capacityȱ forȱ objectiveȱ analysisȱ betweenȱ differentȱ valuersȱ andȱ culturesǯȱ Thoughȱ
differentȱ culturesȱmightȱ valueȱ differentȱ thingsǰȱ theseȱ valuesȱ areȱ underpinnedȱ byȱ aȱ
commonȱtypeȱofȱfeelingǰȱandȱcommonȱfunctionalȱrolesǯȱThoughȱwhatȱweȱfindȱbeautifulȱ
mightȱdifferǰȱourȱfeelingȱofȱbeautyǰȱtheȱinchoateȱnormsȱthatȱemergeȱfromȱthisȱfeelingǰȱ
andȱtheȱfunctionsȱofȱtheȱpracticesȱbasedȱonȱthisȱfeelingǰȱareȱallȱessentiallyȱsimilarǯȱWeȱ
mightȱworshipȱdifferentȱGodsǰȱbutȱwhatȱitȱmeansȱtoȱworshipǰȱandȱtheȱkindȱofȱroleȱitȱ
playsȱ inȱ ourȱ livesȱ andȱ societiesǰȱ areȱ commonalitiesȱ whichȱ unifyȱ usǯȱ Itȱ isȱ Lockeȇsȱ
suggestionȱ thatȱ focusingȱ onȱ theseȱ ȃneutralȱ commonȱ denominatorsȄǰȱ ratherȱ thanȱ
ȃsuperficialȱinstitutionalȱdivergenceȄǰȱgivesȱusȱaȱbasisȱforȱanalysingȱdifferentȱvaluesȱ
accordingȱtoȱoneȱstandardǰȱandȱisȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱleadȱtoȱcrossȬculturalȱdiscussionȱandȱ
cooperationȱthanȱabsolutismǯȱ“ndȱitȱisȱthisȱobjectivityȱwhichȱheȱaccusesȱtheȱanarchicȱ
relativistȱofȱlackingȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝřǼǯ 
 

TheȱanarchicȱrelativistǰȱaccordingȱtoȱLockeǰȱrejectsȱobjectivityȱinȱfavourȱofȱaȱkindȱofȱ
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laissezȱfaireȱindividualismǯȱConsideringȱsomeȱportionsȱofȱJamesȂsȱworkǰȱweȱmightȱnotȱ
thinkȱthatȱLockeȂsȱinterpretationȱofȱhimȱasȱanarchicȱisȱatȱallȱunfairǯȱForȱinstanceǰȱinȱhisȱ
explicitȱworkȱonȱethicsǰȱJamesȱmakesȱtheȱseeminglyȱindividualisticȱclaimȱthatȱtheȱgoodȱ
isȱnothingȱbutȱtheȱsatisfactionȱofȱdemandǰȱandȱthatȱeachȱdemandȱprimaȱfacieȱdeservesȱ
toȱbeȱmetǯȱInȱfactǰȱJamesȱisȱinsistentȱthatȱnothingȱcommonȱunderliesȱourȱvariousȱvaluesȱ
ǻorȱ ȃidealsȄȱ inȱ Jamesȇsȱ vocabularyǼǯ19ȱHoweverǰȱ aȱ closerȱ lookȱ atȱ JamesȂsȱworkȱ asȱ aȱ
wholeȱ revealsȱ thatȱheǰȱ likeȱLockeǰȱ frequentlyȱ appealsȱ toȱ fundamentalȱ affectiveȱ andȱ
functionalȱsimilaritiesȱwhenȱlookingȱforȱanȱobjectiveȱwayȱofȱassessingȱveryȱdivergentȱ
positionsǯȱIȇllȱbrieflyȱaddressȱthreeȱexamplesȱhereǱȱJamesȇsȱapproachȱtoȱphilosophyȱasȱ
aȱwholeǰȱȱJamesȇsȱapproachȱtoȱreligionǰȱandȱJamesȂsȱpragmatismǯ 
 

Throughoutȱ hisȱ careerǰȱ butȱ mostȱ forcefullyȱ inȱ Aȱ Pluralisticȱ Universeȱ ǻŗşŖşǼǰȱ Jamesȱ
arguesȱthatȱoneȱofȱtheȱcentralȱgoalsȱofȱphilosophyȱisȱtoȱprovideȱusȱwithȱanȱaccountȱofȱ
theȱuniverseȱsuchȱthatȱweȱcanȱfeelȱȃatȱhomeȄȱinȱitǯȱHeȱexpressesȱthisȱbyȱsuggestingȱthatȱ
ȃintimacyȄǰȱanȱaffectiveȱmeasureȱofȱhowȱȃatȱhomeȄȱaȱparticularȱtheoryȱallowsȱusȱtoȱ
feelǰȱisȱoneȱcriterionȱbyȱwhichȱweȱshouldȱassessȱdifferentȱmetaphysicalȱvisionsǯȱOnȱthisȱ
viewǰȱthenǰȱthoughȱmetaphysicalȱvisionsȱappearȱtoȱassertȱanyȱnumberȱofȱcontradictoryȱ
thingsǰȱtheyȱhaveȱaȱsharedȱpurposeȱwhichȱallowsȱtheseȱdifferentȱphilosophiesȱtoȱenterȱ
intoȱconversationǰȱandȱbeȱassessedȱbyȱtheȱsameȱcriteriaȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱŗŗǼǯȱOverȱtheȱ
courseȱofȱtheȱworkǰȱJamesȱarguesȱthatȱhisȱownȱpluralisticȱaccountȱmeetsȱthisȱaffectiveȱ
andȱfunctionalȱcriterionȱofȱintimacyȱbetterȱthanȱmonismǯȱThisȱisȱnotȱtheȱtimeȱtoȱpresentȱ
thisȱargumentȱinȱdetailǰȱbutȱwhatȱitȱtellsȱusȱisȱthatȱJamesȱacceptsȱsomethingȱveryȱsimilarȱ
toȱ Lockeȇsȱ approachȱ ofȱ findingȱ objectivityȱ inȱ underlyingȱ ȃcommonȱdenominatorsȄȱ
whichȱdifferentȱviewsȱshareǰȱratherȱthanȱinȱcommonȱobjectsǯ20 

 

“ȱsecondȱexampleȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱinȱJamesȇsȱworkȱonȱreligionǯȱInȱTheȱVarietiesȱofȱReligiousȱ
ExperienceȱǻŗşŖŘǼǰȱandȱelsewhereǰȱJamesȱanalysesȱtheȱvariousȱclaimsȱofȱveryȱdifferentȱ
religiousȱbeliefsǰȱandȱfindsȱthatȱthereȱareȱcommonȱfunctionalȱaimsȱbeneathȱthemǯȱInȱ
VarietiesȱthisȱisȱstatedȱasǱ 

theȱpracticalȱneedsȱandȱexperiencesȱofȱreligionȱseemȱtoȱmeȱsufficientlyȱ
metȱbyȱtheȱbeliefȱthatȱbeyondȱeachȱmanȱandȱinȱaȱfashionȱcontinuousȱ
withȱhimȱthereȱexistsȱaȱlargerȱpowerȱwhichȱisȱfriendlyȱtoȱhimȱandȱhisȱ
idealsȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖŘǰȱVREǱȱŚŗřǼǯ 

Weȱcanȱfindȱsimilarȱstatementsȱofȱtheȱbroadȱfunctionalȱaimȱofȱreligionȱelsewhereȱinȱ
Jamesȱworkǯ21ȱThisȱmightȱseemȱlikeȱaȱveryȱweakȱdefinitionȱofȱreligionǰȱbutȱJamesȱisȱnotȱ
offeringȱusȱaȱdefinitiveȱaccountȱofȱreligiousȱbeliefǯȱInsteadǰȱheȱisȱsuggestingȱthatȱthereȱ
areȱcommonȱfunctionsȱwhichȱeveryȱreligiousȱaccountȱisȱattemptingȱtoȱmeetǰȱandȱbyȱ
whichȱweȱcanȱassessȱtheȱdifferentȱreligiousȱhypothesesǯȱ Jamesǰȱ likeȱLockeǰȱdoesȱnotȱ
wantȱthisȱȃcommonȱdenominatorȄȱtoȱdetermineȱcontentǯȱItȱleavesȱopenǰȱforȱinstanceǰȱ
suchȱquestionsȱ asȱwhetherȱGodȱ isȱ infiniteȱorȱ finiteǰȱwhetherȱhumanȱ immortalityȱ isȱ
possibleǰȱandȱwhetherȱtheȱbestȱreligiousȱhypothesisȱ isȱmonotheisticǰȱpolytheisticǰȱorȱ
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panpsychicǯȱJamesȱassertsȱthatȱaȱpluralisticȱthesisȱofȱreligionǰȱwhichȱseesȱGodȱasȱfiniteǰȱ
isȱȃtheȱhypothesisȱbyȱwhichȱtheȱlargestȱnumberȱofȱlegitimateȱrequirementsȱareȱmetȄǰȱ
butȱthisȱremainsȱaȱfallibleȱhypothesisǰȱratherȱthanȱaȱdogmaticȱassertionȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖŘǰȱ
VREǱȱŚŗŗȬřǼǯ22 

 

Perhapsȱ theȱ mostȱ obviousȱ instanceȱ ofȱ thisȱ strategyȱ isȱ JamesȂsȱ pragmatismǰȱ aptlyȱ
demonstratedȱinȱhisȱ famousȱȃcorridorȄȱmetaphorǯȱPragmatismȱprovidesȱaȱcommonȱ
languageȱandȱmethodologyȱwhichȱcanȱbringȱveryȱdifferentȱphilosophicalȱprojectsȱintoȱ
communicationǰȱwithoutȱrestrictingȱtheirȱcontentȱǻŗşŖŝǰȱPǱȱřŘǼǯ23ȱ 
 

Theseȱ threeȱ examplesȱ showȱ thatȱ Jamesȱ canȱ appealȱ toȱ theȱ sameȱ basicȱ ȃcommonȱ
denominatorȄȱ accountȱ ofȱ objectivityȱ thatȱ Lockeȱ canǰȱ thoughȱ Jamesȱ hasȱ aȱ farȱ lessȱ
structuredȱapproachǯȱ”utȱ thisȱ isȱnotȱ theȱonlyȱnotionȱofȱobjectivityȱwhichȱJamesȱhasȱ
availableȱtoȱhimǯȱWeȱcanȱseeȱthisȱinȱJamesȇsȱexplicitȱengagementȱwithȱrelativismǯȱJamesȱ
doesǰȱ inȱ factǰȱ callȱhimselfȱ aȱ relativistǰȱ byȱwhichȱheȱ simplyȱmeansȱanȱantiȬabsolutistȱ
ǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱMTǱȱŗŚŘǼǯȱ”utȱheȱexplicitlyȱrejectsȱfromȱhisȱrelativismȱtheȱnotionȱthatȱanyȱ
opinionȱ isȱ asȱ goodȱ asȱ anyȱ otherǰȱ whichȱ isȱ whatȱ Lockeȇsȱ accusationȱ ofȱ anarchicȱ
relativismȱ amountsȱ toǯȱ ȃOpinionȄǰȱ forȱ theȱ pragmatistǰȱ isȱ somethingȱ rootedȱ inȱ ȃtheȱ
wholeȱenvironmentȱofȱsocialȱcommunicationȱofȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱaȱpartȱandȱoutȱofȱwhichȱ
theyȱtakeȱtheirȱriseȄǯȱTheseȱopinionsȱhaveȱbeenȱtestedǰȱandȱwillȱcontinueȱtoȱbeȱtestedǰȱ
againstȱ experienceǰȱ andȱweȱhaveȱ toȱ trustȱ thatȱ experienceȱwillȱ helpȱusȱ selectȱwhichȱ
opinionsȱareȱ trueȱ inȱ theȱ longȱrunȱ ǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱMTǱȱŗŚśǼǯ24ȱOverȱ timeǰȱandȱthroughȱ
communalȱexperienceȱandȱ inquiryǰȱweȱmakeȱprogressȱ towardsȱ trueȱbeliefsǯȱ Jamesȇsȱ
relativismǰȱthenǰȱdoesȱnotȱdenyȱabsoluteȱtruthǱ 

Noȱ relativistȱ whoȱ everȱ actuallyȱ walkedȱ theȱ earthȱ hasȱ deniedȱ theȱ
regulativeȱ characterȱ inȱ hisȱ ownȱ thinkingȱ ofȱ theȱ notionȱ ofȱ absoluteȱ
truthǯȱWhatȱisȱchallengedȱbyȱtheȱrelativistsȱisȱtheȱpretenceȱonȱanyoneȇsȱ
partȱtoȱhaveȱfoundȱforȱcertainȱatȱanyȱgivenȱmomentȱwhatȱtheȱshapeȱofȱ
thatȱtruthȱisȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱMTǱȱŗŚřǼǯ 

Theȱ primaryȱdifferenceȱ betweenȱ absolutismȱ andȱ Jamesȇsȱ relativismȱ isȱ notȱ thatȱ oneȱ
believesȱ inȱ absoluteȱ truthȱ andȱ theȱ otherȱ doesȱ notǯȱ Theȱ differenceȱ isȱ thatǰȱ forȱ theȱ
Jamesianȱrelativistǰȱabsoluteȱtruthȱisȱwhatȱwouldȱbeȱcoerciveȱoverȱexperienceȱinȱtheȱ
longȱrunȱofȱhumanȱinquiryȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱMTǱȱŗŚřǼǯ 
 

Jamesȱisȱquiteȱclearȱthatȱthisȱaccountȱofȱcommunalȱinquiryȱcanȱinȱprincipleȱbeȱappliedȱ
toȱourȱethicalǰȱ aestheticalǰȱ andȱreligiousȱbeliefsǰȱ justȱasȱwellȱasȱ itȱ canȱ toȱ theȱnaturalȱ
sciencesǯȱ“sȱJamesȱputsȱitȱquiteȱearlyȱinȱhisȱcareerǱ 
 

Theȱonlyȱobjectiveȱcriterionȱofȱ realityȱ isȱ coercivenessǰȱ inȱ theȱ longȱ runǰȱ
overȱthoughtǯȱǽǳǾȱIfȱjudgementsȱofȱwhatȱshouldȬbeȱareȱfatedȱtoȱgraspȱusȱ
inȱthisȱwayǰȱtheyȱareȱwhatȱȃcorrespondȄȱǽtoȱrealityǾȱǻŗŞŝŞǰȱEPhǱȱŘŗǼǯ25 
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Ofȱcourseǰȱinȱsuchȱmattersȱweȱshouldȱexpectȱthatȱobjectivityȱwillȱonlyȱbeȱdiscoveredȱ
throughȱ ȃtheȱ experienceȱ ofȱ theȱ entireȱ humanȱ raceȄǰȱ andȱwithȱ theȱ ȃcoȬoperationȱ ofȱ
generationsȄǯȱ“ndȱtheȱclaimȱthatȱobjectiveȱtruthȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱinȱsuchȱareasȱisǰȱasȱeverǰȱ
aȱhypothesisȱandȱnotȱaȱdogmaticȱassertionȱǻŗŞŞŘǰȱW”ǱȱŞŝȬŞǼǯ 
 

SoǰȱitȱseemsȱasȱifȱJamesȱhasȱaccessȱtoȱtwoȱsourcesȱofȱobjectivityȱinȱhisȱaccountȱofȱvalueȱ
pluralismǯȱ Heȱ sharesȱ withȱ Lockeȱ aȱ functionalismǰȱ orȱ anȱ appealȱ toȱ affectiveȱ andȱ
functionalȱconstantsȱwhichȱunderpinȱdifferentȱvaluesǯȱ”utȱheȱalsoȱappealsȱtoȱaȱkindȱofȱ
realismǰȱwhichȱseesȱourȱvaluesȱasȱresponsiveȱinȱtheȱlongȱrunȱtoȱfeaturesȱofȱexperienceǰȱ
soȱ thatȱ weȱ canȱ moveȱ closerȱ toȱ ethicalǰȱ aestheticalǰȱ andȱ religiousȱ truthǰȱ throughȱ
communalȱ inquiryǯȱ ȱ Weȱ canȱ findȱ thisȱ secondȱ elementȱ ofȱ objectivityȱ activeȱ inȱ theȱ
examplesȱ thatȱweȱ haveȱ alreadyȱ lookedȱ atǯȱ Inȱ Jamesȇsȱmetaphysicsǰȱ eachȱ accountȱ isȱ
treatedȱasȱaȱhypothesisǰȱtheȱobjectivityȱofȱwhichȱisȱmeasuredȱbyȱassessingȱhowȱwellȱitȱ
fulfilsȱcertainȱfunctionalȱrolesȱandȱhowȱwellȱtheȱcontinuedȱdriftȱofȱexperienceȱcontinuesȱ
toȱconfirmȱitȱǻJamesǰȱŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱŗŚŝǼǯȱ“ndȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱreligionǰȱJamesȱtellsȱusȱtoȱtreatȱ
ourȱdifferentȱreligiousȱbeliefsȱasȱhypothesesǰȱwhichȱexperienceȱwillȱconfirmȱorȱdenyȱinȱ
theȱ longȱ runȱ ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞşŝǱȱW”Ǳȱ şǼǯȱ Jamesȇȱ strategyȱ inȱ theseȱ casesȱ isȱ toȱ combineȱ aȱ
functionalȱ analysisǰȱ inȱweȱwhichȱ delineateȱ commonalitiesȱ inȱ aimsȱ andȱmethodsȱ inȱ
orderȱtoȱassessȱapparentlyȱdivergentȱpositionsǰȱwithȱaȱrealismǰȱinȱwhichȱweȱtestȱourȱ
variousȱhypothesesȱagainstȱexperienceǯ 
 

HoweverǰȱLockeȱexplicitlyȱrejectsȱsuchȱaȱrealistȱorȱepistemicȱapproachȱtoȱvalueǯȱInȱfactǰȱ
Lockeȱwouldȱseeȱsuchȱanȱapproachȱasȱbeingȱindicativeȱofȱwhatȱheȱsawȱasȱtheȱsecondȱ
largeȱ problemȱ withȱ pragmatismǯ26ȱ ȱ “ccordingȱ toȱ Lockeǰȱ contemporaryȱ “mericanȱ
philosophyȱ wasȱ ȃtooȱ analogousȱ toȱ scienceȱ andȱ tooȱ committedȱ toȱ scientificȱ
objectivismȄǯȱ“lthoughȱmanyȱpragmatistsȱclaimȱtoȱbeȱpluralistsǰȱLockeȱarguesǰȱtheyȱinȱ
factȱreduceȱallȱclaimsȱofȱtruthȱtoȱwhatȱisȱexperimentallyȱtestableǯȱ27ȱLockeȱcallsȱthisȱtheȱ
ȃlogicoȬexperimentalȄȱmethodologyǯȱTheȱ tendencyȱ toȱ thinkȱofȱ truthȱasȱ ȃtheȱcorrectȱ
anticipationȱ ofȱ experienceȱ ǽorǾȱ theȱ confirmationȱ ofȱ factȄȱ undulyȱ narrowsȱwhatȱweȱ
actuallyȱmeanȱbyȱtruthȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŜȬŝǼǯȱ“ccordingȱtoȱLockeǰȱtruthȱ 

mayȱalsoȱsometimesȱbeȱtheȱsustainingȱofȱanȱattitudeǰȱtheȱsatisfactionȱ
ofȱaȱwayȱofȱfeelingǰȱtheȱcorroborationȱofȱaȱvalueǯȱToȱtheȱpoetǰȱbeautyȱ
isȱ truthǲȱ toȱ theȱ religiousȱ devoteeǰȱ Godȱ isȱ truthǲȱ toȱ theȱ enthusedȱ
moralistǰȱwhatȱoughtȬtoȬbeȱovertopsȱfactualȱrealityȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŝǼǯȱ 

Theȱexperimentalistȱfallacyǰȱonȱtheȱotherȱhandǰȱisȱtoȱapplyȱjustȱoneȱaccountȱofȱtruthǰȱ
drawnȱfromȱtheȱnaturalȱsciencesǰȱtoȱallȱareasǯ28ȱTheȱexperimentalistȱlooksȱforȱobjectivityȱ
notȱinȱtheȱactualȱprocessesȱofȱvaluationǰȱbutȱinȱȃtheȱconfirmationsȱofȱexperienceȱorȱtheȱ
affirmationsȱofȱevaluativeȱjudgementsȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱřŞǼǯ29 

 

Interestinglyǰȱ LockeȂsȱ concernȱ hereȱ isȱ inȱ someȱ senseȱ sharedȱ byȱ Jamesǯȱ Jamesȱ
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continuallyȱsuggestsȱthatȱphilosophyȱshouldȱaimȱtoȱaccountȱnotȱ justȱforȱintellectualȱ
needsǰȱorȱscientificȱvalidityǰȱbutȱalsoȱforȱaestheticǰȱmoralǰȱandȱpracticalȱneedsǯ30ȱ“nyȱ
philosophyȱthatȱsuggestsȱthatȱonlyȱquestionsȱofȱscienceȱorȱlogicȱareȱanswerableȱwillȱbeȱ
seenȱ asȱ deficientȱ onȱ Jamesȇsȱ accountǯȱ Nonethelessǰȱ Jamesȱ sticksȱ toȱ hisȱ claimȱ thatȱ
aestheticǰȱmoralǰȱandȱreligiousȱbeliefsȱareȱtestedȱinȱexperienceȱinȱaȱwayȱanalogousȱtoȱ
theȱmethodologyȱofȱtheȱnaturalȱsciencesǯȱ“ndȱheȱdoesȱsoȱbyȱbroadeningȱtheȱnotionȱofȱ
experienceȱbeyondȱtheȱphysicalǯȱJamesȇsȱradicalȱempiricismȱisȱrootedȱinȱtheȱclaimȱthatȱ
everythingȱthatȱisȱrealȱmustȱbeȱexperienceableǰȱandȱthatȱeverythingȱexperienceableȱisȱ
realȱ ǻŗşŖŚǰȱ EREǱȱ ŘŘǼǯȱ Thisȱ includesȱ religiousǰȱ aestheticǰȱ andȱmoralȱ experiencesǯȱ Soǰȱ
Jamesȱ hasȱ aȱ broadȱ enoughȱ notionȱ ofȱ inquiryǰȱ andȱ ofȱ experienceǰȱ toȱ avoidȱ Lockeȇsȱ
concernsȱaboutȱtheȱexperimentalistȱmethodǯȱJamesȇsȱexperimentalismȱmeansȱnothingȱ
moreȱthanȱtheȱnotionȱthatȱweȱshouldȱtreatȱourȱvariousȱidealsȱandȱbeliefsȱasȱhypothesesȱ
toȱbeȱtestedȱagainstȱourȱownȱexperienceǰȱandȱthatȱofȱhumanityȱasȱaȱwholeǰȱandȱthatȱweȱ
shouldȱbeȱopenȱtoȱtheirȱalterationȱinȱtheȱfaceȱofȱrelevantȱexperienceǯȱThisȱaccountȱdoesȱ
notȱseemȱtoȱnarrowȱtheȱkindsȱofȱthingsȱwhichȱcanȱbeȱseenȱasȱrealȱorȱtrueȱinȱtheȱwayȱ
whichȱworriesȱLockeǯ 
 

ȗŚǯȱLOY“LTY 

 

 

TheȱthirdȱchallengeȱforȱdevelopingȱaȱnonȬanarchicȱrelativismȱisȱȃloyaltyȄǯȱWhilstȱbeingȱ
tolerantȱ ofȱ valuesȱ differentȱ fromȱ ourȱ ownǰȱ weȱmustȱ alsoȱ beȱ ableȱ toȱ findȱ ourȱ ownȱ
personalȱandȱculturalȱvaluesȱmeaningfulǯȱFirstȱandȱforemostǰȱourȱvaluesȱareȱcallsȱtoȱ
interpretationȱandȱactionǯȱ“nyȱrelativismȱwhichȱabandonsȱtheȱfeelingȱthatȱourȱownȱ
valuesȱ areȱ meaningfulȱ andȱ motivatingȱ willȱ essentiallyȱ leadȱ toȱ nihilismȱ andȱ
indifferenceǯȱ Thisȱ isȱ whatȱ Lockeȱ believesȱ anarchicȱ relativismǰȱwithȱ itsȱ ȃeverythingȱ
goesȄȱapproachȱtoȱvalueǰȱleadsȱtoǯȱ“bsolutismǰȱonȱtheȱotherȱhandǰȱmaintainsȱthatȱourȱ
ownȱvaluesȱareȱmeaningfulȱandȱmotivatingǰȱbutȱonlyȱatȱtheȱexpenseȱofȱdogmaticallyȱ
denyingȱotherȱpeopleȇsȱvaluesȱasȱworthwhileǯȱLockeȇsȱownȱrelativismȱaimsȱforȱaȱmiddleȱ
groundǱȱ ȃǽitǾȱ contradictsȱ valueȱ dogmatismȱ andȱ counteractsȱ valueȱ bigotryȱ withoutȱ
destroyingȱtheȱsenseȱofȱactiveȱvalueȱloyaltyȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝŖǼǯȱThisȱisȱtheȱclaimȱweȱwillȱ
beȱassessingȱinȱthisȱfinalȱsectionǯ 
 

“ccordingȱ toȱ Lockeȇsȱ antiȬabsolutismǰȱweȱ cannotȱ thinkȱ ofȱ ourȱ culturalȱ orȱ personalȱ
valuesȱasȱsuperiorȱtoȱothersȂǯȱ”utȱLockeȱdoesȱnotȱwantȱusȱtoȱeradicateȱtheȱloyaltyȱweȱ
feelȱtoȱourȱownȱvaluesǰȱbutȱtoȱrepositionȱ itǯȱInsteadȱofȱtakingȱtheȱparticularȱformsȱorȱ
symbolsȱofȱourȱvaluesȱasȱtheȱȃcentreȱofȱvalueȱloyaltyȄǰȱweȱshouldȱinsteadȱtakeȱasȱourȱ
centreȱ ȃtheȱ goalȱ ofȱmaximizingȱ theȱ valueȬmodeȱ itselfȱ asȱ anȱ attitudeȱ andȱ activityȄȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŞǼǯȱWhereasȱtheȱsymbolȱorȱcontentȱofȱourȱvaluesȱmightȱdifferǰȱtheȱnatureȱ
ofȱourȱvaluationǰȱandȱtheȱroleȱthatȱourȱvaluesȱplayȱinȱourȱlivesȱandȱsocietyǰȱmightȱnotǯȱ
ȃǽEǾnlightenedȱvalueȱloyaltyȄȱisȱtheȱabilityȱtoȱdistinguishȱbetweenȱtheȱmereȱȃsymbolȱ
andȱ formȄȱ ofȱ ourȱ differentȱ valuesǰȱ andȱ thoseȱ underlyingȱ functionalȱ andȱ affectiveȱ



ŗś 

 

commonalitiesȱwhichȱuniteȱ themȱasȱtheirȱȃessenceȱandȱǽǳǾȱobjectiveȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱ
ŜŖǼǯȱ 
 

“ccordingȱtoȱsystematicȱrelativismǰȱweȱoughtȱtoȱholdȱourȱvaluesȱinȱaȱȃtemperateȱandȱ
enlightenedȄȱwayǰȱseeingȱthemȱasȱfunctionallyȱsimilarȱtoȱotherȱpeopleȂsȱsuperficiallyȱ
dissimilarȱ valuesǯȱ Thisȱ isȱ meantȱ toȱ preventȱ usȱ fromȱ holdingȱ ourȱ valuesȱ withȱ
ȃfanaticismȄǰȱȃblindȱloyaltyȄǰȱandȱȃdogmaticȱfaithȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱŜŖǼǯȱCertainlyǰȱvalueȱ
pluralismȱofȱthisȱkindȱcanȱleadȱtoȱaȱperceivedȱlossȱofȱprestigeȱforȱourȱownȱparticularȱ
valuesǯȱWeȱhaveȱtoȱabandonȱtheȱnotionȱthatȱourȱvalueȱsystemȱisȱtheȱcorrectȱorȱsuperiorȱ
valueȱsystemǯȱ“ndȱthisȱvalueȱpluralismȱappearsȱtoȱ involveȱaȱsomewhatȱdiminishedȱ
enthusiasmȱ forȱ theȱ valuesȱ ofȱ ourȱ particularȱ cultureǯȱ Lockeȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ relativistsȱ
mustȱȃwearȱǽtheirǾȱgroupȱlabelsȱandȱavowȱǽtheirǾȱculturalȱloyaltiesȱlessȱprovocativelyȄȱ
ǻLockeǰȱ ŗşŚŚǱȱ ŝŚǼǯȱ ”utǰȱ inȱ exchangeǰȱweȱmoveȱ towardsȱ anȱ ȃeffectiveȱ paxȱ romanaȱ ofȱ
valuesǰȱwithȱ greaterȱ andȱmoreȱ permanentȱ eventualȱ gainsȄȱ ǻLockeǰȱ ŗşŚŘǱȱ śŜǼǯȱMoreȱ
pessimisticallyǰȱLockeȱelsewhereȱtellsȱusȱthatǰȱthoughȱthisȱrepositioningȱofȱourȱvaluesȱ
mightȱ beȱ difficultǰȱ itȱ becomesȱmuchȱ easierȱwhenȱweȱ seeȱ thatȱ ȃtheȱ onlyȱ alternativeȱ
policyȱisȱsuicidalȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřŘȬŚǱȱŗřŝǼǯ 
 

Lockeȱ alignsȱ thisȱ repositioningȱ strategyȱ withȱ Josiahȱ Royceȇsȱ ȃLoyaltyȱ toȱ LoyaltyȄȱ
notionǯ31ȱSimilarlyȱtoȱLockeǰȱRoyceȱappealedȱtoȱaȱfunctionalȱcommonȱdenominatorȱinȱ
hisȱattemptȱtoȱsolveȱanȱapparentȱparadoxȱregardingȱtheȱvalueȱofȱloyaltyǯȱTheȱparadoxȱ
whichȱ concernedȱ Royceȱ consistedȱ inȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ beingȱ loyalȱ toȱ somethingȱwasȱ aȱ
supremeȱhumanȱgoodǰȱbutȱthatȱtheȱconflictȱwhichȱarisesȱbetweenȱdifferentȱgroupsȱwhoȱ
areȱ loyalȱ toȱdifferentȱ thingsȱwasȱ theȱsupremeȱhumanȱevilȱ ǻRoyceǰȱŗşŖŞǱȱřŖȬřŗǼǯȱTheȱ
commonȱdenominatorȱRoyceȱappealedȱtoȱwasȱloyaltyȱitselfǯȱEachȱofȱusȱseesȱthatȱloyaltyȱ
isȱaȱcommonȱgoodǰȱandȱweȱshouldȱrepositionȱourȱloyaltyȱsoȱthatȱweȱapprehendȱtheȱ
valueȱofȱȃuniversalȱloyaltyȄȱorȱȃloyaltyȱtoȱloyaltyȄǯȱOurȱgoalȱbecomesȱtheȱincreaseȱofȱ
loyaltyȱinȱhumanityȱasȱaȱwholeǰȱandȱnotȱmerelyȱtheȱsuccessȱofȱtheȱparticularȱcauseȱweȱ
happenȱtoȱbeȱloyalȱtoǯȱWeȱnowȱserveȱourȱindividualȱcauseȱwithȱaȱviewȱtoȱsecuringȱȃtheȱ
greatestȱpossibleȱincreaseȱinȱloyaltyȱamongstȱmenȄȱǻRoyceǰȱŗşŖŞǱȱŗŘŗǼǯȱWeȱthenȱseekȱaȱ
goodȱforȱallȱhumankindǰȱratherȱthanȱjustȱourselvesǱȱtoȱȃmakeȱloyaltyȱtriumphantȱinȱtheȱ
livesȱofȱallȱmenȄȱǻRoyceǰȱŗşŖŞǱȱŗŘşȬřŖǼǯ32 

 

Lockeȇsȱmoveȱtoȱrepositionȱourȱvalueȱloyaltyǰȱthenǰȱisȱagainȱdependentȱonȱthereȱbeingȱ
sharedȱcommonȱdenominatorsȱbetweenȱapparentlyȱdifferentȱvaluesǯȱOurȱaimǰȱ ifȱweȱ
areȱtrulyȱloyalȱtoȱaȱcertainȱvalueǰȱshouldȱbeȱtoȱincreaseȱunderstandingǰȱdiversityǰȱorȱ
expressionȱwithinȱaȱcertainȱtypeȱorȱmodeȱofȱvalueǯȱToȱreturnȱtoȱourȱexampleȱofȱartǰȱtheȱ
modernistȱisȱtrulyȱloyalȱtoȱtheȱessenceȱofȱherȱvalueǰȱseeingȱasȱsheȱwantsȱtoȱincreaseȱtheȱ
diversityȱ andȱ understandingȱ ofȱ aestheticȱ expressionȱ andȱ appreciationǯȱ Theȱ
traditionalistȱisȱonlyȱloyalȱtoȱaȱparticularȱsymbolȱofȱvalueǰȱaȱparticularȱnotionȱofȱ”eautyȱ
orȱ aestheticȱ appreciationǰȱ andȱ soȱ rejectsȱ theȱ progressȱ theȱ modernistȱ representsǯȱ
SimilarlyǰȱthoughȱIȱamȱaȱHinduȱandȱyouȱareȱaȱChristianǰȱweȱbothȱexpressȱexultationȱofȱ
theȱdivineǰȱandȱsoȱwhatȱweȱareȱloyalȱtoȱisȱessentiallyȱtheȱsameǰȱevenȱthoughȱtheȱexternalȱ
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symbolsȱofȱourȱrespectiveȱfaithsȱareȱdifferentǯ33 

 

ConflictsȱcanȱstillȱoccurǰȱforȱLockeǯȱ”utȱtheyȱareȱconflictsȱwithinȱaȱsharedȱcontextǯȱForȱ
instanceǰȱLockeȱconsidersȱ twoȱconflictingȱaccountsȱofȱ theȱatomǱȱ theȱclassicalȱ theoryȱ
andȱtheȱmodernȱtheoryǯȱTheȱtwoȱobjectsȱoccupyȱtheȱsameȱfunctionalȱroleȱwithinȱtheȱ
sameȱvalueȱcontextǰȱandȱcannotȱbothȱbeȱcorrectǯȱHoweverǰȱappealingȱtoȱtheȱcommonȱ
functionalȱdenominatorȱthatȱeachȱtheoryȱ isȱattemptingȱtoȱfulfilǰȱweȱcanȱseeȱthatȱ theȱ
modernȱtheoryȱȃincludesȱandȱinterpretsȱmoreȱobservableȱphenomenaȄǰȱandȱsoȱweȱareȱ
confidentȱinȱcallingȱthatȱtheoryȱȃtruerȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚśǱȱŞşǼǯȱInȱaȱsimilarȱwayǰȱweȱmightȱ
stillȱ discussȱ whetherȱ polytheismȱ orȱmonotheismȱ isȱ theȱ betterȱ wayȱ toȱ worshipȱ theȱ
divineǯȱThisȱ isȱstillȱaȱpotentialȱdisagreementǰȱbutȱoneȱwithȱaȱ commonȱdenominatorȱ
bothȱ sidesȱ agreeȱ toȱ andȱ referȱ toǯȱRecognitionȱofȱ aȱ sharedȱ essenceȱ betweenȱ theȱ twoȱ
positionsȱ leadsȱ toȱ reasonableȱ discourseǰȱ whereasȱ theȱ assertionȱ thatȱ theȱ differentȱ
symbolsȱ ofȱ theȱ differentȱ faithsȱ areȱ trueȱ leadsȱ toȱ unhelpfulȱ conflictsǯȱ Moreoverǰȱ
assumingȱ oneȱ sideȱ isȱ notȱ absurdlyȱwrongǰȱ anyȱ newȱ theoryȱ tendsȱ toȱ incorporateȱ aȱ
ȃgoodȱpartȱofȱtheȱpreviousȱtheoryȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚśǱȱŞşǼǯ 
 

ThisȱisȱaȱneatȱwayȱofȱsolvingȱtheȱproblemȱofȱvalueȱloyaltyȱwhichȱLockeȂsȱrelativismȱ
seemsȱ toȱ entailǯȱ Howeverǰȱ aȱ problemȱ emergesȱ fromȱ aȱ Jamesianȱ standpointǰȱ whenȱ
consideringȱLockeȂsȱrelianceȱonȱcommonȱdenominatorsǯȱ 
 

”ecauseȱLockeȱseeksȱtoȱprovideȱanȱobjectiveȱaccountȱofȱvalueǰȱbutȱcannotȱappealȱtoȱ
anyȱ formȱofȱ realismȱ toȱ doȱ soǰȱ Lockeȱmakesȱ theȱ commonalitiesȱwhichȱ heȱ identifiesȱ
withinȱ ourȱ modesȱ ofȱ valuingȱ veryȱ robustǯȱ Howeverǰȱ theȱ strengthȱ ofȱ theseȱ
commonalitiesȱ endangersȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ theȱ differenceȱ betweenȱ culturesǯȱ Theȱ
apparentlyȱdifferentȱvaluesȱwhichȱeachȱcultureȱexpressesȱareȱeitherȱpartȱofȱtheȱsameȱ
valueȱmodeǰȱorȱtheyȱareȱnotǯȱIfȱtheyȱareȱpartȱofȱtheȱsameȱvalueȱmodeǰȱthenȱtheyȱareȱinȱ
essenceȱtheȱsameǰȱthoughȱtheyȱhaveȱdifferentȱsymbolsȱorȱformsȱofȱexpressionǰȱsuchȱasȱ
whenȱtwoȱpeopleȱhaveȱreligiousȱfeelingsȱdirectedȱtowardsȱdifferentȱdeitiesǯȱIfȱtheyȱareȱ
notȱpartȱofȱtheȱsameȱvalueȱmodeǰȱthenȱtheȱdifferentȱvaluesȱareȱnotȱinȱconflictȱatȱallǰȱbutȱ
representȱdifferentȱbutȱcompatibleȱapproachesȱtoȱtheȱsameȱobjectǰȱsuchȱasȱwhenȱoneȱ
personȱapprehendsȱanȱobjectȱasȱbeautifulǰȱwhilstȱanotherȱseesȱitȱasȱmorallyȱimportantǯȱ
Theȱ latterȱoptionȱseemsȱ toȱremoveȱ theȱpossibilityȱofȱsayingȱ thatȱoneȱvalueȱmodeȱ isȱ
moreȱappropriateȱthanȱanotherȱinȱaȱcertainȱcontextȱǻȗŘǼǯȱTheȱformerǰȱJamesȱwouldȱsayǰȱ
unfairlyȱ reducesȱ theȱ individualȱ differencesȱ toȱ generalȱ commonalityǯȱWeȱ oftenȱ findȱ
LockeȱsuggestingȱthatȱapparentȱdifferencesȱbetweenȱculturesȱareȱȃsuperficialȄǰȱorȱthatȱ
theȱparticularȱsymbolsȱassociatedȱbyȱaȱcultureȱwithȱtheȱcommonȱvalueȱmodesȱisȱdoneȱ
soȱȃirrationallyȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŘǱȱŜŖǲȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝřǲȱŝŜǼǯ 
 

Seeminglyǰȱ Lockeȱ gainsȱ harmonyȱ betweenȱ competingȱ valuesȱ atȱ theȱ expenseȱ ofȱ theȱ
losingȱ theirȱ distinctivenessǯȱ Lockeȱ mayȱ wellȱ beȱ correctȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ underlyingȱ
affectiveȱandȱfunctionalȱconstantsȱbeneathȱourȱapparentlyȱdifferentȱvalueȱclaimsǯȱ”utȱ
itȱ remainsȱ unclearȱ howȱ reorientingȱ ourȱ loyaltyȱ toȱ theseȱ constantsȱ maintainsȱ theȱ
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meaningȱ ofȱ ourȱ personalȱ andȱ culturalȱ valuesǰȱ ifȱ weȱ simultaneouslyȱ holdȱ theirȱ
distinctivenessȱtoȱbeȱatȱbestȱirrelevantȱandȱatȱworstȱirrationalǯ 
 

Soǰȱ ifȱweȱcannotȱreorientȱourȱ loyaltyȱtoȱcommonȱaffectiveȱandȱfunctionalȱconstantsǰȱ
howȱ areȱweȱ toȱ overcomeȱ conflictsȱ inȱ valueȱ onȱ JamesȂsȱ accountȱ ofȱ valueȱpluralismǵȱ
“ccordingȱtoȱJamesǰȱweȱdoȱsoȱbyȱseeingȱourselvesȱasȱengagedȱinȱaȱcommonȱepistemicȱ
projectȱ ofȱdiscoveringȱwhatȱ theȱ rightȱ andȱmostȱ inclusiveȱ systemȱofȱ goodsȱ reallyȱ isȱ
ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞŞŞȬşǰȱMLǱȱ ŗŞŚǼǯȱWhenȱ weȱ findȱ twoȱ idealsȱ whichȱ areȱ inȱ conflictǰȱ weȱ askȱ
ourselvesȱwhichȱȃwillȱgiveȱtheȱbestȱuniverseȄǰȱandȱthisȱquestionȱcanȱonlyȱbeȱansweredȱ
byȱ appealȱ toȱ ourȱ ownȱ andȱ otherȱ peopleȇsȱ experienceȱ ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞşŗǰȱ W”Ǳȱ ŗśŞǼǯȱ
Ultimatelyǰȱthroughȱtheȱexperienceȱofȱtheȱhumanȱraceȱasȱaȱwholeǰȱweȱreachȱsomeȱstableȱ
viewsȱonȱwhatȱisȱreallyȱgoodȱandȱvaluableȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞŞŘǰȱW”ǱȱŞŝǼǯȱThoughȱLockeȱmightȱ
suggestȱthatȱJamesȇsȱturnȱtoȱrealismȱcouldȱallowȱpeopleȱtoȱdogmaticallyȱassertȱtheirȱ
ownȱidealsȱasȱtrueǰȱJamesȱwouldȱinsistȱthatȱweȱholdȱourȱvaluesȱasȱlimitedȱandȱfallibleȱ
hypothesesǯȱWhenȱweȱ recogniseȱ thatȱweȱ areȱ engagedȱ inȱ aȱ communalȱ inquiryȱ intoȱ
valueǰȱ andȱweȱ acknowledgeȱ ourȱ ownȱ individualȱ limitationsǰȱ andȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ ȃtheȱ
truthȱisȱtooȱgreatȱforȱanyȱoneȱactualȱmindȄȱtoȱcognizeǰȱthenȱweȱareȱleadȱtoȱtheȱȃpracticalȱ
consequenceȄȱthatȱotherȱhypothesesȱshouldȱbeȱseenȱasȱequallyȱreasonableǰȱandȱshouldȱ
beȱ toleratedȱandȱ respectedǰȱ ifȱ inquiryȱ isȱ toȱproceedȱ ǻJamesǰȱ ŗŞşşǰȱTTǱȱ ŚǼǯ34ȱ“sȱ suchǰȱ
differencesȱinȱvaluesȱareȱsupposedȱtoȱbeȱnoȱmoreȱproblematicȱthanȱtheȱdifferencesȱinȱ
scientificȱhypothesesǯȱ Itȱwithȱanȱappealȱtoȱaȱveryȱbroadȱnotionȱofȱscientificȱ inquiryǰȱ
thenǰȱthatȱJamesȱaimsȱtoȱavoidȱtheȱdogmatismȱwhichȱLockeȱassumesȱgoesȱalongȱwithȱ
realismǯ35 

 

Oneȱ immediateȱ problemȱ arisesȱ fromȱ suchȱ anȱ accountǯȱ Theȱ necessaryȱ detachmentȱ
whichȱappearsȱtoȱbeȱrequiredȱforȱusȱholdȱourȱownȱidealsȱasȱfallibleȱhypothesesȱdetractsȱ
fromȱtheirȱmotivationalȱforceǯȱWeȱareȱnotȱmovedȱtoȱverifyȱaȱhypothesisȱinȱtheȱsameȱ
wayȱasȱweȱareȱmovedȱtoȱappreciateȱmusicǰȱrightȱanȱinjusticeǰȱorȱworshipȱaȱdeityǯȱȱWeȱ
mightȱbeȱableȱtoȱalleviateȱthisȱconcernȱsomewhatȱbyȱspellingȱoutȱwhatȱJamesȱmeansȱ
byȱaȱȃhypothesisȄǯȱTheȱfirstȱthingȱtoȱsayȱisȱthatȱJamesȱthinksȱthatȱhypothesesǰȱevenȱinȱ
scientificȱcontextsǰȱareȱadoptedȱǻinȱpartǼȱasȱaȱresultȱofȱpassionalǰȱpersonalǰȱculturalǰȱandȱ
temperamentalȱfactorsǰȱwhichȱmakeȱsomeȱoptionȱappearȱmoreȱplausibleȱorȱȃliveȄȱtoȱ
usǯ36ȱThisȱwillȱbeȱespeciallyȱtrueȱinȱtheȱaestheticǰȱreligiousǰȱandȱmoralȱcaseǯȱTheȱsecondȱ
thingȱtoȱsayȱisȱthatȱJamesȱthinksȱthatȱeveryȱhypothesisȱcomesȱwithȱȃaȱfeverȱofȱdesireȱ
forȱ verificationȄȱ ǻŗŞŞŖǰȱ W”Ǳȱ ŗŞŜǼǯȱ Thusǰȱ seeingȱ somethingȱ asȱ aȱ hypothesisȱ itselfȱ
generatesȱmotivationȱtoȱactȱaccordingȱtoȱitǰȱandȱsoȱdiscoverȱevidenceȱforȱorȱagainstȱitsȱ
validityǯȱ“sȱsuchǰȱJamesȱcanȱprovideȱanȱaccountȱofȱwhyȱweȱmaintainȱourȱloyaltyȱtoȱourȱ
particularȱvaluesǰȱandȱhowȱtheyȱmaintainȱmotivationalȱforceǰȱwhilstȱstillȱholdingȱthemȱ
toȱbeȱfallibleȱhypothesesǯȱ 
 

“ccordingȱtoȱJamesǰȱthenǰȱourȱidealsȱandȱvaluesȱareȱhypothesesȱaboutȱtheȱworldǰȱandȱ
areȱamenableȱtoȱalterationȱinȱtheȱfaceȱofȱrelevantȱexperienceǯȱWeȱcanȱbeȱrightȱorȱwrongȱ
inȱourȱassertionsȱthatȱcertainȱidealsǰȱpracticesǰȱhabitsǰȱorȱinstitutionsȱareȱvaluableǯȱWeȱ
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needȱtoȱbeȱawareȱofȱtheȱconsequencesȱofȱactingȱunderȱthemǰȱweȱneedȱtoȱbeȱresponsiveȱ
toȱtheȱexperiencesȱwhichȱtellȱusȱwhetherȱtheyȱareȱvaluableȱinȱtheȱrightȱwaysǰȱandȱweȱ
needȱtoȱallowȱotherȱpeopleȱtoȱexpressȱequallyȱplausibleȱhypothesesȱaboutȱvalueǯ 
 

ȗśǯȱCONCLUSION 

 

 

Lockeȱoffersȱ anyȱaccountȱofȱvalueȱpluralismȱ threeȱ challengesǯȱForȱpluralismȱnotȱ toȱ
devolveȱ intoȱ mereȱ anarchicȱ relativismǰȱ itȱ mustȱ provideȱ anȱ adequateȱ accountȱ ofȱ
normativityǰȱobjectivityǰȱandȱloyaltyǰȱwhilstȱavoidingȱabsolutismǯȱWeȇveȱlookedȱatȱtwoȱ
attemptsȱ toȱ doȱ soǱȱ Lockeȇsȱ ownȱ systematicȱ relativismǰȱ andȱ Jamesȇsȱ pragmaticȱ
pluralismǯȱDespiteȱLockeȇsȱclaimȱthatȱJamesȱrepresentsȱanȱanarchicȱrelativistȱpositionǰȱ
weȇveȱseenȱaȱgreatȱnumberȱofȱsimilaritiesȱbetweenȱtheȱtwoȱthinkersǰȱwithȱoneȱmajorȱ
differenceǱȱthoughȱJamesȱisȱhappyȱtoȱappealȱtoȱaȱlimitedȱrealismǰȱLockeȱholdsȱthatȱanyȱ
suchȱappealȱleadsȱtoȱdogmatismǯ 
 

“nyȱ Jamesianȱ accountȱ ofȱ valueȱ hasȱ aȱ greatȱ dealȱ toȱ learnȱ fromȱ LockeȂsȱ systematicȱ
relativismǯȱLockeȱprovidesȱaȱstructuredȱaccountȱofȱanȱaffectiveǰȱpluralisticȱaxiologyǰȱ
effectivelyȱ articulatesȱ whatȱ suchȱ anȱ axiologyȱ requiresǰȱ andȱ presentsȱ theȱ problemsȱ
whichȱmustȱfaceȱitǯȱLockeȱattemptsȱtoȱanswerȱtheseȱproblemsȱbyȱappealingȱtoȱcommonȱ
affectiveȱandȱfunctionalȱconstantsȱwhichȱlieȱbehindȱapparentlyȱdifferentȱclaimsȱaboutȱ
valueǯȱHisȱappealsȱ toȱcasesȱofȱ transȬvaluationǰȱhisȱcarefulȱanalysisȱofȱpluralismȱandȱ
relativismǰȱandȱhisȱaffectiveȱaccountȱofȱnormativityǰȱareȱallȱthingsȱwhichȱtheȱJamesianȱ
canȱ learnȱ fromǯȱHoweverǰȱ Iȱ haveȱ suggestedȱ thatȱ anyȱ attemptȱ toȱ locateȱ normativityȱ
solelyȱinȱfeelingȱlimitsȱsuchȱaȱtheoryǯȱWithoutȱourȱvaluationalȱfeelingsȱbeingȱresponsiveȱ
toȱ somethingȱ outsideȱ ofȱ themselvesȱ ǻthoughȱ notȱ outsideȱ ofȱ experienceǼȱ andȱ ourȱ
culturalȱ normsǰȱ weȱ cannotȱ fullyȱ accountȱ forȱ whyȱ certainȱ evaluativeȱ moodsȱ
appropriatelyȱapplyȱtoȱcertainȱsituationsȱandȱnotȱtoȱothersǯȱWithoutȱourȱvaluesȱhavingȱ
someȱkindȱofȱreferenceȱtoȱaȱrealityȱoutsideȱofȱthemǰȱJamesȱcontendsǰȱtheyȱbecomeȱaȱ
mereȱ ȃgameȱ ofȱ privateȱ theatricalsȄǰȱ unableȱ toȱ beȱ consideredȱ motivationalȱ orȱ
meaningfulǯ37 

 

Toȱmeetȱ theȱ threeȱ challengesȱ toȱ pluralismȱwhichȱLockeȱ setsǰȱ theȱ Jamesianȱ accountȱ
appealsȱtoȱaȱmodestȱformȱofȱrealismǯȱWeȱdoȱnotȱneedȱtoȱthinkȱofȱthisȱrealismȱinȱaȱstrongȱ
senseȱ ǻasȱ ourȱ valuesȱ beingȱ inȱ theȱ worldǼǰȱ butȱ weȱ mustȱ thinkȱ thatȱ ourȱ valuesȱ areȱ
responsiveȱ toȱ objectiveȱ featuresȱ ofȱ theȱ worldǰȱ andȱ weȱmustȱ thinkȱ thatȱ communalȱ
inquiryȱcanȱleadȱusȱtoȱtruerȱbeliefsȱaboutȱwhatȱisȱvaluableǯȱ Iȱhaveȱnotȱdefendedȱthisȱ
realismȱhereǯȱ”utȱIȱhaveȱsuggestedȱthatȱanyȱvalueȱpluralismȱwhichȱwantsȱtoȱmeetȱtheȱ
threeȱcriteriaȱwhichȱLockeȱsetsȱoutȱmustȱappealȱtoȱsomethingȱlikeȱJamesianȱrealismǯ38ȱ 
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youngȱmanȱfeelsȱtheȱconflictȱofȱtwoȱsystemsȱofȱmoralȱdutyǯȱRatherȱthanȱsayingǰȱasȱweȱmightȱexpectȱhimȱ
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toǰȱ thatȱ theȱ obligationȱ emergingȱ fromȱ theȱ traditionalȱ setȱ ofȱ valuesȱ isȱ nowȱ incorrectǰȱ invalidǰȱ orȱ
inappropriateǰȱ givenȱ theȱ objectiveȱ featuresȱ ofȱ theȱ situationǰȱ Lockeȱ inȱ factȱ saysȱ thatȱ ȃeachȱ wasȱ
imperativelyȱrightȱinȱtheȱcontextȱofȱitsȱownȱappropriateȱsystemȄǰȱthatȱtheȱoldȱtraditionȱwasȱrightȱȃonȱitsȱ
ownȱlevelȄǰȱandȱthatȱbothȱsidesȱrepresentedȱnormativeȱandȱcoerciveȱȃtruthsȄȱwhichȱwereȱ inȱconflictȱ
ǻLockeǰȱŗşŚśǱȱŞŝȬŞŞǼǯȱWithoutȱtheȱcapacityȱtoȱreferȱtoȱanythingȱoutsideȱofȱfeelingȱorȱculturalȱnormsǰȱthereȱ
isȱnoȱnonȬarbitraryȱwayȱofȱdecidingȱwhichȱsystemȱisȱappropriateȱinȱaȱgivenȱsituationǯ 
12ȱLockeȱmakesȱthisȱclaimȱthroughoutȱȃValuesȱandȱImperativesȄȱǻŗşřśǼǯȱInȱtheȱaestheticȱsphereǰȱLockeȱ
approvinglyȱ quotesȱ Herbertȱ Eǯȱ CoryȂsȱ suggestionȱ thatȱ ȃanythingȱ animateȱ orȱ inanimateǰȱ naturalȱ orȱ
artificialǰȱdeedȱorȱdoerǰȱmayȱbeȱtheȱobjectȱǽofȱaestheticȱvalueǾȄȱǻCoryǰȱŗşŘŜǱȱřşŜǰȱquotedȱbyȱLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱ
ŚŖǼǯȱ Inȱ theȱmoralȱ sphereǰȱLockeȱ suggestsȱ thatȱweȱ replaceȱ theȱ ȃpragmaticȄȱ ideaȱ thatȱweȱ recogniseȱ aȱ
situationȱasȱmoralȱwhenȱweȱexperienceȱaȱconflictȱofȱgoodsǰȱwithȱtheȱideaȱthatȱaȱfeelingȱofȱtensionȱinducesȱ
aȱȃmoralȱattitudeȱtowardsȱtheȱsituationǰȱirrespectiveȱofȱcontentȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŗǰȱemphasisȱmineǼǯȱ“ndȱ
whenȱdiscussingȱtransȬvaluationǰȱLockeȱonceȱagainȱmakesȱtheȱclaimȱthatȱaȱchangeȱinȱattitudeȱproducesȱ
aȱchangeȱinȱvalueȬtypeȱȃirrespectiveȱofȱcontentȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřśǱȱŚŚǼǯ 
13ȱItȱmightȱbeȱcontendedȱthatȱJamesȂsȱcriticismȱhereȱbegsȱtheȱquestionȱagainstȱLockeǯȱLockeȱholdsȱthatȱ
feelingȬmodesȱ suchȱ asȱ exultationȱ bringȱ withȱ themȱ normsȱ ofȱ interpretationȱ andȱ actionȱ whichȱ areȱ
inherentlyȱmotivationalǯȱ Jamesȱholdsȱ thatȱ ifȱweȱ foundȱ outȱ thatȱ suchȱ feelingsȱhadȱnoȱreferenceȱ toȱanȱ
objectiveȱworldǰȱthenȱtheyȱwouldȱceaseȱtoȱbeȱmotivatingǯȱUltimatelyǰȱdeterminingȱwhichȱviewȱisȱcorrectȱ
mightȱbeȱaȱmatterȱforȱempiricalȱpsychologyǯ 
14ȱTheȱLockeanȱmightȱbeȱconcernedȱthatȱJamesȱsteersȱaȱ littleȱ tooȱcloseȱtoȱabsolutismȱwithȱhisȱtalkȱofȱ
objectiveȱoutwardȱdutiesǯȱThisȱconcernȱmightȱbeȱalleviatedȱsomewhatȱbyȱemphasisingȱthatǰȱforȱJamesǰȱ
anyȱmoralȱ claimsȱareȱ toȱbeȱ treatedȱasȱ fallibleȱhypothesesǰȱ revisableȱ inȱ theȱ faceȱofȱ futureȱexperienceǯȱ
Howeverǰȱthisȱhypotheticalȱaccountȱofȱvalueȱcomesȱwithȱitsȱownȱsetȱofȱmotivationalȱproblemsǰȱwhichȱ
weȱshallȱexamineȱinȱtheȱfinalȱsectionȱǻȗŚǼǯ 
15ȱItȱisȱworthȱnotingȱthatȱthisȱantiȬrealismȱisȱnotȱaȱnecessaryȱresultȱofȱLockeȂsȱpluralistȱprojectǯȱWeȱcanȱ
suggestȱthatȱourȱfeelingsȱareȱresponsiveȱtoȱcertainȱelementsȱofȱaȱsituationǰȱwithoutȱsuggestingȱthatȱonlyȱ
oneȱvalueȬmodeȱisȱanȱappropriateȱresponseǯȱThisȱpluralisticȱrealismȱwouldȱnotȱbeȱatȱoddsȱwithȱLockeȂsȱ
largerȱprojectǯȱItȱisȱalsoȱworthȱnotingȱthatȱLockeȱhimselfȱdidȱnotȱseeȱvaluesȱasȱmotivationallyȱinertȱinȱtheȱ
wayȱ thatȱ JamesȂsȱ criticismȱ contendsǯȱ Lockeȱ himselfȱ wasȱ keenȱ toȱ challengeȱ problematicȱ socialȱ
institutionsǰȱandȱoftenȱdidȱsoȱ throughȱarguingȱ thatȱcertainȱvaluesȱwereȱmoreȱeffectiveȱatȱpromotingȱ
democracyǰȱcosmopolitanismǰȱorȱculturalȱpluralismǯȱThereforeǰȱLockeȱseemsȱrejectȱinȱhisȱownȱpracticeȱ
theȱindifferentismȱthatȱhisȱvalueȱtheoryǰȱifȱtheȱJamesianȱcriticismȱisȱcorrectǰȱwouldȱleadȱtoǯȱIȱamȱgratefulȱ
toȱJacobyȱCarterȱforȱpressingȱmeȱonȱthisȱpointǯ 
16ȱOrȱȃculturalȱcognatesȄȱonȱtheȱculturalȱlevelȱǻLockeǰȱŗşŚŚǱȱŝřǼǯ 
17ȱSeeȱCarterȱ ǻŘŖŗŘǰȱȗŚǼȱ forȱaȱdetailedȱexaminationȱofȱ theseȱ threeȱculturalȱ ȃcorollariesȄȱofȱsystematicȱ
relativismǯ 
18ȱGivenȱtheȱtimeȱthatȱLockeȱwasȱwritingǰȱitȱwouldȱbeȱeasyȱtoȱinterpretȱhisȱwarningsȱaboutȱabsolutismȱ
asȱreferringȱtoȱtheȱexplicitlyȱfascistȱmovementsȱofȱtheȱtimeǯȱ”utȱthisȱwouldȱmissȱtheȱtrueȱforceȱofȱhisȱ
criticismǯȱLockeȱisȱinsistentȱthatȱanȱostensiblyȱdemocraticȱsocietyȱcanȱbeȱauthoritarianȱinȱtheȱwayȱheȱisȱ
concernedȱaboutǰȱ ifȱ insteadȱofȱ recognisingȱessentialȱ featuresȱofȱ commonalityȱbetweenȱculturesǰȱ theyȱ
insistedȱonȱaȱconformityȱofȱdemocraticȱinstitutionsǯȱCfǯȱLockeȱǻŗşŚŘǱȱśřffǼǯ 
19ȱȃTheȱvariousȱidealsȱhaveȱnoȱcommonȱcharacterȱapartȱfromȱtheȱfactȱthatȱtheyȱareȱidealsȄȱǻJamesǰȱŗŞşŗǰȱ
W”ǱȱŗśřǰȱemphasisȱmineǼǯ 
20ȱ Seeȱ Sternȱ andȱWilliamsȱ ǻforthcomingǼȱ forȱ moreȱ detailȱ aboutȱ thisȱ exampleǯȱ Lamberthȱ ǻŘŖŗŚǼȱ hasȱ
recentlyȱdoneȱanȱexcellentȱjobȱofȱelaboratingȱwhatȱIȱtakeȱtoȱbeȱJamesȇsȱpluralisticȱmetaȬphilosophyǯ 
21ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗşŖŝǰȱPǱȱŗŚŚǲȱŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱŗřşǼǯ 
22ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗşŖŝǰȱPǱȱŗřřȬŗŚŘǲȱŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱŗŚŗǼǯ 
23ȱ Inȱ factǰȱ pragmatismȱ doesȱ seemȱ toȱ somewhatȱ restrictȱ theȱ contentȱ ofȱ whatȱ itȱ seesȱ asȱ legitimateȱ
philosophicalȱ projectsǯȱ Certainȱ philosophicalȱ projectsǰȱ namelyȱ thoseȱ whichȱ haveȱ noȱ experientiallyȱ
testableȱconclusionsǰȱwillȱnecessarilyȱbeȱrejectedȱasȱmeaninglessȱaccordingȱtoȱtheȱpragmaticȱmaximǯȱ 
24ȱLockeȱwillȱagreeȱthatȱallȱopinionsȱemergeȱinȱhistoricalȱandȱculturalȱcontextsǰȱbutȱdenyȱthatȱweȱshouldȱ
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seeȱthemȱasȱresultsȱofȱexperimentationǯ 
25ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗŞşŝǰȱW”ǱȱŞǼ 
26ȱFraserȱǻŗşşşǼȱindicatesȱaȱthirdȱcriticismǰȱnotȱmadeȱbyȱLockeǰȱbutȱmadeȱthroughȱhimǯȱSheȱsuggestsȱthatȱ
theȱ “mericanȱ pragmatismȱ ofȱ Peirceǰȱ Jamesǰȱ Deweyǰȱ andȱ evenȱ Janeȱ “ddamsǰȱ isȱ tooȱ abstractȱ andȱ
intellectualisedǰȱ andȱ thatȱ Lockeȇsȱ pragmatismȱ isȱ basedȱ onȱ aȱ concreteȱ understandingȱ onȱ inequalityǰȱ
powerǰȱdominationǰȱandȱraceȱrelationsȱǻcfǯȱFraserȱŗşşşǱȱŚȬśǼǯ 
27ȱItȱisȱunlikelyȱthatȱJamesȱhimselfȱwasȱtheȱtargetȱofȱthisȱcriticismǰȱbutȱthatȱLockeȱwasȱdirectingȱitȱatȱtheȱ
moreȱpositivisticȱthinkersȱwhoȱfollowedȱJamesǯȱHoweverǰȱinȱprotectingȱJamesȱfromȱtheȱaccusationȱofȱ
anarchicȱrelativismǰȱIȱamȱclaimingȱthatȱJamesȱappealsȱtoȱaȱrealismȱwhichȱcouldȱpotentiallyȱbeȱcriticisedȱ
inȱtheȱsameȱwayǯ 
28ȱHarrisȱanalysesȱtheseȱkindsȱofȱclaimsȱasȱaȱrejectionȱofȱtheȱȃepistemologicalȱprivilegeȄȱofȱinquiryȱbasedȱ
onȱtheȱscientificȱmethodǰȱandȱfleshesȱthisȱoutȱwithȱanȱexampleȱofȱstatisticalȱresearchȱinȱsocialȱsciencesǱȱ
ȃItȱisȱnotȱthatȱstatisticsȱareȱofȱnoȱuseȱinȱunderstandingȱsocialȱchangeȱforȱLockeǰȱbutȱthatȱtheȱȇinnerȇȱlifeȱ
ofȱtheȱhumanȱexperienceȱmovesȱforwardȱinȱadvanceȱofȱstatisticalȱresearchȱandȱinȱwaysȱnotȱcapturableȱ
byȱourȱpredictiveȱpowersȄȱǻHarrisȱŗşŞŞǱȱŝřǼǯ 
29ȱThereȱareȱplacesȱinȱwhichȱLockeȱseemsȱtoȱindicateȱmoreȱsympathyȱtoȱanȱapproachȱtoȱvalueȱwhichȱwasȱ
analogousȱtoȱscienceǯȱInȱȃPluralismȱandȱIntellectualȱDemocracyȄȱǻŗşŚŘǼǰȱ forȱinstanceǰȱLockeȱsuggestsȱ
thatȱbecauseȱȃcommonȱdenominatorȱvaluesȄȱareȱconfirmedȱbyȱȃcommonȱhumanȱexperienceȄǰȱthatȱtheirȱ
justificationȱwouldȱȃnotȱbeȱsoȱveryȱdifferentȱfromȱtheȱacceptedȱscientificȱcriterionȱofȱproofȱȮȱconfirmableȱ
invariabilityȱ inȱ concreteȱ humanȱ experienceȄǯȱ Heȱ goesȱ onȱ toȱ sayȱ thatȱ valuesȱwouldȱ beȱ heldȱ byȱ theȱ
pluralistȱ inȱ aȱ ȃselectiveȄȱ ȃtentativeȄȱ andȱ ȃrevisionistȄȱ fashionǰȱ akinȱ toȱ theȱmethodologyȱ ofȱ scienceǯȱ
HoweverǰȱLockeȱstopsȱshortȱofȱsuggestingȱthatȱtruthȱcanȱbeȱreachedȱthroughȱsuchȱaȱmethodǰȱsuggestingȱ
thatȱȃǽvǾalueȱassertionȱwouldȱthusȱbeȱaȱtolerantȱassertionȱofȱpreferenceȄȱǻŗşŚŘǱȱśŜȬŝǼǯȱPreferencesȱdoȱnotȱ
seemȱlikeȱtheȱkindȱofȱthingȱwhichȱareȱtruthȬaptǯȱForȱLockeǰȱȃcorrectnessȄȱisȱtheȱmethodȱofȱevaluationȱ
withinȱtheȱlogicalȱsphereǰȱbutȱnotȱtheȱmoralǰȱreligiousȱorȱaestheticȱsphereǯ 
30ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗşŖşǰȱPUǱȱśśǼǯ 
31ȱ Lockeȱ sawȱRoyceȇsȱ ideaȱ asȱ ȃnothingȱmoreȱ orȱ lessȱ thanȱ aȱ vindicationȱ ofȱ theȱ principleȱ ofȱ unityȱ inȱ
diversityȱcarriedȱoutȱtoȱaȱpracticalȱdegreeȱofȱspiritualȱreciprocityȄȱǻLockeǰȱŗşřŘȬŚǱȱŗřŝǼǯ 
32ȱ Stikkersȱ summarisesȱ thisȱ notionȱ ofȱ Royceȇsǰȱ withȱ attentionȱ toȱ itsȱ similarityȱ withȱ Lockeȇsǰȱ inȱ theȱ
followingȱwayǱȱ 
 

IȱcomeȱtoȱrecogniseȱtheȱloyaltyȱofȱmyȱneighborȱasȱȁstructurallyȱequivalentȂȱtoȱmyȱownȱ
ȮȱnotȱnecessarilyȱequivalentȱinȱcontentȱȮȱandȱoutȱofȱthatȱrecognitionȱthereȱmayȱgrowȱaȱ
loyaltyȱtoȱanȱideaȱofȱloyaltyǰȱwhichȱIǰȱmyȱneighborǰȱandȱevenȱmyȱenemyȱmightȱcomeȱtoȱ
shareǯȱ ”utȱ loyaltyȱ toȱ universalȱ humanȱ loyaltyȱ throughȱ loyaltyȱ toȱ loyaltyȱ mustȱ beȱ
groundedȱfirstȱinȱsomeȱparticularȱloyaltyǰȱlestȱitȱbecomeȱtooȱabstractǰȱvagueȱandȱhollowȱ
ǻStikkersǰȱŗşşşǱȱŘŗśǼǯ 

 

ȱSeeȱalsoȱǻGreenǰȱŗşşşǱȱŞŞǼǯ 
33ȱSeeȱMacMullanȱǻŘŖŖśǱȱŗřŘǼȱforȱaȱsimilarȱexampleǰȱandȱCarterȱǻŘŖŗŖǱȱŘŘŞȬŘŘşǼȱforȱdiscussionǯ 
34ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗŞşşǰȱTTǱȱŗśŖȬŗśŗǼǯ 
35ȱJamesȱcouldȱbeȱaccusedȱofȱhavingȱanȱoverlyȱoptimisticȱaccountȱofȱcommunalȱinquiryȱhereǯȱThoughȱ
thisȱviewȱmayȱhaveȱbeenȱplausibleȱtoȱJamesǰȱlivingȱandȱwritingȱinȱtheȱlateȱŗşthȱandȱearlyȱŘŖthȱcenturiesǰȱ
itȱ mightȱ appearȱ farȱ lessȱ plausibleȱ toȱ Lockeǰȱ livingȱ andȱ writingȱ inȱ theȱ ŗşřŖsȱ andȱ ŚŖsǰȱ especiallyȱ
consideringȱtheirȱrespectiveȱbackgroundsǯȱ“sȱSuckielȱnotesǰȱinȱresponseȱtoȱJamesȂsȱclaimȱthatȱtheȱȃcriesȱ
ofȱtheȱwoundedȄȱwillȱsoonȱinformȱusȱwhenȱweȱhaveȱgoneȱwrongȱinȱmoralȱinquiryǱȱ 
 

ǽJamesȂsǾȱ viewȱ ǽǳǾȱ appearsȱ toȱ beȱ thatȱ ifȱ thoseȱmembersȱ ofȱ societyȱ whoȱ areȱ beingȱ
unjustlyȱtreatedȱwouldȱonlyȱmakeȱtheirȱdemandsȱknownȱwithȱsufficientȱclarityǰȱthenȱ
socialȱarrangementsȱwillȱbeȱchangedȱtoȱaccommodateȱthemǯȱ“ȱglimpseȱofȱsocialȱhistoryǰȱ
howeverǰȱshowsȱthatȱthereȱisȱlittleȱreasonȱtoȱexpectȱthisȱtoȱbeȱtrueǯȱTheȱpowerlessȱmayȱ
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complainȱexceedinglyȱandȱinȱgreatȱnumbersǰȱbutȱthisȱinȱitselfȱoftenȱhasȱbeenȱshownȱtoȱ
provideȱlittleȱmotiveȱforȱsocialȱbettermentȱonȱbehalfȱofȱthoseȱinȱcontrolȱǻSuckielǰȱŗşŞŘǱȱ
ŜŞǲȱcfǯȱJamesȱŗŞşŗǰȱW”ǱȱŗśŞǼǯ 

 

“tȱ theȱveryȱ leastǰȱ JamesȂsȱpictureȱ requiresȱbeingȱsupplementedȱbyȱ anȱaccountȱofȱ theȱkindȱofȱvestedȱ
powerȱimbalancesȱwhichȱcanȱpreventȱdisadvantagedȱgroupsȱfromȱparticipatingȱinȱcommunalȱinquiryǯ 
36ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗŞşŜǰȱW”ǱȱŗŞȬşǼǯ 
37ȱCfǯȱJamesȱǻŗŞşśǰȱW”ǱȱśśǼǯ 
38ȱThisȱpaperȱisȱanȱexpandedȱversionȱofȱoneȱpresentedȱatȱtheȱŘŖŗśȱSIAPȱConferenceȱinȱDublinǰȱandȱatȱtheȱ
SecondȱEuropeanȱPragmatismȱConferenceȱheldȱinȱParisȱtheȱsameȱyearǯȱIȱwouldȱlikeȱtoȱthankȱChristopherȱ
HookwayǰȱRobertȱSternǰȱandȱJacobyȱ“desheiȱCarterȱforȱreadingȱandȱcommentingȱonȱpreviousȱversionsȱ
ofȱthisȱpaperǯ 


