
AXIOLOGICAL INDIVIDUALISM, HOLISM, AND SYSTEMISM 
, 

1 There a r e  t h r e e  f ami l i e s  of  views on t h e  na tu re  of soc ie ty  and i t s  study: 

individualism, holism, ,and systemism (Vol. 4 ,  Ch. , Vol 7 ,  Ch. ) . Every one 

of t h e s e  views comes together  wi th  i t s  own d o c t r i n e c ~ )  on t h e  na tu re  65 f a l u e  

and i t s  inves t  i g a t  ion. 

Sociologica l  individualism comes toge the r  with ax io log ica l  subject ivism, o r  

t h e  view t h a t  va lues  a r e  i n  t h e  eyes of  t h e  beholder. One i n f l u e n t i a l  species  of 

subject ivism i s  t h e  emotivist  view, according t o  which value preferences a r e  a 

matter  of emotion ( e  .g . pleasure)  o r  of d e s i r e .  The methodological consequence 

is obvious: t h e  study o f  values behooves only t h e  psychologist .  

Soc io log ica l  holism is paired o f f  t o  ax io log ica l  object ivism, o r  t h e  view 

t h a t  s t a t e s  t h a t  values a r e  "there" j u s t  a s  much a s  f a c t s .  One species  of o b j e c t i  

s m  is  a x i o l o g i c a l  sociologism, accprding t o  which every value  system is  nothing 
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but t h e  c o l l e c t  ion of  mores (customs) of some society--which, paradoxical ly,  l eaps .  I 
t o  r a d i c a l  ax io log ica l  r e l a t i v i s m .  Another spec ies  of ax io log ica l  object ivism is  

' 

apriorism, e i t h e r  of t h e  Kantian type  ( a s  i n  Scheler )  o r  of t h e  P la ton ic  kind ( a s  

in Hartmann) . According t o  it values a r e  s e l f  -exis t ing  : they  a r e  independent o f ,  

and p r i o r  t o ,  t h e  th ings  va2ued a s  wel l  a s  of t h e  valuing agents .  Unlike sociologism, 

apriorism involves ax io log ica l  absolutism, hence dogmatism. The methodological 

consequence of sacirhlogical axiologism is t h a t  axiology is included i n  s o c i a l  science ; 

t h a t  of  apriorism is t h a t  axiology is  an independent f i e l d  within philosophy. 

F ina l ly ,  t h e  companion of  soc io log ica l  s y s t  emism i s  ax io log ica l  s y s t  e m i s m ,  

according t o  which t h e r e  a r e  both personal  and s o c i a l  values,  some of  which de r ive  

from bas ic  ob jec t ive  needs whereas o thers  o r i g i n a t e  i n  wants; i n  t u r n ,  whereas some 

of t h e  l a t t e r  (namely t h o s e  compatible with t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  t h e  b a s i c  needs 

of o the r s  ) a r e  l eg i t ima te ,  o the r s  ( those  which c o n f l i c t  with such s a t  i s f a c t  ion)  

0 4  hclnobt,'~ lw83?37 m e  n o t .  a l l  t h e  sciences of man, a s  wel l  a s  philosophy, a r e  competent t o  study values.  A fl 5'1 TJ-7 



AXIOLOGICAL INDIVIDUALISM, HOLI'SM, AND SYSTEMISM . 
Having proposed and defended s o c i o l o g i c a l  systemism over i t s  r i v a l s  i n  pre- 

vious volumes of t h i s  Trea t i se ,  it should come a s  no s u r p r i s e  t h a t  we opt f o r  

axio logica l  systemism. However, t h e  l a t t e r  can a l s o  be defended on t h e  axiolo- 

g i c a l  f i e l d ,  without reference  t o  s o c i a l  science o r  i ts philosophy. This is 

what may be s a i d  f o r  it: ( a )  it does not  have any o f  t h e  f a t a l  f laws of  i t s  - 
r i v a l s  ; (2) it squares with t h e  er@4e& f a c t  t h a t ,  whereas some values ( those  

rooted i n  b a s i c  needs) a r e  objec t ive ,  o t h e r s  ( those  de r iv ing  from wants) a r e  n o t ;  

( c )  it accounts f o r  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  both personal  and ' s o c i a l  va lues ;  

(d )  it j i b e s  wi th  t h e  l i b e r t a r i a n  i d e a l  t h a t ,  u1timately;the s o c i a l  values 

should be ins t rumenta l  i n  r e a l i z i n g  personal  va lues ;  ( e )  it admits  t h a t  personal  1 
values  a r e  cons t ra ined by soc ie ty ,  but  a t  t h e  same t ime it s t a t e s  t h a t ,  s ince  

t h e r e  is nothing absolute  about secondary values ( as  d i f f e r e n t  firom t h e  primary 
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ones, which a r e  rooted in  bas ic  needs) ,  we ought t o  f e e l  f r e e  t o  alters--, . 
t i o n s  i n  them.--and t h i s  squares with t h e  f a c t  t h a t  value systems HdVe evolved 

i n  t h e  course of history--indeed, under our  very noses; ( e )  it s t a t e s  t h a t ,  

far from being mutually independent, values form (value)  systems . 
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