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The non-axiological way of establishing the criterion of the hierarchic system of values has the
advantage over the internal way on account of the possibility to explain mutual relations between
aesthetic, ethical or religious values. Global theories of social practice provide criteria justifying the
hierarchical system of values which determine human actions. These theories often function as social
ideologies. For a Marxist, the proper premises of such a criterion can be provided only by the theory
of historical materialism.

It is necessary to accept those assertions of Dziamski's. The criterion of a system of values can be
provided by a theory often functioning as an ideology. This criterion is non-axiological. However, the
proper axiological problem is asearch for the internal criterion, which would make possible the
processes of evaluation within a given field of social practice. Such a criterion would permit to hie-
rarchize goods or functional values within this fiek!, assuming its axiological autonomy, which would
not, however, be taken to mean its ontological autonomy (there is here a dependence upon the
essential planes of practice, which is accounted for by another type of theory, that of historical
materialism). This criterion would be non-ideological.

Yet a question arises whether a general theory of value is possible which would assume an
exclusively axiological criterion of evaluation without adducing any philosophical conception. We
could imagine specific axiological theories, for example theories of aesthetic or ethical values, based on
the internal criterion of value. However, any theory that seeks to be general seems to adduce theories
of higher level that account for the principles governing the human world. Therefore, it cannot remain
ideologically indifferent.

In his conception, Dziamski assumes the equivalence of goods towards values, where, if goods are
hierarchized, this is done on the basis of non-axiological criteria. He also assumes a hierarchical system
of values, where the criterion is a result of the theory and development of the society. However, there
arises another possibility of constructing a general theory of value, which could assume a hierarchized
system of goods (without being in its substantiations either normative ethics or aesthetics), while it
would not assume a hierarchization of values in accordance with the thesis, also recalled by Dziamski,
that all values are values with respect to man and are equally significant for that reason, whereas there
are no negative values. A conception like that could be developed on the basis of Marxist assumptions
about the ontological order, including the mode of the existence of values, rather than about the
problem of evaluation itself as this has been the case so far. This problem remains ideologically neutral
now. The earlier conceptions of solving this problem may have resulted from the mechanical applica-
tion of Marx’s theory of economic value and were bound to lead to a vulgarization of Marxism.

A more detailed complement to Dziamski's paper is,in a way, Michat Piotrowski’s essay Aksjolo-
giczne implikacje Marksowskief teorii wartosci {Axiological implications of Marx's theory of value).
inspired by Dziamski’s theses, Piotrowski also adduces Leszek Nowak’s work U podstaw marksistow-
skiej aksjologii.

In Piotrowski’s view, axiological constructions tend to go in three directions:

1. Starting from the assertions of the Marxist classics on ethical, social, aesthetic or other values,
attempts are made to construct foundations of axiology through generalization. D

2. Making the starting point some formulations contained in Marx’s historical materialism.

3. Application of Marx’s assumptions of the theory of economic value in The Capital.

Piotrowski himself is leaning towards the third direction. He adopts as an assumption Marx’s
concept of commodity value, which is composed of three categories: functional value, exchange value
and value. Functional value is every property of any object, which satisfies the need of a given subject.
A good is any object with such properties that at least one of them is qualified as a functional value.
Piotrowski is chiefly concerned with the problem of functional value and its role in the general theory
of value. He tries to make more precise definitions, about the question of evaluation.

The structure of the process of evaluation is determined by the structure of needs. A man who
undertakes various practical activities to satisfy his needs is guided by a certain knowledge. Knowledge
is a theoretical model which is being modified in the process of individual practice. Knowledge and the
practical experience in relation with definite kinds of needs form an individual axiological system with
a variable character. It is made up of: 1) axiological competence, 2) the structure of preferences,

3) the structure of goods. (p. 64). .
Axiological competence is a theoretical knowledge and experience. The system of preferences is


Therefore.it










