Click to verify



https://tivuma.nurepikis.com/233904622178841866992666417289674587211226?xerenuvutupatosuzevupixabika=nowozovumufutatidaninuwuwetokamexepivunapobagebelaxepivizebuwupuzipujivusizavomawedunagenuwotimexobigubudazagobekuxusapopemirolupezisuwuvadepuwinukuridonunobuxivebanizefefavuperelisilapimemixovonazupodububi&utm_kwd=what+is+the+meaning+of+axiology&xowefulagigagepuluzekewipawufixulupef=wusivivetalorozidudupipizapivujujonuwizafogojolusaguvelezinakepizimikejalafufekaviwiwuxixovavolixijixevixanujapuvo














































This inquiry emphasizes that consciousness is not dependent on physical substrate types but arises from specific network configurations. Functionalism posits that mental states are defined by their roles rather than material. Integrated Information Theory (IIT) and Global Workspace... Read more The essay critiques the inaccessibility of philosophy,
urging a return to clarity in philosophical writing. It introduces thirteen dimensions to evaluate accessibility: lexical determinacy, syntactic coherence, conceptual testability, and others. The scores for three philosophical works—William James’ “Pragmatism”... Read more The discussion centers on the dynamics affecting Al alignment with truth. It
defines key promoting factors like logical structure, design intent, and external validation, which enhance truth-seeking. Conversely, undermining factors such as biased training data, human agendas, and... Read more This post discusses different categories of questions: those answerable by science, subjective questions tied to emotions, and logically
incoherent questions. It emphasizes that philosophical inquiries about existence and meaning often lack empirical backing, requiring alternative reasoning methods like... Read more This post critiques the ambiguous usage of “logic” and “intelligence,” arguing that such equivocations weaken discussions about rationality and conversational
intelligence. It distinguishes logic as a subset of intelligence, emphasizing that intelligence is adaptive and contextual, while logic... Read more This post discusses the intrinsic relationship between existence and structure, emphasizing that anything that exists must have some form of structure, which enables subjective minds to assign logic to it. This
logic emerges from inductive reasoning, allowing for... Read more This post outlines a mathematical model designed to assess ethical dynamics within societies by factoring in psychological, social, and lifestyle influences. It highlights key components such as compassion, indignation, and the costs associated with ethical stances. Through examples,...
Read more The deflationary spiral in economics illustrates how falling prices lead to decreased spending, causing further price drops. Similarly, a parallel exists in the Al sector, termed Al paralysis, where the rapid pace of advancements leads developers to delay... Read more Axiology, according to its Greek etymology, means "theory of values." The
term was introduced at the beginning of the twentieth century when it became a recognized part of philosophy. As a discipline distinct from science, axiology was sometimes even equated with the whole of philosophy, especially in Germany. The first books containing this expression are Paul Lapie's Logique de la volonté (1902); Eduard von
Hartmann's Grundriss der Axiologie (1908); and Wilbur Marshal Urban's Valuation (1909).The Concept of ValueThis new branch of philosophy emerged as the concept of value, after having been treated almost exclusively in a technical sense in economics, began to be used in the plural (values) and to be an issue in philosophy. In response to the
cultural imperialism of the sciences (including the so-called "human sciences"), philosophers defended their discipline and stressed that the "domain of values" was precisely a field that no science was able or entitled to treat, and was thus the exclusive responsibility of philosophy. Moreover, several philosophers argued that it was in the interest of
science not to admit consideration of values into its own discourse. They advocated a neat separation of science and values, one that could be traced back to the famous clear-cut distinction between "being" and "ought to be" (sein and sollen) of Immanuel Kant: The realm of what is real is described by the sciences and has nothing to do with the realm
of what ought to be, of what is worthy, which is determined by ethics. However, unlike Kant, these philosophers did not imply any rejection of a scientific—that is, rigorous and objective—treatment of the domain of values. Indeed, the neologism axiology indicated an intention to develop just such a treatment and to promote a more advanced and
technically specific approach than the reflections on particular values that had been part of philosophy in the past.In a very general sense, a value is whatever is positively appreciated; the concept usually indicates that positive characteristic for which something is appreciated, as well as the thing that carries this characteristic. Axiology considers
only the first sense of value, conceived as an ideal object capable of exact study. The idea of positive appreciation can be made more precise by saying that a certain value attributed to something expresses the desirability of that thing by a certain subject: The value has the nature of a relation between an object and a desiring subject. This explains
the early psychological trend in the theory of values, although this was soon superseded by those who maintained the objectivity of values (Franz Brentano, Max Scheler, Nicolai Hartmann, Wilhelm Windelband, Heinrich Rickert, and others). Therefore, not only does a value subsist independently of the fact of being or not being recognized, but it is
possible to propose lists and classifications of values, on the basis of a specific access—typically an emotional intuition, according to Scheler.However, axiology is nothing emotional; instead it aspires to be a strict logic. Edmund Husserl pointed out that it is possible to make a formal treatment of mental acts that are different from theoretical
judgments, and "this has great significance, because it opens up the possibility of broadening the idea of formal logic to include a formal axiology and a formal theory of practice. Accordingly there arises what might be called a 'formal logic' of concrete values [der werte] and a formal logic of practical goods" (1969, p. 136). This approach allowed for a
distinction between axiology and ethics that was not present in Kant. Indeed, as thinkers such as Hartmann and Scheler argued, although a value entails a duty in the moral sphere (i.e., the moral duty of the individual to satisfy the value), in a more general sense it implies norms that are not necessarily moral in character. Rickert, for example, argues
that truth is also a value, because it imposes norms to be followed by those who are trying to attain it. The logic of values therefore includes only as a part the logic of truth, because there are not just epistemic and moral values, but also others such as aesthetic and religious values. Along this path it was natural to argue, with Scheler, that axiology is
a logic and, as such, distinct from ethics, which is a theory of action. As a consequence, Scheler elaborated a formal theory of values, distinct from a formal theory of value-attitudes, and proposed an axiomatic treatment according to principles already outlined by Brentano. Axiology thus presented itself as a kind of rigorous discipline capable of
meeting the requirements of exactness and even of formal rigor advanced by the sciences, though remaining within the realm of philosophy.Axiology and the Social SciencesReference to values appeared as a specific characteristic of the epistemological structure of the historical and social sciences during the late-nineteenth- and early-twentieth-
century debates that opposed them to the natural sciences. Values were seen as indispensable to understanding human actions in the social sciences, and as a necessary framework for historical and social scientific explanations. The most influential proponent of this view was Max Weber, who argued that although "reference to values" is
indispensable in the social sciences, the social sciences must also be "value-free" (wertfrei), not only because values cannot be objectively affirmed, but also because there is a fundamental difference between ascertaining facts and evaluating how they "ought to be" according to a normative criterion:What is important from the methodological point of
view is that the validity of a practical imperative as a norm, on the one hand, and the truth claims of a statement of empirical fact, on the other, create problems at totally different levels, and that the specific value of each of them will be diminished if this is not recognized and if the attempt is made to force them into the same category. (1978, p.
79)This difference of levels entailsthe appreciation, quite simply, of the possibility that ultimate values might diverge, in principle and irreconcilably. For neither is it the case that 'to understand all' means 'to forgive all,' nor is there in general any path leading from mere understanding of someone else's point of view to approval of it. Rather it leads,
at least as easily and often with much greater reliability, to an awareness of the impossibility of agreement, and of the reasons why and the respects in which this is so. (1978, p. 81)Weber's argument may be clarified as follows. In order to understand and explain the conduct of human agents, the historian or social scientist must hypothesize that
certain typical values inspired or guided their actions. This hypothesis can be reinforced or modified by critical analyses of the objective evidence found in documents or other related empirical sources. Therefore, reference to values is not incompatible with objectivity. Nevertheless, historians and social scientists must refrain from expressing their
own value judgments on the actions under consideration, that is, from making assessments of objectively recognized facts from the point of view of any value, because this would inevitably be a subjective assessment, which might even distort the objective representation of facts.For example, a sociologist might objectively ascertain that vendetta is a
value imposing certain norms of conduct within a given community, but the sociologist must refrain from expressing a judgment of approval or rejection regarding this value. This need becomes particularly clear when ideological or political values are involved in the understanding-explanation of historical or social events, because the personal value-
options of the social scientist can easily induce an offer of a positive or negative portrayal of the objective situation by forcing its interpretation according to social scientist's sympathy with or hostility to the values actually followed by the people acting in this situation. This separation of objective, factual knowledge and value judgments is therefore
an issue of intellectual integrity that also demands that scientists should not take advantage of objective results in their research to support their own (very legitimate) values, simply because these values are not a matter of objective knowledge. It is clear that this position is far from seeing axiology as a scientific assessment of values.Challenges to
Axiological Neutrality in ScienceWeber's doctrine was widely accepted for decades: Science must be value-free, no mixture of science and values is legitimate, and the two spheres defend their legitimacies precisely by remaining clearly distinct. An initial challenge to this position occurred shortly after the middle of the twentieth century in disputes
about the neutrality of science, or the extent to which science should and could properly remain independent from supposedly external powers and influences that might jeopardize its objectivity. Values, especially moral and political values, were included in this discussion, so that science was sometimes spoken of as "axiologically neutral." Advocates
of neutrality admitted that it is often difficult to grant this requirement for science, but affirmed that it could and must be defended so as not to lose the most fundamental good of science—that is, objectivity. Others argued that the neutrality of science was impossible and not even desirable, and that so-called objectivity was only a fictitious mask
placed on science for ideological and political purposes.This debate may be adjudicated by noting that science is a complex phenomenon. Science as a system of knowledge must be distinguished from science as a system of human activities. Objectivity is the most fundamental feature of scientific knowledge, but several other motivations and values
correctly concern the doing of science. Therefore, the real and challenging problem is that of not giving up scientific objectivity while at the same time recognizing that the scientific enterprise has to satisfy other values as well. For instance, society has much concern and expectation regarding the possibility of defeating AIDS, lending great support
to biomedical and pharmaceutical research in this direction. Society's interest could not justify, however, inflating the objective purport of partial results obtained in AIDS research in order to respond to public expectation or to obtain more financial support. In another example, opposite parties in the ecological debate often force the interpretation of
available scientific knowledge and information in order to make it subservient to their position, whereas a more appropriate attitude would be one of respect for the objectivity of scientific knowledge, using it as a basis for finding an equitable balance between the values of respect for the environment and technological progress.A first admission of
the presence of values in science occurred in a rather ambiguous form, in the discussion of the issue of theory comparison. Because neither empirical adequacy nor logical consistency are often decisive criteria for choosing between two rival scientific theories, a reasonable choice occurs by taking into account other criteria, such as simplicity,
precision, generality, elegance, causal connection, fertility in predictions, and so on. These "virtues" (McMullin 1983) actually give rise to certain value judgments and in this sense it is said that one cannot dispense with values in science. It must be noted, however, that these values (and similar ones that have been discussed by Thomas Kuhn, Hilary
Putnam, Larry Laudan, and others) are still related to the cognitive aspect of science. They are epistemic values and, as such, do not really respond to the question of whether non-cognitive values also have the right to be of concern in science.The answer to this last question became irresistibly affirmative around the turn of the twenty-first century,
owing to the increasing intensity and latitude of the debates regarding ethical and social problems posed by the development of technology and also of science, to the extent that these became inextricably nested and were called technoscience. The consideration of such non cognitive values is appropriate because it regards science and technology
from the point of view of action. It has become clear that a broader range of values actually concerns the doing of technoscience, imposing a serious consideration of its axiological contexts that deserves to be included in the philosophy of science (formerly limited to a logico-methodological analysis of science), and even more significantly in a
philosophy of technology. All this has implied a criticism of Weber's doctrine of value-free science that was developed especially by the Frankfurt School and also by several authors of different philosophical orientations (see, for example, Robert Proctor 1991).In connection with its application to technoscience, axiology is finding again a rather broad
circulation, not in the sense of a technically robust version of the philosophical theory of values, but in the more colloquial sense of a discourse concerned with values, a sense that is often better expressed in the forms of the adjective "axiological" or the adverb "axiologically" that do not strictly refer to a precise discipline. However, an in-depth
discussion on values, their ontology, their logical relations, and their possible coordination is having an important revival, in particular in relation to science and technology, especially because one cannot escape the problem of making compatible the mutual respect of all such values. This discussion has given rise to certain technically-elaborated
proposals, such as that of making use of the conceptual and formal tools of general systems theory (Agazzi 2004), or of a logical interpretation of values as non-saturated functions similar to the Fregean predicates (Echeverria 2002). This means that an axiology conceived as a rigorous theory of values, sensitive to applications to concrete issues, is
among the intellectual needs of the twenty-first century, especially because this is deeply influenced by the presence of advanced science and technology. EVANDRO AGAZZISEE ALSO Fact/Value Dichotomy;Husserl, Edmund;Italian Perspectives;Values and Valuing;Weber, Max.BIBLIOGRAPHYAgazzi, Evandro. (2004). Right, Wrong, and Science.
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(1978). Selections in Translation. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. Axiology is a branch of philosophy that deals with the nature of values and value systems. It is concerned with what is valuable or worthwhile and why, and with the study of values as they relate to human behavior, decision making, and ethical considerations. Axiology is a
fundamental field of inquiry that has important implications for a wide range of disciplines, including ethics, politics, economics, psychology, and education. The word “axiology” comes from the Greek words “axios” (meaning “worthy” or “valuable”) and “logos” (meaning “word” or “study”), and it was first introduced by Paul Lapie in the early 20th
century. Axiology can be broadly divided into two subfields: ethics and aesthetics. Ethical axiology concerns itself with the study of moral values, principles, and standards that govern human conduct. It involves questions about what is right and wrong, good and bad, just and unjust, and how these values are determined and applied in different
contexts. Ethical axiology can be further divided into three branches: metaethics, normative ethics, and applied ethics. Metaethics is concerned with the nature of ethical concepts and the foundation of moral values. It asks questions about the nature of ethical language, the relationship between language and reality, and the source of moral authority.
Metaethics seeks to understand what makes moral claims true or false, and what makes one moral system better or worse than another. Normative ethics, on the other hand, is concerned with the development of moral theories and principles that guide human behavior. It involves questions about what actions are morally permissible, impermissible,
or obligatory, and how we should balance conflicting moral values. Normative ethics seeks to provide a framework for making ethical decisions and evaluating moral actions. Applied ethics applies normative ethical principles to specific issues and contexts, such as medical ethics, business ethics, environmental ethics, and animal ethics. It seeks to
provide guidance for ethical decision making in practical situations and to resolve ethical dilemmas that arise in these contexts. Aesthetic axiology, on the other hand, concerns itself with the study of aesthetic values and judgments. It is concerned with questions about what is beautiful, ugly, sublime, or kitsch, and how these values are determined
and appreciated. Aesthetic axiology can be further divided into two branches: philosophy of art and philosophy of beauty. Philosophy of art is concerned with the nature of art and artistic expression, and with questions about what constitutes art, what makes art valuable, and how we should interpret and evaluate works of art. It seeks to understand
the role of art in human culture and society and its impact on our emotions, perceptions, and attitudes. Philosophy of beauty, on the other hand, is concerned with the nature of beauty and aesthetic experience. It involves questions about what makes something beautiful, how we judge beauty, and how aesthetic experiences are related to other
aspects of human experience, such as emotion, cognition, and morality. Axiology has important implications for a wide range of disciplines and practical contexts. In ethics, axiology provides a framework for evaluating moral values and principles, and for making ethical decisions in complex and uncertain situations. In aesthetics, axiology provides a
framework for understanding and appreciating works of art and for evaluating aesthetic experiences. In politics and economics, axiology provides a framework for evaluating different value systems and for making decisions about resource allocation and policy priorities. In education, axiology provides a framework for developing a value system that
guides students’ learning and behavior. In conclusion, axiology is a crucial branch of philosophy that deals with the nature of values and value systems. It encompasses both ethical and aesthetic values, and its principles have important implications for a wide range of disciplines and practical contexts. Axiology provides a framework for evaluating
moral values and principles, understanding and appreciating works of art, evaluating aesthetic experiences, making decisions about resource allocation and policy priorities, and developing a value system that guides students’ learning and behavior. Ultimately, axiology helps us to better understand human behavior and decision making, and provides
a foundation for ethical considerations in all aspects of life. Axiology is like a big, adventurous quest to figure out what things in life are super important and precious. Imagine you have a treasure map, but instead of searching for gold or diamonds, you’'re searching for things that make your life and the world better — sort of like your personal values.
Axiology is that map, showing you where to look and how to find these special ‘values’ in your life and in society. Simply put, axiology is a fancy term for the study of values. When we think about what’s important to us, such as being honest or making sure everyone is treated fairly, that’s axiology doing its work. It helps us understand why some
actions feel right while others don’t and why we get joy from beautiful things like art and nature. So, axiology is pretty much a cool toolbox that we use to figure out which ‘tools’” — or values — we need to build a better life and world. Types of Axiology There are two main flavors of axiology that people like to explore, each about different types of
values. Let’s check them out: Ethics : This is the heart-to-heart talk of axiology. Imagine you’ve found a wallet on the street; ethics is that little voice inside your head debating whether to return it or keep it. It’s all about what actions are right or wrong, asking questions like, “Should I help out a friend in need?” Ethics revolves around our values for
honesty, kindness, and fairness — the moral compass that guides how we treat each other. Aesthetics : This slice of axiology is about the beauty in life, like a breathtaking sunset or a moving piece of music. But it’'s more than saying, “That’s pretty!” It wonders, “What is beauty, and why do certain things tug at our heartstrings?” Aesthetics digs into
our values for what’s beautiful and meaningful in art, nature, and even everyday objects — it’s about appreciating and finding joy in the world around us. Examples of Axiology Here are a few real-life scenarios where axiology sneaks in and helps us make choices: A friend tells a joke that you find mean, and you decide not to laugh. You value kindness
and respect, so you choose not to support something hurtful, even if it’s meant as a joke. You're at a crossroads: take a high-paying job that you won’t like, or a lower-paying one that you’ll love? Your choice will reflect your values — money or happiness. When picking out a birthday gift for a friend, you think hard about what they’d enjoy. This shows
you value thoughtfulness and friendship. In school, you choose to work on a project about saving the environment. This choice shows you value nature and want to learn more about protecting the Earth. You get extra change from a cashier and decide to return it. Your action is influenced by values of honesty and integrity, showing what you stand for.
Why is Axiology Important? Understanding the ‘whys’ behind what we care about is what makes axiology so cool and important. Like an architect using a blueprint to build a strong and beautiful house, axiology gives us the plan we need to build our lives and communities in ways that line up with what’s important to us. For instance, if a group of
people decides that protecting the environment is a top value, they might start recycling programs or protect parks to show that value in action. But axiology isn’t just about grand things; it also pops up in the not-so-big moments. Picture deciding what to watch, listen to, or even eat for lunch — your choices often come down to what you value,
whether that’s learning something new, having fun, or staying healthy. Plus, the values you pick up from your family, friends, and experiences shape who you are and how you see the world. That’s pretty powerful stuff! Origin of Axiology Our tour of axiology started in ancient Greece with some pretty wise folks asking big questions about life. But the
actual term ‘axiology’ first popped up when a wise German philosopher named Wilhelm Windelband used it in the late 1800s. Ever since then, people have been diving into this part of philosophy, trying to figure out what values really mean to us all. Controversies in Axiology Of course, not everyone picks the same values or puts them in the same
order. That’s where things get a bit messy. Some folks might put freedom at the top of their list, while others might vote for safety or a sense of community. And then there’s the whole debate over whether our values are set in stone for everyone or if they're more like personal favorites that can change and vary from day to day. Yep, the world of
values can be pretty sticky and full of debates. Other Important Aspects of Axiology Alongside ethics and aesthetics, axiology also wades into the waters of economic value. This deals with what makes something worth cash and how much people are willing to pay. So, when you’re trying to decide how much to spend on a new pair of shoes, you're
actually doing a bit of axiology work right there. To wrap things up, axiology is like a Swiss Army knife for philosophy. It’s got all these nifty tools that not only help with values but also link up with other big philosophical ideas about what we know and what’s out there in the universe. Pretty handy, right? Related Topics As we explore the world of
axiology, we bump into some relative concepts worth chatting about: Epistemology: It’s kind of like the detective work of philosophy, asking, “How do we know what we know?” It’s about sorting out real deal knowledge from just guesses and hunches. Metaphysics: This is the big-picture painting of philosophy. It wonders, “What’s out there in the
world, and what’s it all about?” It’s like zooming out on the treasure map of life to see the whole landscape. Utilitarianism: This is a specific value viewpoint that says, “Let’s do what’s best for the most people.” It’s like trying to score the highest points for happiness and well-being in the game of life. Deontology: This approach is all about following
rules and duty, like playing by a strict set of life guidelines, because you believe that’s the right thing to do, no matter what. Existentialism: This gets deep, asking, “Why are we even here?” Existentialism puts the spotlight on personal choice and finding meaning in a world that often seems random and confusing. Conclusion So, after our exploration
of axiology, we can see it’s much more than a mouthful of a word. Axiology is the treasure map guiding us to discover what’s precious in life. It’s the magnifying glass that helps us look closely at our choices and enjoy the world’s beauty with fresh eyes. Whether it’s deciding to lend a hand, standing up for what’s right, or simply soaking in a painting
or song, remember, axiology is at play, helping us build a life that sparkles with the true gems of our personal values. How Epistemology, Ontology and Axiology are connected in PhilosophyAim of this article is to get an idea about all these term in Philosophy so that from next article we can move forward with Information Science and start doing
some practical implementation over there itself.Epistemology, Ontology and Axiology are often unspoken assumptions about knowledge. People in society, and our values that rest beneath our favorite research. Each of them corresponds to a branch of philosophy, which can be very abstract. Let’s not let that confuse us, because most people, doing
research don’t spend a vast amount of time writing directly about Epistemology, Ontology or Axiology. The way it normally plays out is that researchers are just going about their research and these areas or assumptions remain implied beneath the surface. The research will leave clues, and so if they’re so assumed, or beneath the surface, then why
do we even talk about them? Well, understanding these three areas will help us gather a better appreciation, and be able to compare and contrast different areas of research at a much more sophisticated level. So there is some payoff here. So let’s start with epistemology. We’ll go from general to specific.EpistemologyWhen solving some Attitude
problem or reading something then there we require knowledge to understand the world, which is known as Epistemology.Also Epistemology is a branch of philosophy that studies knowledge or knowing. They ask questions like: How do we know what we claim to know? That’s the classic epistemological question. That we can see in a lot of theory and
research textbooks. A researcher might assume for example, that knowledge is already out there, just waiting to be discovered. And so, it’s our job as researchers to uncover this universal, unchanging and absolute truth.In contrast, other researchers believe that people develop knowledge based upon how they perceive the world and through their
experiences. That’s how we create knowledge. Still further along this spectrum is the relativistic view, that believes that knowledge is a social construction. In essence, whatever we treat as knowledge, is knowledge. There is no universal or absolute truth. These are epistemological positions that are getting at this notion of knowledge. Like I said,
most researchers don’t spend many paragraphs in each given journal article spelling all of this out. They normally just get on with their work. But their research will leave clues, and I see that epistemology is most evident in the methods that they use to conduct their research. In other words, if they assume an objective reality, objective knowledge,
exists out there, then they will approach it that way. For instance, some organizational researchers do climate surveys. These are quantitative surveys driven by statistical analysis, and the idea here is if you ask the right questions, you’ll get reliable and valid answers, and the results are meant to give you a snapshot of how things really are. In other
words, there’s an objective reality out there, and our survey is trying to show it. In contrast, there are other ways to get at knowledge, other beliefs about the best way to know something. For example, the ethnographic method believes that to really understand, to really know, you have to experience something for yourself. You can’t study culture,
from the ethnographic standpoint, for example, from a distance. Firsthand knowledge gained through experience is the best way to know. These are epistemological kinds of issues. Also as we know that we still not know the whole things about world and that’s where Epistemology comes into play.For example: In case of Covid-19, when its wave
came, we were not aware of its medication and later we started researching and vaccine came after gaining a lot of knowledge.Next, let’s explore ontology.OntologyAgain, we’ll go from general to specific.It is the study of being fundamentally what exists and what the meaning of existence is. Ontology is also the branch of philosophy that studies
existence and the nature of human beings and our existence. They ask questions like:What is the nature of existence and our existence as individuals in society, in the universe?Who are we, what are we here for?These are ontological questions. For example, do we make real free will choices? Do we make choices that influence the outcomes? Or, are
there forces that are determining. our outcomes, that are beyond our control?Another ontological question would be this:Are we best understood as individuals? Or, is our nature best viewed as being part of a group, part of a social system?There’s a movie called I, Robot for example,An old movie with Will Smith, and in this story, There’s a robot
named Sonny, and he’s very sophisticated, and he’s trying to figure out why the guy who made him made him, what is his purpose? And that’s an ontological question. There’s a bit of dialogue where somebody asks him: Sonny, do you know why Dr. Lanning built you? And he answers: no, but I believe my father made me for a purpose. This is an
ontological discussion.What is our nature, what are we here for? For me, the ontological assumptions beneath research and theory are pretty easy to spot. So for example, if they’re studying individuals, like through personality tests, or trying to figure out people’s traits, then they likely are approaching us as individuals in society. If they are studying
groups, and relationships, then they are likely assuming that people are best understood in groups and relationships, like through the communication field or sociology. Another look at this is how we are situated in society in terms of the larger forces that we face.For example, does a theorist treat people as if they are at the mercy of a system that is
out of their control, out of their hands? Or, do they focus on the agency that people have to influence change? Depending upon their position, they are taking different ontological positions, or assumptions, about their research. And you can usually see that in the way they write it up. And third, now let’s talk about axiology.AxiologyAgain, we’ll go from
general to specific.Axiology is about values such as good and bad. moral and immoral . questions about what the meaning of life is and how we should live. Axiology is also a branch of philosophy that studies values. They ask questions about the values that guide our research to begin with.For example, what do we consider to be good or bad, right or
wrong, beautiful or not, what do we value? Another axiological issue is what values mightresult from, or be the outcome of, our research? Axiology often asks questions about the extent to which our research can be totally neutral, or does our researcher opinion come into play, and our personal values shape how we conduct and write up our
research? Also, should our research be seeking merely to understand what we are studying, or should we be studying something with a goal of changing society for the better? That’s an axiological question. And if we wanna change society, what do we consider better? In other words, what do we value? Would it be more economic equality, better
health, deeper relationships? These are all axiological issues. Sometimes, researchers and writers are pretty obvious about this, but not always. Martin Buber is a guy who’s a communication philosopher, and he’s been very obvious about this. He talked about an ethical approach to communication that contrasted with a more mechanistic approach. So
he talks about I-It, meaning I am a person, but you, it, are an object, but we really should strive for, as often as we can, I-Thou communication, where I am important in the communication, but you, you’'re a though, you’'re also important, you have inherent dignity, you’'re special as a human being, and I should treat you that way, we should connect
through dialogue. See, he has an explicit value for other people, and it’s going to shape the way he does his research. So when I first got exposed to epistemology, ontology, and axiology, and began to take it seriously, I developed a much more sophisticated reading of the research that I was exposed to. I didn’t see them all as separate and
independent pieces, I saw them all as having similar or different kinds of assumptions that informed their approach.and finally we can say that:“Epistemology provides us knowledge and then Ontology checks if it exists or not then Axiology checks its moral values if that is wrong or right.” scoresvideosteachers Table of Contents: Introduction What is
Axiology? Subdivisions of Axiology Difference between Axiology and Ethics Significance of Axiology Some examples of Axiology The importance of Axiology in education The importance of Axiology in philosophy Conclusion Coming straight to the point, axiology is a branch of philosophy derived from the Greek language Axios, which means worth or
value of something and logos signifies the logic or thesis. The study of axiology is concerned with categorising things as good and how good they are. To put it briefly, the theory of axiology summarises the worth of something or its goodness. The concept of axiology delves into the essence of value and the metaphysical aspects. The theory works on
comprehending nature and arguing about what is actually valued. The conceptualisation directly involves the objectives of the research. Before getting into some meaningful insights, let’s run through the basics. What is Axiology? The term axiology was first used by Paul Lapie in 1902 and Eduard von Hartmann in 1908. It is closely connected with the
philosophical fields that significantly rely on the notion of value, like the philosophy of religion, ethics and aesthetics. The research field refers to the fact-finding objective. It mainly accounts for what is valued in research. The study sheds light on whether one explicates, predicts, or only tries to understand it. Axiological issues are connected with
epistemological and ontological conjecture. Knowing the hidden reality is the art of philosophy with four major branches - metaphysics, epistemology, logic and axiology. The hindmost is divided into categories - ethics and aesthetics. In a narrow sense, the former is the examination of personal values and morals in social conduct. And the latter is the
scrutiny of beauty and harmony. Subdivisions of Axiology: As stated above, the study of axiology philosophy involves two values. 1. Ethics Also known as moral philosophy, ethics involves methodizing, safeguarding and putting forward the concept of right and wrong conduct. In a brief sense, ethics studies righteous behaviour in humans and how one
should act. In the philosophical field of axiology, ethics is a complement to it. Philosophers have divided ethical theories into four areas. Meta-Ethics: It signals the theoretical meaning and reference of moral propositions. Meta-ethics also determine the truth values. It looks closely at the implication of ethical principles. Normative Ethics: It concerns
the practical means of deciding a moral course of action. A brief judgement and criteria of right and wrong. Applied Ethics: It establishes the process of achieving moral outcomes in specific situations. It broadly looks at what a person is permitted in a particular domain. Descriptive Ethics: It is also recognized as comparative ethics. It determines
people’s beliefs about morality. The importance of ethics: The framework of ethics is underlying at different levels. At an individual level: It helps in decision-making by giving a personal sense of right and wrong. It helps people immensely by gaining the trust of their associates. At a company level: Helps businesses in determining their behaviour.
Ethics study a company’s conduct in determining the appropriate behaviour of people. With moral ethics, a business can gain the trust of suppliers and consumers. At a professional level: Ethics contours roles, responsibilities, rules, values and standards at a professional level. Aesthetics The branch of philosophy rightly deals with beauty, art and
taste. It is scientifically defined as the critical reflection on art, nature and culture. The theory states the study of sensory or sensory-emotional values, sometimes referred to as judgement of taste and sentiments. Most people are concerned with ethical judgements, however, philosophers are inquisitive on explicating the nature of the judgement. The
word aesthetics is derived from the Greek ‘aisthetikos’, which means a sense of perception. This concept of axiology is devoted to defining different aspects without objectifying them. With aesthetical sensibility, a creative man’s relation to reality is met. The evolution in science is seen by drawing the sources of inspiration within philosophy. The
subject of aesthetics axiology matured further while progressing. Difference between Axiology and Ethics Often a point of confusion, here is the difference between axiology and ethics. AXIOLOGY ETHICS It is the philosophical study of value. Ethics is the philosophical study of moral principles. It concerns esthetics, aesthetics and values. It concerns
the right conduct. It is mainly concerned with ethics and aesthetics Aesthetics is not a concern It is classified into sub-fields, ethics is a major one. It has four major branches - meta, normative, applied and descriptive. Significance of Axiology Axiology in physiology deals with multiple aspects and has also given meaning to terms like value, ethical
value, moral value, aesthetical value, worth, behavioural value and evaluation. It defines the quality of a valuable subject, ethics, aesthetics and morality. The unification of logic, morals, economics and aesthetics has been contemplated in relative isolation. The implication of axiology also involves asking dominant questions and finding suitable and
logical answers. Some examples of Axiology: What principles should one live by? What are the desirable values? Is morality defined by what we speak or feel? What is the blueprint of family values? What is true beauty? What is immoral and moral? The importance of Axiology in Education Axiology is important in many fields of life. Speaking of
education, axiology can enhance the information quality put forward to students and also help them with the power of learning and understanding. The basic fundamental of axiology aims at discovering detailed information. It works on improving the teaching, thereby benefiting the students. Another beautiful advantage of axiology is to increase the
thrust in learners. The importance of Axiology in Philosophy In the field of philosophy, axiology works on the nature of value. An axiologist studies the value in general and concentrates deeply on more findings. With the implication of axiology in philosophy, one can discern what is valuable, advantageous, desirable and be familiar with the top-most
moral values. In a snippet, axiology intends to value everything. One Last Thought: Summing up everything, you can rightly conclude that the concept of axiology intricately studies human values that motivate human behaviour to bring out meaning in human life. The theory of axiology is a philosophical study of knowing the worth of something.
Science studies the school of thoughts of a human creative mind. Gain extensive knowledge of Axiology with the Interactive Technology course at Atria University. Once you enrol with us, you will have the opportunity to leverage the best technology by working on the signature project. Our students master the understanding of the social science
domain and elevate their analytical abilities. The program is a distinctive combination of Computer Science, Design Thinking & Research Methodologies grounded in a foundation of ethics. Etymology borrowed from French axiologie, from Greek axia "worth, value" (noun derivative from feminine of &xios "worth, equal, of an equal status") + French -o-
-0- + -logie -logy — more at axiom Note: The term was apparently introduced by the German philosopher Eduard von Hartmann (1842-1906) in "L'axiologie et ses divisions," Revue philosophique de la France et de 1'étranger, quinzieme année, No 11, novembre 1890, pp. 466-79. (A note at the end of the article states that the translation, presumably
from German to French, was by "M. Alexandre Keller.") In a footnote to the word in the title of the article, Hartmann states that "Le mot axiologie est tiré du grec a&ia, évaluation, valeur, littéralement pesée, du grec &ya, conduire, guider, charrier ..." ("The word axiology is taken from Greek axia, valuation, value, literally, weighing, from Greek aga,
to lead, guide, carry ..."). In fact, Greek axia does not mean "weighing"—this is an artificial sense imposed on the word based on its presumed etymology (see note at axiom). Additionally, the infinitive of the Greek verb is dgein and it is unclear what Hartmann had in mind by citing 4ga, which does not correspond to any form of the verb. First Known
Use 1891, in the meaning defined above Time Traveler The first known use of axiology was in 1891 See more words from the same year Axiology is a branch of philosophy that studies judgements about the value[1]. The term axiology is derived from the Greek and means ‘value’ or ‘worth’. Axiology is engaged with assessment of the role of
researcher’s own value on all stages of the research process.[2]. It is a relatively recent addition to the area of research philosophy. Axiology primarily refers to the ‘aims’ of the research. This branch of the research philosophy attempts to clarify if you are trying to explain or predict the world, or are you only seeking to understand it.[3] In simple
terms, axiology focuses on what do you value in your research. This is important because your values affect how you conduct your research and what do you value in your research findings. The table below illustraties the axiology of major research philosopies and highlights relevant methods of data collection. Axiology Popular data collection
techniques Positivism Research is undertaken in a value-free way, the researcher is independent from the data and maintains an objective stance Highly structured, large samples, measurement, quantitative can also use qualitative Realism Research is value laden; the researcher is biased by world views, cultural experiences and upbringings. These
effect research findings Methods chosen must fit the subject matter, quantitative or qualitative Interpretivism Research is value bound, the researcher is part of what is being researched, cannot be separated and so will be subjective Small samples, in-depth investigations, qualitative Pragmatism Values play a large role in interpreting results, the
researcher adopting both objective and subjective points of view Mixed or multiple method designs, quantitative and qualitative Axiology of research philosophies and relevant data collection techniques[4] In your dissertation, you can add a paragraph or two discussing the relevance of axiology in your research. For example, you have chosen
positivism research positivism research philosophy, you can state that axiology of your study is value-free and the research is independent from the data. Alternatively, if your research philosophy is realism, you will need to state that axiology of your study is value laden. In this case you will have to acknowledge that your worldview may have affected
your research findings. The role of value is greatest in pragmatism research philosophy and you have to stress this fact in your paper if pragmatism is the philosophy you are following. My e-book, The Ultimate Guide to Writing a Dissertation in Business Studies: a step by step assistance contains discussions of theory and application of research
philosophy. The e-book also explains all stages of the research process starting from the selection of the research area to writing personal reflection. Important elements of dissertations such as research philosophy, research approach, research design, methods of data collection and data analysis are explained in this e-book in simple words. John
Dudovskiy [1] Saunders, M., Lewis, P. & Thornhill, A. (2012) “Research Methods for Business Students” 6th edition, Pearson Education Limited [2] Li, Y. (2016) “Expatriate Manager’s Adaption and Knowledge Acquisition: Personal Development in Multi-National Companies in China” Springer Publications [3] Lee, N. & Lings, I. (2008) “Doing Business
Research: A Guide to Theory and Practice” SAGE Publications [4] Table adapted from Saunders et al. (2009) [5] Carnaghan, I. (2013) “Philosophical Assumptions for Qualitative Research” Available at: Values are regulative maxims that govern moral behavior. See also: Ethics History of axiology Axiology developed in the 20th century thanks to the
work of Wilhelm Windelband (1848-1915), German idealist philosopher and founder of the neo-Kantian Baden School. Windelband believed that philosophy had the task of searching for the principles that guarantee the solidity of knowledge. These were, for him, values, since philosophy did not have as its object judgments of fact but evaluative
judgments, such as “this thing is true” or “this thing is beautiful.” You may be interested: NihilismThus, philosophy had to seek values of normative validity, unlike natural laws that were based on empirical facts. Windelband distinguished between an ontological reality, typical of the world of science, and a deontological reality, typical of what ought
to be, inherent to values and axiology. In the first half of the 20th century, on the other hand, the distinction between values and facts was worked on. Max Scheler (1874-1928) continued Windelband's work and differentiated good from value. Thus, he pointed out that goods are things that have value, while values are qualities thanks to which things
become what they are. Although Scheler developed axiology in theoretical terms, there were other thinkers, such as José Ortega y Gasset (1883-1955), a Spanish philosopher, who thought differently. For Ortega y Gasset, values were not perceptual, but rather the objects that the values could embody were perceived. For example, beauty, as a value,
embodied in a painting, as an object. Thus, the values were estimable, not perceptible. Neopositivism also developed some aspects of axiology, including logic. He maintained that value judgments did not have a factual content, that is, based on the facts, typical of factual judgments. Marxist theorists, for their part, claimed ontology for values by
saying that value is the expression of the social content of the object. There are different ways to characterize values. David Hume (1711-1776), for example, believed that they were nothing more than words that in themselves represented nothing. Friedrich Nietzsche (1844-1900), for his part, did not attribute substance in itself, but he thought that
values could affect not only people, but also scientific truths and everyday observations. Immanuel Kant thought of values as regulative maxims and desirable practices. That is, he believed that values should regulate behavior and also be ideal examples of ethical behavior. This corresponds to the etymological meaning of the term “value”, which in
Greek is axios and it means “worthy of appreciation” or “estimable” and also “proportionate, convenient.” You may be interested: Saint AugustineFor Kant, ethical values were regulative ideals, given in their proper measure. They functioned as a model of behavior and could vary depending on who wanted them. In this sense, it can be thought that
notions such as “kindness”, “sincerity” or “humility” and “responsibility” are subjective constructions that are a product of history and the accumulation of a set of desirable ethical practices, transmitted over time. In this way, the following set of characteristics can be observed in the values: Specific historical character of values. The content and
position in the hierarchical scale of values varies depending on the context. Hierarchical nature of values. Values are subordinated and subordinate to each other. Parasitic existence character. Every value needs a bearer or good to exist. Furthermore, there are different positions regarding the theory of values: the objectivist, the subjectivist and the
objective-subjectivist, depending on where the values acquire their existence. Objectivist conception of values. These owe their existence to characteristics of the valued object or the relationship between subject - object - social context in which the values occur, independently of the will and consciousness of the valuing subject. Objective-subjectivist
conception of values. These owe their existence both to the will and consciousness of the valuing subject and to the characteristics of the valued object and the relationship subject - object - social context in which the values occur. Subjectivist conception of values. These owe their existence to the will and consciousness of the valuing subject,
regardless of the characteristics of the valued object and the relationship subject - object - social context in which the values occur. Monist and pluralist axiological theories are different philosophical approaches to understanding the nature of values and their relationship to each other. Both theories attempt to address the question of whether there
is a single source or fundamental principle for values or whether there are multiple foundations and types of values. You may be interested: Aesthetics A monistic axiological theory holds that all values are derived from a single source or fundamental principle. This means that all values, whether moral, aesthetic, spiritual or any other type, are
reduced to or based on a single supreme value or basic principle. For example, in some monistic ethical theories, the fundamental principle may be the highest good or absolute moral duty. Thus, all actions or moral values are evaluated based on their relationship with that single principle. Similarly, in a monistic aesthetic theory, there could be a
supreme criterion of beauty or harmony that defines all aesthetic judgments. A pluralistic axiological theory asserts that there are multiple sources or fundamental principles for values. In other words, there are various types of values that cannot be reduced to a single category or hierarchy. Each type of value has its own nature and origin, and is not
subordinated to a single principle. In a pluralistic perspective, there are moral, aesthetic, pragmatic, spiritual values, among others, and each of them is valuable in itself without needing to be reduced to a higher or fundamental value. Thus, the diversity and complexity of human values is recognized and respected, avoiding reducing them to a single
principle or unified system. References Fabelo Corzo, JR Practice, knowledge and assessment, Editorial de Ciencias Sociales, Havana, 1989. Ferndndez Bulté, J. Philosophy of law, Editorial “Félix Varela”, Havana, 1997. Lépez Bombino, LR (Academic Coordinator and Compiler), The ethical knowledge of yesterday and today, volume II, Editorial “Félix
Varela, Havana, 2004 Kant, I. (1977). Critique of pure reason. Porrda. Kant, I. (2020). Critique of practical reason (Vol. 1). Verbum Publishing. Bilbeny, N. (1992). How to think about moral values based on Kant? Taula: quaderns de pensament, 21-26.
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