
JTLA(JournaloftheFacultyofLetters,TheUniversityofTokyo,Aesthetics),Vol.23/24(1998/99) 99

RelativismasFateoftheModernCivilization

-AReadingofDiderot'sSupplementtoBougalnVille.sVoyage-

SASAKIKen-ichi

Whateverconceptionofthejねe(わmQfthewillone

may formin terms of metaphysics,the will's

manifestationsin the world ofphenomena,i.e.

hum?naCtions,aredeterminedinaccordancewith

naturallaws,aSiseveryothernaturalevents.-

Eant,Jdeαノbr(7 U乃～ver∫α′〃∫∫わワ W油 β

Cbsmq)OlitanPufPOSe(translatedbyH.Reiss).

O PresentationoftheTheme.

IaimheretodemonstratethatrelativismisintegraltomodernWesternthought."Modern"

hereincludestheRenaissance:theperiodinwhichtheprofaneworldview,makingofthe

Culturalcreation realized by human abilities theleading prlnCiple of civilization was

established,OVerCOmlngandreplaclngtheaprlOriworldviewwhichtookGodastheabsolute

PrlnCiple.Thisconceptofthemodernisdefinedinoppositiontothemedieval,ratherthanthe

‖postmddern‖.ThoughfromthepostrnOdernViewpolnt,Onemightmakeadifftrentvisionof

themodern,aCCOrdingtotheconceptofthemodernadoptedhere,itisdifficulttoplacethe

presenttimeoutsidethemodernage.Relativism,then,isheretobeconsideredasabasicidea

Ofmoderntimes,uPtOandincludingthepresent.Iamnotwillingtoarguethedivisionof

periods:Iwishonlytomakeclearthatthefollowlngdiscussion,aimlngtOeStablishthatthe

modernimpliesrelativism,COnCernSnOtaPaSttimebutratherourownsituationofthought.

What,then,1S relativism?Forthe moment,ImeannornOrethan'relativism'in the

Ordinarysense:theworldvisionwhichnotonlyacknowledgesthepluralityofvalue-PnnCiples,

butclaimsthispluralitytobenecessary.Thatistosay,Iamnotthinkingofrelativisminan

epIStemOloglCalsense.IncomparisonwithepIStemOloglCalrelativism,relativismconcern1ng

PraCticalvaluesdoesnotseemtodemandastrongtheoreticbasis･However,一Ianythinggoes"is

notyetrelativism.AtheoryneedstoestabiishahistoricalorloglCalnecessltyandlegltlmaCy

beforeit can be called an-ism.Asidefr0rnthe fact thatIwillpropose no definite

epIStemOloglCalbackground,thenotionofrelativismherewillnotbeverydifferentfromthat

OfsuchastaunchrelativistasJosephMargolisl).Ithink,however,that,inaggressively

l)Cf.JosephMargolis,‖RelativismandCulturalRelativity‖,J77A,Vol.22,1997,pP.1-17.Asshowninthe

fb1lowlng,IstandagalnStthe一'strong‖metaphysicalrelativism,WhichwishestofoundrelativismloglCa11y.On

thispolnt,SeethecrltlqueOfMargolisIdevelopin-1WhorsAfraidofJosephMargolis?-CulturalRelativlty

VS.Relativism",ibjd.,Pp.61-77.Inthatpaper,IarnOppOSedtorelativism,WhileinthispresentpaperIargue

forrelativism.Thecontradiction,however,isonlyapparent.Intheabovepaper,Iarguedthatthenotionof

CulturalrelativitylSalreadyphilosophical,WhileinthepresentpaperIdiscussrelativisminthatsense.
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attackingothertheories,aSMargolisdoes,relativismwouldprobablynegateitself･Relativism

isapositiveworldviewratherthanadestructiveweaponagalnSteXistlngValueprlnCiples･

Insofarasitisopposedtoanabsolutemonism,itwouldrqjectthis,butthewayofopposition

shouldberelativistic:thewisdomofmutualismexistsattherootofrelativism.Wishingto

makeaclaim,WePauSetOCOnSiderourclaimobjectivelyfromtheviewpolntOfouropponent;
thatismutualism.Whenwetheorize,OntheemplnCalbasisofthismutualism,themutuality's

logicaxiologica11y(i.e.fromtheviewpointofpoliticalphilosophy,ethicsandaesthetics),We

caneStablishrelativism.

WhenpeoplelostordismissedGodasru1er,themodernagebegan･Thereremainedonly

humanbeings･Hobbesdescribedthissituationasperpetualstruggle･Inordertoredrawthe

pICtureaSmOrePeaCefu1,Whatisrequiredisthewisdomofamutualismthatwilltakenoticeof

therightsofantagonists‥itisthiswhichinstlgatedthemodernage･Wehaveanevensimpler

SChema‥havingdeniedabsolutemonism,PeOPlehadnootherchoicethanrelativism･Bothare

clearandloglCalenoughasmacroscopICeXPlanations･Therealstateofthoughtisnot,

however,SOSimple･Theimportofourthemehere-thatrelativismisnecessaryforthe

homocentricmodernage-differsalittlefromtheseviewpolntS･WhatIhaveinmindisthe

fbllowlng:thatthehumanbeingswhobecamethenewmastersoftheworldbearintheirnature

freedomandhistorlClty,andthatthisistherootofrelativism･Naturehasnohistoryinthe

propersense:historyestablishesitselfonlyindenyingnature(anditself)･Thecontradictionof

humanbeingsashistoricalnature2)ispregnantwithadrama,andsotooisrelativismas

modernlty･WearenowgolngtOreadthisdramainonetextbyDiderot‥S仰Iementto

Bougainvilleklわyage(hereafterS仰Iement)･

ThoughourbriefisnottodescribethetotalityofDiderot-sthought3),Wemayneedto

COn員rmtheimportanceofhistoricalnatureinhisthinking･Hebeganhisphilosophicalcareer

withdeism,andpassedaf[erwardstoatheism･DeismisbasedonaperceptlOnOftheregulanty

oftheconstructionofthenaturaluniverse,andrecognlZeSGodonlyastheauthorofsucha

universewhiledenylngOraVOidingrefbrencetoGodaspe7TOnainthemanneroftheChurch･

Withregardtonaturestudy,thereisnodifferencebetweendeismandatheism･Both

recognizestheregularity(i.e.constructionaccordingtonaturallaws)ofnature;Whetherone

deducesfromthatregularitytheexistenceofGodastheauthorofnaturallawsornot,doesnot

affectnaturalstudy･HoweverltgOeSWithoutsaylngthattheyproducebasicdifferencesin

moraloutlook.IfoneacknowledgestheexistenceofGodeYenaStheauthorofnaturallaws,

thatGodisthecreatorofhumanbeings,becausehumanbeingsareapartofnature･Itwould

beimpossibletoassertthatGodisthecreatoronlyofthebodiesofhumanbeings:itwould

distorthumannature,becausehumanbeingsaresuchonlybyvirtueoftheunionofmindand

body･WehavethentoacknowledgethatdeismisreallyonlyahalfmeasureasacrltlqueOf

2)ThisphraseisidenticalwiththeconceptoftheJapanesephilosopherKitaroNishida(‖Logicandlife''),butthe

contentisdifferent.Nishidaidentifiesthehumanworldwithnatureas‖historicalnature‖,WhileImeanbythis

expressiononlyhumannature,i.e.thenaturepeculiartohumanbeings･

3)IhavesketchedtheoutlineofDiderot-sthoughtinthefollowingarticleforaphilosophicaldictionary:

EncyclqpedicDictiona7TQfFrenchPhilospphyand7710ught,Tokyo,Kobundo,1999,PP･161-71･
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theChurchasinstitution.TofulfilthepurposeandmeanlngOfthecrltlqueOftheChurch-

moralliberty-,itisnecessarytogoontoatheism.SLWlementisaworkwritteninthis

COnteXt4).

1Thephysicalandthemoral

SIWlementisgenera11yknownasapraiseoffreelove:unlikeinacivilizedcountrysuchas

France,ina"natural"societylikeTahitiitisamatterofcoursetomakelovefbllowlngnatural

desire.Indeed,''nature一'wasoneofthemostfundamentalkeyconceptsoftheearlyrnOdern

age,eSPeCiallyln18thcentury,WidelyexpeCtedtobecomethecriterionofvalueinplaceof

God.Ifnaturecanbeanewstandardofvalue,WearenOtfarfromtheaffirmationofsexual

丘eedom.

Whenheorlglnallyplannedtheworkasabookreview5),Diderotobviouslyrecognizedin

thereportofouradventureraslgnificantcrltlqueOfcivilization･Hequotesasoneofitsmost

importantmeritst.abetterknowledgeofouroldearth(notrevieuxdomicile)anditsinhabitants

6)H･Indeed,BougalnVille-slわyageteachesthatthereexistonthisearthmanydiffbrentworlds

andmanners.Suchknowledgehoweverisnotmerelyano句ectofsimplecurioslty･Insteadof
SuChanextrovertcurioslty,DiderotTsconsciousnessreturnsreflexivelybacktoitself,and

focusesintoacrltlqueOfhisownsociety･Tothisgazeofhis!thecustomsfromthehetero-

CulturesdescribedbyBougalnVilleofferamirrorinwhichtoseeitself･PersonallyIshould

evenliketoreadthisHnotrevieuxdomicilel▼asmeanlngtheEuropeanworld･Infact,in

OPPOSitiontoFrance,Tahitiisdescribedasacountrywhich,Curiouslyenough,hasnoreligion

andismanagedwithamoralitybasedonnature･Thatisthereasonwhyitcanserveasa

measureR)raCntlqueOfinstitutions･

S仰IementconsistsofdialoguesbetweenAandBasstruCturalframework,intowhichare

incorporatedanaddressbyanoldTahitianman,andconversationsbetweentheAlmonerof

BougalnVillelstroopandOrou,theTahitianwhotakeshimin･Thesettlngislikethis:in

additiontothepublishedlわyage,thereexistsinrealityanunpublishedsupplement,WhichAis

golngtOreadwithBwhoprocuredit･Theoldman-sspeechisageneralcntlqueOfcivilization,

andthedialoguebetweentheAlmonerandOroufocusesonthecrltlqueOfreligionfromthe

viewpolntOfthemoralityofnature,targetlngChristianltyaSaCOmpulsorylnStitutionruling

overpeoplelsliftandasanaxiologlCalnotion･Thisisexpressedexactlybythesubtitleofthe

4)Thistextappeared,intwoparts,inGrimm.sCorre5POndanceLitt6raire,1773-74･Allreferencesaretothetext

ofthefollowlngneWCOmPleteedition‥Diderot,一一SupplementauVoyagedeBougalnVilleouDialogueentreA

etBsurlTinconv6nientd-attacherdesid6esmoralesacertainesactionsphysiquesquln■encomportentpas'',in

αuvresCo77Pletes(hereafterDPV),t.XII,ed.parG.Dulacetal.,Paris,Herrnann,1980,Pp･197-249･Iquote

thetextinEnglishaccordingtothefollowingtranslation:Diderot,[nte77"eterQfNature,SelecledWritings,

translatedbyJeanStewartandJonathanKemp,NewYork,InternationalPublishers,1963(.1936),pP･146T91･

Thenotesreftrto,inthefirstplace,thepageofthisEnglishtranslation,then,inparenthesis,thatoftheFrench

COmpleteworks.

5)Thetextofthisbook-reViewtooispublishedinthesamevolumeofthecompleteworksasSupplement(note4

above),pp.509-19.

6)Op.c∫J.,p.147(580)



102 SASAKIKen-ichi

book:''DialoguebetweenA.andB.onthedisadvantageofattachingmoralideastocertain

Physicalactionsincompatible therewith‖.Apparentlyllmoral‖may beinterpreted as

.concern1ngmOralsl,and‖physical"asTconcernlngtheflesh',aS"certainphysicalactions''

meanssexualintercourse.AsweshallseeinthefbllowlngeXamination,throughadiscussion

OnSeXuality,DiderotTsargumentdirectsitselfofitsownaccordtothemoralcodeingeneral;

moraldeedsinthatcontext,however,CannOtbedalled"physicalactionsincompatiblewith

moralideas".Sothesubtitlemeans:‖sexualintercoursebeingpurelyphysicalornatural,itisa

mistaketojudgeitfromtheviewpolntOfmorals".Butatthesametime,Wehaveabsolutelyto
takeintoaccountthefactthatthepairofconcepts"moral-Physical一'hadamuchwidermeanlng

thannow,andconstitutedabasicconceptualframeworkin18thcenturyFrance.Wemay

COmPrehendthisimport,eVeninunderliningthenounsinthesubtitle:'一actionsandtheirideas‖･

ItconcernS,indeed,therelationbetweenthe"facts"andtheir''ideologlCalassessment".This

COmPrehensionisimportant,becausethesenseofDiderot'squestionconsistsinit.

Today,mOralityandphysicscanhardlybeopposedtooneother･Butin18thcentury

France,mOraleTPhysiquehadthewidermeanlngOf"culture-nature'',denotlng,therefore,a

basicpairofconcepts.AsanearlyexarnPle,1etusexaminetheargumentontheconditionsfbr

theappearanceofgeniusbyJ.-B.DuBos.Inthefirstplace,difftrencesintheenvironmentof

theartistwillbringaboutagreatdifftrenceinresult.Ifpeopleareindifftrenttoartandmenof

POWerdonotsupportartists,themight-have-beengeniuswillnotbringtheirtalentstoblossom;

When,Onthecontrary,thepubliclovesartandtheemperorgenerouslyremuneratesgood

artisticworks,theambitionandemulationofartistsarestimulatedandthebirthofgeniusis

encouraged.Includingalsothepresenceofexcellentmasters,DuBoscallssuchfavorable

COnditionstheTTrnOralcauses7)"ofgenius.ThisphraseisnotequlValentto'moralsupportl,fbrit

denotesalsosubstantialsupport;allindeedthatwemightunderstandasThumancausesl.

The'humancauses'are,however,nOtal1.InsplteOfthemostintensiveencouragernent

givenbyemperororking,insomecountriesartremainssterile.QuotingFontene11elswords:

"ideasarelikeplantsandflowerswhichdonotgrowwellineveryclimaterT,DuBosafnrms

thatart'tdidnotblossomeitherbeyondthe52degreesofthenorthern1atitudeorinthereglOn

lowerthan25degrees8)".Thismeansthatthereexist"physicalcauses‖aswell:1ackingthese,

artcannotprosperdesplteallhumaneffbrts.Itisevidentthatthis一'physical"isnotrestrictedto

theareaofphysics,butcoversallthedomainofnature,OreVerythingthatisglVentOhuman

beings.Therefbre,WeCanCOnSiderthepalr"physical-mOral‖asequlValentto'1nature-Culture"･

WhatisremarkablehereisthefactthatDuBos,Withregardto"physicalcauses",aSkshimself

Whether"itisnotphysicalcausesthatstartupmoralcauses9)一'.Hesuggeststhatthepromotion

Ofartbymenofpowerisalsodeterminedbynaturalcauses.Diderot'sprobleminS

isexactlythesame,inthesensethatitconcernstheintertwinedrelationsbetweennatureas

glVenandhistoryashumancreation:thequestioniswhetherhumanactivitiesaredetermined

7)Jean,BaptisteDuBos,R¢7exionscritiquessurlapoesieetsurlapeinture,SecondePartie,7e6dition,(Slatkine

Reprints,1967),SectionXⅡ,P.136.Myowntranslation.

8)Ibid.,SectionXIII,Pp.156-58.

9)Jあ～d.,p.151.
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(OrtObedetermined)bynature,OrWhetherhumanfreedomitselfisapartofnature.Ifyou

accordalittlemoredelicateattention,yOufindthatthisproblemcoincideswiththesu句ectof
thetheologlCalpolemicontherelationbetweengraceandfreedom10).Hereisthebasicelernent

Ofphilosophyfbrhomo-CentricmodernCivilization.

Withtheaboveconfirrned,WeCaninterpretthethemeofSupplementexpressedinits

Subtitleasthequestionofhumanfreedom･WhetherfreedomisHmoral‖or一一physical一一,isthe

themeofthiswork･''Moral‖meansherethenormativesystemofideaswhichregulatesand

makesslgnificantouractions･Letusreadourtext･OroutheTahitianasksthefollowlng

questiontohisguesttheAlrnOner:

Yesterday,at SuPPer,yOu mentioned'maglStrateSt andlprleStS;whose authority

regulatesyourconduct;but,tellme,aretheythemastersofgoodandevil?Canthey

makewhatisJuSttObeurリuSt,anduruust,JuSt?Doesitrestwiththemtoattributegood

toharmfulactions,andeviltoinnocentorusefu1actions?Youcouldnotthinkit,fbr,at

thatrate,therewouldbeneithertruenorfalse,gOOdnorbad,beautifulnorugly;Orat

anyrateonlywhatpleasedyourgreatmaker,yOurmaglStrateSandyourprleStStO

PrOnOunCeSOl]).

ThequestionhasarisenfromtherefusalthattheAlmonermadewithasigh･-■一butmy

religlOn!myomce!"-OfOrou-swiftandthreedaughters,fromamongwhomOrourequested

heshouldchooseacompanionfbrthenight.Questionedaboutwhatreligionis,hetalkedabout

"thegreatmaker(leg7tlndouvrier)'',i.e.GodastheCreator.Ofcourse,"magistrates‖means

PrOfanepowersincludingtheKing,一一prleStS‖,relig10uSPOWerS･Theproblemis,then,tOknow

Whethersuchpowerscanarbitrarilydecidevalues.FromtheviewpolntOfOroutheTahitian,

assexualloveisapurepleasureglVenby‖nature,thesoverelgnmistress】2)",Whichproduces

inadditionsuchpropertyaschildren,itwouldbefollytoprohibitit.Thenhewondered

Whetheritispossibletoevaluatesomethinggoodasbad,OrCOnVerSelytoestimatesomething

badasgood･Itisthesameproblemthatisexpressedbythesubtitle･Apparently,thisspeaksof

SeXuallove,butinrealityhasamuchbroadermeanlng:ageneralcrltlqueOftheideologlCal

StruCture(‖mora)ideas‖)attributingvaluestoconductbelongingtonature(‖physicalactions‖),

thatisthethemeofSLWlement.

2Natureasanimality

Orouaskedwhetheritispossibleto‖makewhatisjuSttObeunJuSt,anduruust,JuSt".

"Makejust/urtiust"isthefunctionoftheassessmentourideasorthoughtsexecute.Well,What,

inthefirstplace,is'twhatisjust/unjust‖?Oruoutalksironicallyofthearbitrarydecisionby

lO)In the so-Called"Controversy on grace".The relation between grace and nature was one ofthemost

fundamentalsubjects(SeetheworkofMalebranche).Now,freedomtakestheplaceofgraceinthesame

StruCture:thesarneprOblemwearsmodernCloth.

11)Diderot,PP.Cit.,P.165(605-06).

12)肋d.,p.161(601).
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threemasters･Thatistosay,1nmOdernParlance,thatvalueshavenootherfoundationthan

institutionaldecision.Ofcourse,Orouthinksthisalaughableabnormality･Forhim,itis

evidentthatthefundamentalsofvaluesresidein"natureasthesoverelgnmistress.'･Certainly,

wehavenootherreasonthannaturetobelievethatsexualloveisgood.Inthecommonnotion

ofS仰Iementaspraiseoffreelovetoo,theaxiologlCalprlnCipletoaffirmfreeloveis

consideredasbeingsimplyinnature･Infact,thepnncipleofOroulsaxiologylStOfoundthe

moraluponthephysical･Isthat,however,alsoDiderot-saxiology?Weshouldrecallthe

struCtureOfthisbook‥AandBexaminethe‖supplement‖toBougalnVille-slわyageincluding

thedialoguesbetweenOrouandtheAlmoner･ThespokesmanoftheauthorisnotOroubutB･

Indeed,readingthisbookfromthestandpointoftheaxiologyofnaturepromotedbyOrou,We

feelperplexedwithacertainambiguousattitudethatBshowsinhislastdialoguewith卑,
Wheretheyexamineclosely"nature‖･

TheconclusiveargumentofDiderotistobefoundinthesummarlZlngdialogueAandB

developinthefinalpart･HavingreadthroughtogetherwithAtheunpublished-1supplement''

byBougainville(includingtheaddressoftheoldTahitianandtheconversationbetweenOrou

andtheAlmoner),Bsays:''IseethatexceptinthisremotecornerOfourglobe,therehasnever

beenmoralityandperhapsneverwillbeanywhere･一▼Then,anSWerlngA･WhoaskswhatB

understandsby‖morality(mαu7T)‖,Bexplains:"Iunderstandageneralsubmissionto,anda

conductconsequentongoodorbadlaws‖･Iflawsaregood,Wehavegoodmorality(bonne

mαuT7),ifbad,badmorality(mauvaisemαu77).Withregardtotheselaws,Bspeaksofthree

sortsofcodeastheirrealforms:‖thelawsofnature(lecodedelanature),Civillaw(lecode

civil)andthelawofreligion(lecodedelareligion)",Whichconflictwithoneanother･We

′shouldtakenoticeofthefactthatthesethreecodesarevariantsofthethreemastersdiscussed

byOrouandtheAlmoner,WiththismodificationthatGod(‖thegreatmaker")isreplacedby

nature,arePlacementwhichinauguratedmodern1ty･ThenBinsiststhatweshouldaccordto

naturethesameauthorityashasbeenglVentOGod,andthatcivillawandthelawsofreliglOn

mustbemodeledonthelawsofnature-3)･Itisaparadoxtosaythatmoralityisfoundonlyin

Tahiti,theislandofnature･Indeeditisaradicalparadox,becauseitimpliesastandpointthat

wishestofoundonnaturethe一一1aw‖toregulatehumansociety･Thissuggeststheradical

heterogeneltyOflawandnature‥tOfbundlawonnaturemeansthatmenneedsuchavoluntary

decisionaslaweventofollownature.Thefactthatthereist-morality"inTahitirevealsthat

13)Ipresentinasimplifiedformtheargumentof:ibid･,pP･181-82(628-30)･Inowexplicatemyreading･WhatA

assumestobeBIsoplnionandBagreesunconditionally,1SOnlythechoicethatafterabolishingthecodesof

religion,PeOplesubordinatecivillawsolelytothelawofnature･ButAreformulatesthisandproposesanother

version:‖ifitbejudgednecessarytokeepallthreecodes",thereliglOuSCOdeandcivillaw‖shouldonlybe
exactcopleS一一ofthelawofnature･Bcorrectsthissecondversionwhichhefind一'notveryexact‖･However,

whathenegatesinA.sanalysISCOnCernStheideathatthelawofnatureissomething"wecarryalwaysgraven

inourhearts‖:Diderothadconsistentlycriticizedthisinnatismthroughouthiscareer･CqrrectingA,Bsays

thatwhatwehavebynatureandsharewithotherpeopleisnotsomethinglike"1aw't!butonlyasimilar

一一organization･1,一一thesameneeds"･andthesameinclinationstowardpleasureandpain･Weshouldinterpretthis

correctionbyBassuggestlngWhatitcanbeforcivillawtobeacopyofthelawofnature,butnotasa

negationofthesecondversionproposedbyA･Theidealistoabolishthereligiouscode･butthatisnota

realisticidea=thetwoformSPreSentedbyAarenot,then,praCticallyverydifferent･
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Tahitiisnotanislandofpurenature,butconstitutesahumansociety･

Nowweneedto･knowwhatisthisnature,OnWhichistobemodeledcivillaw.SoB

examinesoneafteranother,rnarrlage,galanterie,COquetry,COnStanCy,faithfulness,Jealousy

andmodesty(クudeur)toascertainwhicharenaturalandwhicharenot14)･ForexarnPle,

mamageisinnature,becauseitisanactnecessaryR)r"thereproductionofindividuals"!i･e･the

COnServationofthespecies･A.sstandardissimplerandclearer‥Whatissharedbyanimalsisin

nature.Infact,ifthedefinitionsaystmale-female'insteadof-man-WOmanl,thenwecanjudge
Withoutfearoferrorthattheactoremotioninquestionisregardedas'tnaturalT.･Infact,

galanterie,Whichisdescribedintermsof▼male-female7,isregardedasaphenomenonin

nature･FromB'sdescriptionof,"coquetry''as"acontemptiblegame(ノeupe所de)''and"alie't,
AconcludesthatBregardsitasnotinnature･ButBreplies:"Idon▼tsaythat''･Indeed,

galanterieisdefinedinterrnSOf■male-femalel(meaningthatanimalsknowgalanteiretoo?)･

Thefo1lowingtwo,COnStanCyandfaithfulness,aredescribedintermsofthe'tchild(ef7hnt)"

Whichappliesonlytohumanbeings,and-man-WOman一,butitisunclearwhethertheyarein

natureornot･Itlooksasiftheanswerisunnecessary;howeverisitevidentthattheyarein

nature?Itisdifficultforustojudge.Thisambiguousimpressionisconfirmedbythe

explanationglVentO"jealousy":

B･Thepassionofadestituteandavariciousanimalwhichfbarsalack;inmananuTt)uSt

fteling,aCOnSequenCeOfourfalsemoralsandofaproperty-rightextendedtoafteling,

thinking,desiringand缶●eeObject.
A.Jealousy,then,yOuthink,doesnotexistinnature?

B.Idon'tsaythat.Vicesandvirtuesequallyexistinnature15)･

FromtheviewpolntOftakingnatureforthestandard,WeareShockedbythislastphrase･

HowevertheprlmaryqueStionposed,inthesecondplace,WaSWhetheritispossibleto''make

whatisunJuSttObejust",thusacknowledgingthatnatureincludes"whatisupJuStT一;the
utterance"vicesareinnature"isthereforecongruentwiththebasicobservation･Indeed,

JealousylSSaidtoexistinnatureandisdefinedasananimalpassion･ButIfindheretwo

problems.The斤rst,aSIhaveindicatedconcern1nggalanterie,istheoplnlOnthatjealousylSin
nature,i･e･thatanimalsknowthispassion･Infact,throughconversationwithOrou,the

AlmonerobservesthattheTahitians"hardlyknowJealousy.6)'一,WhichsuggeststhatjealousylS

adiseaseofcivilization･Moreover,Jealousyisdescribedhereas‖aconsequenceofourfalse

morals･""Beinglnnature‖rneansttbeingasimplephysicalfact‖;but,arenOtVicesaswellas

virtuespurelyandsimplymoralconceptsderivedfromourevaluativeactsthroughthe

mediationofideas?Nodoubt,thesecondproblemisthemostessential･B/Diderotthinksthat

Hvicesandvirtuesequallyexistinnature‖,PrObablybecauseofaconsciousnessof‖1awtl‥if

thereareinnaturenovirtuestofollowandvicestoavoid,Oratleastsomethingliketheir

germs,itwouldbeimpossibletospeakofthelawsofnature,andtheideaofmodelingcivillaw

14)qp.c止,pp.182-84(629-34).

15)乃～d.,p.183(632)･

16)Jあgd.,p.176(622)･
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uponthelawsofnaturewouldbeunfounded･NatureasanimalitylSTsimplyphysical';but

WhensuchanemotionasJealousylSSaidtobetTinnature‖,thatnaturecontainsalreadyahintof

moralingredient･NaturecontainlngSOmemOralingredientisnothingotherthanhumannature･

3Natureashumanity

ThekeythatcouldresoIvetheambigultyintheconceptofnaturewehavefoundabove,is

thenotionofproperty･Jealousycomesfrom‖ourfalsemorals▼一,becausethenotionof

‖ownership'Tismisappliedtohumanbeings･BborrowsthisconceptlOnOfpropertydirectly

fromtheideathatemergesintheconversationbetweenOrouandtheAlmoner･Besides,

Diderotthinksthattheproblemofpropertydividesthestateofcivilizationfromthatofnature･

Inotherwords,thenotionofpropertywithregardtomarrlageandjealousyconcernSthevery
COre Ofthe philosophyofnature and civilization･We shall,therefore,begin with an

examinationofthisnotion.

AccordingtoOrou,themistakeoftheEuropeansystemofmarrlageCOnSistsintaking

humanbeingsaso切ectsofproperty:throughtheweddingbeforeGod,amanbecomesthe

PrOPertyOfonewoman,andawoman,Ofoneman･Besides,thisprohibitionofadulterylS

ef托ctivelynotrespected.Orou‖findstheseslngularpreceptsopposedtonatureandcontraryto

reason‖.

Contrarytonaturebecausethesepreceptssupposethatafree,thinkingandsentient

beingcanbethepropertyofabeinglikehimself.Onwhatisthisright(d7t)it)fbunded?

Don'tyouseethatinyourcountrytheyhaveconfusedthethingwhichhasneither

COnSCiousnessnorthought,nOrdesire,nOrWill;Whichonepickもup,PutSdown,keeps

OreXChanges,WithoutlTt)urytOit,OrWithoutitscomplaimng,haveconfusedthiswith

thethingwhichcannotbeexchangedoracquired,Whichhasliberty,Will,desire,Which

CanglVeOrrefuseitselffbramomentorforever,Whichlamentsandsufftrs,andwhich

CannOtbecome anarticleofcommerce,Withoutitscharacterbeingforgottenand

violencedonetoitsnature17).

Needlesstosay,1'property.'inthissenseiswhatBconsideredtheorlglnOfjealousy･

Therefore,BclaimedthatjealousylS"aconsequenceofourfalsemorals‖.Yet,insplteOfall

this,heaffirmsthatjealousyexistsinnature.Ontheotherhand,Oroujudgesthiscustom
'tcontrarytonature",andconsequentlycriticizesitasascandalouserror.OurconcernisB's

judgment,but,inordertounderstandhispolnt,WeWillexaminefirstofallthegroundof

Orou'sjudgment.The'1nature''initalicsaboveencompassesthepropertiesofhumanbeings

Whichneitherotheranimalsnormaterialobjectsshare,i.e.humannatureiHere"nature"is
discriminatedaccordingtoconformltytOthenaturepeculiartoman,COntrarytOtheformer

StandardofconformltytOtheanimalworld.Forthemornent,thede丘nitionsuggestedhereof

humannatureas''havingftelings,thoughtsandwillttisobjectiveandclear.Howeverapplying

17)Ibid･,p･164-51(604-05)･Theeditorofthisworkinthecompleteworks(LeCentredlEtudedu18eSiとclea

Montpellier)indicatesinafootnotethatthisthoughtwasalreadyacommonplaceatthetimeofDiderot･
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thisstandardtovarioushurnanemOtionsandactionsノinordertoestimatetheirnaturalness,We

findthatambigultylmmediatelyappears･InprlnCiple,ifhumannatureishavingfeelings,

thoughtsandwill,anyfeeling,anythought,anyWillcanbejudgedasfittingtohumannature

andtherefbreas‖natural"･ItshallgowithoutsaylngthatjealousylSnatural,andevenindeed
thatallperversions,includingvices,aretOberegardedasexistlnglnnature･Weseeherewhat

Bwasthinkingof,WhenheaffirmedthatjealousylSinnature,andthishumannaturelSJuSt

WhatwehavecaughtaglirnPSeOf:‖naturecontainlngSOmemOralingredientl一･Oroucould

keephisdomainofnaturepure,becausehiscntlqueWaSdirectedtotheprlnCiplesthemselves,

anddidnottouchtheambigultyOfthereality:hiscrltlqueisidealist,andbecauseidealist,it

COuldbesharpandtrenchant.

Orou'sconceptofproperty,definedincontrasttonature,iscongruent,forthemoment,With

thethoughtofDiderotexpressedinthewholeofthiswork･ForDiderotfindsinpropertythe

Orlgln Ofcivilization:naturelgnOreSPrOPerty,and with the notion ofpropertybegins

Civilization･TheoldTahitianmanaddressesBougalnVilleasheisleavlngtheisland‥

Hereeverythingbelongstoeverybody･YouhavepreachedtousIknownotwhat

distinctionsbetween'一mine.1and"thine=･OurdaughtersandourwivesarecornmOntO

usa11･YouhavesharedthisprlVilegewithus;andyouhavelightedpassionsinthem

beforeunknown･Theyhavebecomemaddenedinyourarms;yOuhavebecome

fbrociousintheirs･Theyhavebeguntohateeachother;yOuhaveslaineachotherfor

them,andtheyhavereturnedtousstainedwithyourblood柑)■

ItisthenotionofpossessionthatglVeSbirthtoconflict･Tahiti,havingpreviouslylgnOred

theconceptofpossession,iscontaminatedbythecivilizationcomlngfromoutside,withits

COnCePtSOfpropertyandstruggle;Tahitianwomenareawokentothefeelingofjealousy.The
ideathatpropertyandstruggleareonewithcivilization,fitsperfectlywiththeutoplanvisionof

naturepropertothefictive-Tsupplement''(theoldman-saddressandtheconversationofOrou

andtheAlmoner)･Weshould,then,aSkwhetherweeverseeeitherpropertyorstrugglein

natureuntaintedbycivilization.For,ifnot,howintheworldwascivilizationborn?Letus

COnSultthedialoguebetweenAandB:

B･Itseemsthatthecruelcharacterwhichissometimesfoundinhim[thesavage]

COmeSfromhishavingtodefbndhimselfagalnStWildbeasts･Heisinnocentandgentle

Wherevernothingtroubleshisreposeandsecunty.Everywarisbornfromthecommon

Claimtothesameproperty.Onecivilizedmanhasacommonclaimwithanother

CivilizedmantothepossessionofafieldofwhicheachoccupleSOneend;andthisfield

becorneSthesu句ectofdisputebetweenthem.
A･Andthetigerhasacommonclaim,withthesavage,tOthepossessionofaforest;

thatisthefirstofallclaimsandtheoldestcauseofwars19).

Fromwaramongcivilizedpeoplesisdeducedtheessenceofwar‥SOmethingproducedbya

18)Jあ～d.,p.154(590).

19)乃紘,P.151(585).
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collisionofclaims.Thenthisessenceofwarisqppliedtothepnmarywar,thatbetweenbeasts

andmen･ThisargurnentreVealsthatpropertylSnOtPeCuliartocivilization,butratherthe

efficientcauseofthebirthofcivilization.Indeed,aSidefromhisstruggleswithbeasts,the

savageisgentle.Butthissuppositionisnctiveandutoplan,Whilethestruggleswithbeastsare
areality･Inotherwords,natureCivilizesitselffrominside･Diderotacknowledgesthis

ambigulty:thatnatureiscivilizationandnatureえtthesametime･Certainly,thesavageis

consideredasonelgnOrantOfcollisionsofinterestorstruggle,aStheTahitians,forexample,

hardlyknowjealousy‥aStheyhavenonotionofproperty,SOthereisnoconnict･ThatisTahiti

andnatureasutopla･Whencethen,COmeSCivilization?Astothisquestionconcern1ngreality,

Diderotwishedtofindthecauseofcivilizationinanoutsideenemy,thatis,inbeasts･Wecan

recognizeheretheutoplantendencyinDiderot,hiswishtokeepnaturepure･Incontrasttothis

purenature,PrOPertyisthecauseofcivilization,andtheEuropeansystemofmarrlage,Which

takesthehumanbeingasanobjectofpossession,isadiseaseofcivilization:thatistheoplnion

ofOrou.Onthecontrary,WhenB,rePreSentlngDiderot,COnSideredjealousy,Whichisasortof
faultyemotionofpossession,‖beinglnnature‖,Diderotwasfixinghisgazeattheradical

ambigultyOfnatureinconnectionwithhumanbeings･Utoplaisbeautifu1･Butsuchanideal

visionshouldillustrateareality,Otherwiseitremainsafairytale･AsenseofrealitylSrequired

forthoughtthatwishestorespondtotheproblemsofthetime･

4NatureandtheLawsofNature

UnliketheclearoplnionofOrou,thereremainssomethingobscureinB,sassertionthat

vices,includingJealousy,eXistinnatureaswellasvirtues･ThatobscurltyCOmeSfromthe

radicalambigultyOfnatureinconnectionwithhumanbeings,fromthefactthatnatureis

civilization,andcivilizationisnature‥natureinmanincludestogetherwithfteling,reaSOnand

wi11,eVilsandperverSions.Needlesstosay"vices"1ikejealousybelongtothese･What,then,
doesitmeantosaythatthesebelongto‖ourfalsemorals"?Inotherwords,Whatistheultimate

criterionbywhichtojudgesomeactasvirtuousi･e･SOmethingtofollow,andsomeotheras
viciousi.e.somethingtoavoid?

AsIhavenotedabove(Section2)inrelationtothejudgmentthat"moralityisonlyin
Tahiti",WemuStdistinguishthelawsofnaturefromnatureinordertoenvisagethis

fundamentalambigulty･Freehumannaturecanevenchooseanevilincludedinnature･

Therefore,afreedecisionintervenesevenwhenwefollownature･Thelawofnatureisa

legislationsetupbyahumanfreedomthatwishestorendernaturenormativeinrqectlng

perverSions･Ifwedistinguishthelawofnaturefromnature,Jealousyshould,then,beableto

▼一existinnaturell,andtobeHaconsequenceofourfalsemorality‖withoutcontradiction

anymore･Thatis,aVicemaybeaphehomenoninnature,andyettofollowltgOeSagalnStthe

lawsofnature.IadmitthatDiderotdoesnotarticulatethisdiscrimination.Hisargument,

however,aSIhaveremarkedabove(attheendoftheSection2),PreSuPPOSeSit･Andindeed,

by supposlng this discrimination,We Can SOIve atleast one seemlngly very serious

contradictioninthework.
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ItisundeniablethatDiderot'sloglCintheconversationbetweenAandBisconfusing.Ifit

isthelawsofnaturethatcivillawshouldmodelitselfon,thenhemustaskwhatthelawsof

natureare.Inplaceofthis,however,hequestionswhatnatureis･FrorntheviewpolntOfthe

reader,aSthemainsu叫ectoftheworkissexuallove,anditisindeedrecommendedthatwe
Shouldfollownaturalpleasure,Wemay be disposedto take natureitselfforthenorm･

Therefore,WeareShockedbytheaffirmationthatjealousylSinnature,Withitsscentofa

POSitiveevaluation.DiderotshouldhavesaidthatjealousylSinnaturebutisagalnStthelaws
Ofnature.If,however,hedidconfusenatureandthelawsofnaturewithoutanydiscrimination,

hewouldhavehadtosaythatjealousylSnOtinnature.Wehaveahintinthetext:inproposlng

thatcivillawshouldfollowthelawsofnature,BcorrectsAtsnotionofthelawsofnature.

HearlngB.sabovementioneddiscussiononthethreecodes,AconceivesthatBintendsto

restoretheunltyOfaxiologlCalprlnCiplebyfbundingcivillawuponthelawsofnaturesoasto

abolishthereligiouscodewhichwouldtherebybecomeuseless20)･BelievlngSO,hethinksthat

thelawofnature,aS‖theeternalrelationswhichexistbetweenmen",issomething"whichwe

Carryalwaysgraveninourhearts"2])･Bdeniesthisinnatisticnotion,andexplainthemeanlng

of"nature''asfbllows:

Wehaveatbirthonlyasimilantyoforganizationswithotherbeings,thesameneeds,an

attractiontowardsthesamepleasures,aCOmmOnaVerSionforthesamepalnS;thatis

whatmakesmanasheis,andwhichoughttobethebasisofthemoralitysuitablefor

him22).

Natureinmenconsistsinadefinitefbrmofphysicalorganizationandcommoninclinations

topursuepleasuresandavoidpalnS･Thelawofnature,Ontheotherhand,farfrombeing

gravenassuchintheheart,i戸Onlyl'theeternalrelationswhichexistbetweenmen''･What,

then,arethese'leternalrelations"?Theycouldbenothingbutthisingredientofbeing

‖common一一innature･"Nature▼一isacertainorganizationinherentineveryindividualand

inclination;thatthesearecommonconstitutesthe"relationl'betweenindividuals,Whichis

regardedasequalto一一thelawsofnature-T･Law,however,isaformofimperative,Whilethe

Simplenotionofarelationshiplacksthemomentofanimperative･Wenoticeherethatthe

conversationbetweenAandB,althoughfoundeduponthedistinctionbetweennatureandthe

lawsofnature,PrOCeedscautiouslylnOrdernottoattractattentiontothisdifference,OrtO

Createthesemblanceofthesmallestpossibledifftrence･

Atanotherpolnt,however,thislawofnatureas"theeternalrelationswhichexistbetween

rnen一一,thatisnotpronouncedhere,isexplic.itlyspokenof･ItistobefoundinOrou'sreplyto

theAlmoner,tOWhichBclearlyrefersintheconversationwithA,Whenhesays'tasOrou

20)AsIhavementioned,thesethreecorrespondtothe‖threemasters"describedbytheAlmonertoOrou,with

一.nature‖inplaceofGod,thatshouldbeconsideredhereasco-authorsofthereliglOuSCOdealongwith

‖prleStS.T･Whythenwouldtherelig10uSCOdebeuseless,ifcivillawwerefoundedonthelawofnature?This

argumentsuggests,inmyoplnion,thatDiderotconceivesofreliglOnOnlylntermSOfmorality,i･e･rules

measurlngCivi

21)q7.Cれ,pp.18ト82(629).

22)乃Jdリp.182(630).
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guessedofours[ourcountry]''withregardtothenecessarycontradictionbetweenthethree

codes.ThisadditionalreftrencetoOrou'sargumentrevealsthatDiderotconsidersBTs

argumentidenticalwithOrou-s･Oroudiscusses,nOtthethreecodes,butratherthe''three

masters▼一･HearingtheaccountbytheAlmoner,hepresumestherewillbeconflictsbetweehthe

COdes,andsaysasfbllows:

Doyou･WanttOknowwhatisgoodandwhatisbadinalltimesandinallplaces?Hold

fasttothenatureofthingsandofactions;tOyOurrelationswithyourfellows;tOthe

influenceofyourconductonyourindividualusefulnessandthegeneralgood･Youare

madifyoubelievethatthereisanything,highorlowintheuniverse,Whichcanaddto

OrSubtractfromthelawsofnature.Hereternalwillisthatgoodshouldbeprefbrredto

evil,andthegeneralgoodtotheindividualgood･Youmayordaintheoppositebutyou

Willnotbeobeyed23)"

Oroumaintainsthatthegroundofvalueconsistssolelyin‖thelawsofnature‖･Theselaws

areconstitutedbytwoarticles･Thefirst,that‖goodshouldbepreftrredtoevil",isprobablya

tautologlCalyvalidfbrmula,because,intheproperrelation,Whatispreftrrediscalledgood･It

istoberemarkedthatDiderotinvertsthisrelationtoglVeitthecharacterofanimperative,

sincethisrevealsthattheauthorrecognlZeSthedifferencebetweennatureandthelawsof

nature･Thatwehaveaninclinationtopursuepleasureandtoavoidpaln,isasimplefactin

nature･That-Tgoodshouldbepreferredtoevil‖,Onthecontrary,1SClearlyanimperative,Or

''1aw".Why,then,isthedimensionoflawnecessary?

DiderotdoesnotdirectlymentionthetopICOfperversion･Theexistenceofpainandevilin

natureisspokenof,butnotperversion･Theprecept,however,that‖goodshouldbepreftrredto

evil‖issenselesswherenoonepreferseviltogood,Whichpreferenceispreciselywhat

COnStitutesperversion･TheconceptlOnOfthelawsofnatureowesitsorlglntOareCOgnltlOn

thatthereexistsinhumannatureatleastthepossibilityofperversion･Becauseofitsimperative

moment,thislawofnaturecanhaveamoralmeanlng,andfunctionasacrltlqueOfinstitutions･

Actualinstitutionsincludeaspectstocriticize･Institutionsarenotnature,butaresultofthe

historicaldevelopmentofnature‥aSWehaveseen,Civilizationbeganwithinnature･Likewiseit

isperversionsinhumannaturethatgavebirthtoinstitutionalevils:thisfirstprecept,then,

SerVeSaSthepnncipleoftheradicalcrltlqueOftheinstitutionsconcern1ngSeXuallove･Thus,

natureandthelawsofnaturearetobedistinguished,andinfactaredistinguished･Atthesame

time,Wehavetonoticethatthediffbrencebetweenthemisconceivedasminimal.Thisprecept

COmeSdirectlyfromthefactsinnature,andmeansthatyoushouldrespectfactsinnature･The

difftrenceisofdimension,andnotofcontent･ThisisverylmPOrtantfbrtheconstruCtionof

theory,because,Whennatureismadeintolawassuch,thelawmustbefoundeduponnature,

0therwisethegroundoftheimperativewithinthelawmaybebroughtintoquestion･Civillaw

Shouldbemodeleduponthelawofnature,Which,however,beingthelastreftrence,CannOt

takesomethingelseasitsground･Thelawofnatureisnothingotherthantheimperativeto

respectfactsinnatureasprecepts･Thispresupposesthereexistdistinctvirtuesandvicesin

23)臓d.,p.166(607)･
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nature･Botharefbundeduponpleasureandpaln,anddifferentiatedaccordingtotheattitude

takenvis-a-Vispleasureandpain･Virtueisthepursuitofpleasureandavoidanceofpain,Vice,

theconverse,i.e.perverSion,atthelevelofmutualexistencewithothers.

Thesecondarticleisalsoremarkableinanothersense:theutilitarianimperativethat‖the

generalgood‖shouldbeglVenPnOntyOVer一一theindividualgood,一･The丘rstprecept,that一一good

Shouldbepreftrredtoevil一一,hasafbrcetoregulateindividualdecisions,becausewecanchoose

aperversionfbronereasonoranother･Butthisismainlyefficaciousfbrindividualconduct,

andhardlyinfluencesthecollective,Whichconstitutesthemostimportantneldfbrmorality･It

isthissecondpreceptthatconcernsthecollective,andsoisindispensableformoralcodes･

HerewearedealingwiththeprlnCiplewhichopenst-nature一一ineachindividualhorizonta11yto

COmmunalexistencewithothers･Thissecondarticlecorresponds,inmyoplnion,tO‖the

eternalrelationswhichexistbetweenmen‖presentedinthedialoguebetweenAandBasalaw

Ofnature･Orou,1etusrernemberpresentedatthebeginnlngtWOthingstobetakeninto
account‥''thenatureofthingsandofactionsH,andttyourrelationswithyourfellows‖･The

fbrmercorrespondstothenrstprecept,thelatter,tOthesecond･

ThesecondarticleseernSeVidenttoo.Yetisitevidentbecauseitisa-11awofnature"?

Whereisthenaturalinthisprecept?Certainlyltisfoundedonnature:aSAandBsay,that

Physicalorganizationandade丘niteinclinationofresponsetopleasureandpalnareCOmmOntO

allmen,isindetdafactofnature･Buttheproblemofthegroundoftheimperativeaslawis

evenmoreserioushere,because,unlikevalueconceptssuchasgoodandevil,thefactof

'1beingcommon"containsnomomentofimperative.

However,Diderotconceivedofthisquestiondifftrently･Bsays,intheaboveargumenton

marrlageandjealousy,thatinrealityinFranceorEurope,itisdifficult,eSPeCiallyconcern1ng
SeXuallove,tOadoptanaturalisticmorality･ThismeanstheutilitarianprlnCipleisnotso

difficulttoimplement･Infact,thisprlnCiplewouldbesoonestablishedasbasicruleof

decisionmakinglnmOderndemocraticsociety,andwemayguessthatithadspreadtoacertain

extentintotheancienreglmeOfDiderotTstime･Thepowerofthekingmightbeabsolute,but

amongpeopleofsimilarpower,therecouldbenowaytomakedecisionsotherthanonthe

PnnCipleofm叫Orlty･Thefactthatthispnnciplewasimplementedofitsownaccordmightbe

COnSideredastheslgnOfitsnaturalness.Buttheoretically,theproblemisnotsoIved.A

COmmOnOrganizationandcornmOninclinationtopleasureandpalnareanaturalbutmerely

PhysiologlCalfact･FrornSuChafact,howarewetodeduceanimperativeforsocialmorals?

Thisseemsaverydifncultquestion,becauseitappearsthat,ifallmensharethesameattraction

towardsthesamepleasuresandthesameaversionfromthesamepalnS,theresuitshouldbe

COnflict･Inl'nature‖,allpeoplelayclaimtothesamepleasuresandscrarnbletoescapefrom

thesamepaln;aCOnflictwhichcouldonlybesettledbymuscularstrength･Howeverperverse

aninstitutionmaybe,itcanbeadeviceassunngthemanofpowerpleasures,andthatwouldbe

naturalfromhispolntOfview･Powerprovidesthemanofpowerwithnaturalpleasuresand

bringsaboutaperversestateofaffairsformostpeople･TheutilitarianprlnCiplethat‖the

generalgoodistobepreftrredtoindividualgood"seemstobeapreceptofahigherdimension,

i･e･nOta"physical‖buta‖moral一一precept,Whichregulatessuchanaturalstruggleandthe



112 SASAKIKen-ichi

absoluteclaimonpleasuremadebytheindividual,andbyextension,allinstitutional

PerverSions.

ButDiderotarguesinconverseway･Inconsideringthisutilitarianpnncipletobefounded

onnature,hewishestobelievethattherewasnoconnictinthestateofnature(i･e･thesavageis

gentle).Aftertranslatingnatureintothecommoncharacter,heconsiders,justasinthecaseof
thefirstarticle,thattorespectnatureconsistsin.respectlngthiscommoncharacter,i･e･the

existenceofothers.Wehaveseenabovethatitwasthepnmarystrugglewiththetigerthatled

totheR)rmationofsocietyandatthesametimeimposedtheethicsof‖commonexistence"･In

FragmentsQfPolitics,WrittenaboutthesameperiodasSupplement,Wefindaclearer
discussionofthisproblem･Inappositiontothecommonphysicalorganizationofmen,We

havethefollowlngnOunClause:HonglnOfthenecessltyOfsociety,thatis,Ofacommonfight

agalnStCOmmOndangerscomlngfrornthebosomofnatureitselfwhichmenacemenfrom

hundredsofsides24)‖

Byconsideringthatsocietywasbornfromnature,andthatthegenesisofsocietywas

accompaniedbyutilitarianismastheruleofitsmanagement,naturalisticmoralitylSSOmehow

ultimatelysupported･ThecorepreceptofthismoralitylS,ratherthanthefirstpreceptofthe

pleasureprlnCiple,thesecondwhichinsistsonthecommoninclinationtopleasure･This

commoncharacterhoweverrequlreSaCOrOllarywhichclaimsthesubordinationofindividual

pleasuretothecommonpleasure･Forthatpurpose,1tisnecessarytointerpretthecommon

characterastheequalityofmen,andtounderstandthisintermsofmutuality･Pleasureand

palnSarefactsofnature,andtheseareinfactcommontoallmen･Butthislatterfactmustbe

recognized･ThisrecognltlOnmayleadustorealizethatotherpeoplehaveaclaimtopleasure

JuStlikeourselves,andthatweneedtoacknowledgetheother-sclaiminordertomakeour

own.Inadditiontothis,Wehavetoaccepttheutilitarianpnncipleofthemqontywillasarule

ofmediation.ThenaturalisticmoralityofSupplementcanonlybeestablishedbysuchan

extensionoftheconceptofnature･TheviewpolntOfmutuality,Whichdominatesthewhole

argument,istobeconsideredasajudgmentofreason,althoughitisanextensionofnature･It
isacorrectjudgmentoflumennaturalis:the‖nature"inquestionhereisnolongernatureas

ani叩alitybutratherhumannature,andbesides,humannatureapartfromtheperverSionsmade

byreason･Thishumannatureisambiguous;COmPOSedofthe一▼moral"aswellasthe

Hphysical一一,thelawsofnatureaswellasnature･

WeshouldrecallwhatOrousays･CriticizingtheEuropeapsystemofmamagefbrmaking

humanbeingsoりjectsofproperty,hesaidnotonlythatis=opposedtonaturel一,butalso
‖contrarytoreason"･･一Opposedtonature一一,becauseitviolateshumannature‥ahumanbeing

cannotbecomeobjectofpossession.''Contrarytoreason'',becauseit"refusestoadmitthat
changewhichisapartofus25)一1･Wemighttrytocomparethefactthatahumanbeinghas

feelings,thoughtsandawill,and,thefefore,CannOtbeanoqectofpossession,Withthefact

thatthehumanmindissusceptibletochange;indoingthis,however,WeCOuldnevergraspthe

24)DPV,t.XIII,P.629,n.67.ThisFragmentsqfPolitics(Fragmentspolitiques6chapp6s)firstappearedinthe

August15,1772numberoftheCorre甲OndanceLitt6raire･

25)Seenote17above,andthefollowingpartintheoriginaltext･
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difftrencebet由een‖nature"and"reason‖whichOrouintends,becausethelatterfactisalsoa

PartOfhumannature･Here,"opposedtonaturel-meanscontraytofacts;While"contraryto

reason"impliesthatanerrorofjudgmentisalsoinvoIved,SOimplyingthatislaughable･We

mustnotice,then,thatajudgmentonmoralpreceptsismadeaccordingtotwostandards:
"nature"and-treason''.Thesearetwocomponentsof‖thelawsofnature'T･Theprq]eCttO

establishamoralitybasedonlyuponnatureiscarriedthrough,therefore,bytakingthis

"reason"ast'naturalreason‖.

Wemaysummarizetheaboveargumentasfollows･Thepr(りeCttOfoundcivillawupon

thelawsofnature,i･e･the‖moral‖uponthe=physical",impliesaconsciousnessofthe

difftrencebetweennatureandthelawsofnature,factsandprecepts,becauseltpreSuPpOSeSan

awarenessofthenecessltyOflaw.Natureconsistsintheinclinationtopursuepleasureandto

avoidpaln･Thefactthatwenotonlylivethisnature,buttrytolegltlmizeitbyalaw,reVeals

theexistenceofperversionsasnon-nature:thisisthenaturepeculiartomen,WhoareequlPPed

Withfbelingandwill･Perversionscaneitherarisefromanindividual▼swill,Orbeimposedby

anexternalpower･ThelegislationofmoralitylSuSefulespeciallywithregardtoperversions

invoIvingotherpeople:thisistheplacefbrtheutilitarianpnnciplethatprefbrsthegeneralgood

totheindividualgood･ThispreceptlSregardedasalawofnature,throughaprocedureof

acknowledgingone,shumanexistenceincommonwithothersandthismutualityasafactin

nature,andofmakingofthisintoanorm･Weshouldconsiderthisprocedureasbasedupona

judgmentofreason.Itconcernsthestructureoffact-judgment‥SOfarasthisisalegislation,

eventhefirstprecept,Whichlookstobenaturemadenormative,PreSupPOSeSajudgmentof

reason,namelythatweshouldmakeitalawtofbllownature･Thisjudgmenttakesthemodes
Ofnatureasanorm,becausethereasoninquestionisthereasonofnature･

5UtilitarianismandRelativism

InthewayofthinkingpeculiartoDiderot,thereexistedagroundfbrconsideringtheaspect

ofbeinglnCOmmOnattreaSOnOfnature‖･Thesenseofmutualitywasdeeplyembodiedinthe

circuitofhisthought･WefindatthebeginnlngOfthebookreviewpartoftheessayan

assertionthatstronglyconveysthis･AcknowledgingthatBougalnVille▼sⅥ)yageWaStheonly

bookthatl'hadgivenhimatasteforanyothercountrythanhisown'',B･(Diderot)says:‖Until

readingthisIhadthoughtthatnowherewasthereanythingsogoodasathome,Withtheresult

thatIbelievedthesamefbreveryinhabitantoftheearth26)･‖Farfrombeingmadeabsolute,the

conceptthat"nowherewasthereanythingsogoodasathome‖isimmediatelyrelativized･Itis

characteristicofthisfairlyunlqueWayOfthinkingthatheconsidersanaturalthoughthe
perceivedinhimselfasbeingcommontoallpeople･Itgoeswithoutsaylngthatthisconceptof

‖eachinhisownway-Tdoesnotinsistonthecollisionofinterests!butservestorelativizehis

ownclaim.Inviewofthiscircuitofthinking,WeCaneaSilyunderstandwhyDiderotthought

ofthepleasureprlnCipleofnaturenotasthecauseofconflictbutratherassomethingtobe

developedinthedirectionofcommon=equality=mutuality･Wecanevenestablishastricter

26)qp.c～r.,pp.151-52(586).
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analogy:ifweput‖pleasure‖inplaceoftheabove"naturalthoughtT一,WeCanCOnCeivean

argumentthattakesthefirstpreceptasaccompanylngthesecond.Probably,thefirstpreceptlS

noteventhoughtwithoutthesecond.

Themutualismpeculiarto''eachinhisownway‖bringsrelativismfbrth:theattitudethat

accordsequalrightstoopposlngthoughtsorclaims,andthattakesthisattitudeaslegltlmate･

We丘ndinSLWlementclearclaimsofrelativism.Forexample,intheirdisputeonwhetheran

incestisadmissibleornot,WhentheAlmonerdescribesitas‖Crime,homiblecrimes,forany

OneOfwhichpeopleareburntinmycountry‖,Oroureplies:

WhetheryouburnOrdonTtburninyourcountrydoesnTtmattertome･Butyouwillnot

judgethemoralsofEuropebythoseofTahiti,nOr,COnSequently,themoralsofTahiti
bythoseofEurope27).

This"consequently''expressestheloglCOfrnutuality･Wepayattentiontothefollowlng

WOrdofOrou,Whocitesasa‖morecertainru1e","thegeneralgoodandpersonalutility一'.That

istosay,afterrelativizlng,bytheloglCOfmutuality,themoralityofTahitiaswellasthatof

Europe,Diderotpresentsthemoralityofnaturewithitsutilitarianisminordertoovercornethat

relativlty.Relativismasmutualisrn,therefore,COnCernStheessenceofthenaturalisticmorality

PrOPOSedbySIWlementinthatittakesprecedenceoverutilitarianismandconstitutesthe

axiomaticpremisefbundingthelatter.Thismightappear,aCCOrdingtowhatOrousays,tObea

SimplefactconstitutlngthestartlngPOlntOfdiscussion,but,infact,italsorepresentsthetext's

丘nalpositionontheproblem.ThelastquestionposedbySupplementiswhetherweshould

Choosenatureorcivilization.Tothisquestion,aSkedbyA.,B.answers:

Letuscopythegoodalmoner,amOnkinFrance,aPnmitivemaninTahiti28)

Our丘rstimpressionfr0rnthisisthattheauthorwishestoglVeanaCCeptableconclusionin

SPlteOfalltheprecedingargument,adoptlngaCOmmOn-SenSeattitude,andrqjectlngtheradical
naturalisticmorality.Acceptablethoughitmightbe,itisinfactnotadeusexmachina･This

Sqemlnglyacceptablethoughthadbeenincludedintheseemlnglyradicalnaturalisticmorality

asitsaxiomaticpremise.Isthen,thewisdomofBasirnPlereversiontothestartlngPOint?

Certainlytheitineraryoftheargumentwasasfbllows:areCOgnltlOnOfrelativltygaVebirthto

aninvestlgationintoanobjectiveanduniversalstandardofvalue,Whichamivedatanaturalistic

morality.ButweshouldnotoverlookthefactthatthisinvestlgationgaverelativismaloglCal

ground.

Thereremainsanotherquestiontoask･Thesecondpreceptthenaturalisticargurnenttried

tolegltlmateWaSnOtrelativism,bututilitarianism:What,then,istherelationshipbetween

relativismandutilitarianism?BothareidealprlnCipleswhichtrytomediatecollisionsof

interestandwill.Relativismacknowledgescertainrightstobelongtoeveryperson,andrqjects

thenotionofasolelegltlmateright,Whileutilitarianismtriestounifydiverseclaimsincollision

27)蕗～d.,p.174(619).

28)臓d.,p.190(643).
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WiththeprlnCipleofmqorlty.Dothey,then,COntradictoneanother?Atthelevelof

de丘nition,yeS,aSWehaveJuStSeen･But,Sincetheyareappliedtodifftrentscenes,WeShould

ratherthinkofthemascomplementary･By=difftrentscenes=,Imeanthefollowlng･Inour

aboveinvestlgation,relativistthoughtwasshownintherelationbetweenTahitiandFrance.

Utilitarianism,Onthecontrary,1SaPPliedtobothTahitiandFrance:eaChofthernhasitsown

‖generalgood",andmanydifferent"individualutilities"･Utilitarianismclaimsthatinevery

Cultureorsociety,PrlOrltyShouldbeglVentOthe"generalgood一一･Butthe‖generalgood‖of

TahitidoesnotnecessarilycoincidewiththatofFrance･Relativismistheaccordingofan

equalrighttoeach･Utilitarianism,therefore,isthedomesticmoralprlnCiple,andrelativism,

theinternationalonebetweendifferentcultures･Inordertoexplainthereasonforthis

difference,Weneedafurtherinsight･Relativismisreallyanegalitarian/mutualistnotion,that

WishestorespecttheantagonistTsposition･Ontheotherhand,utilitarianismrepresentsawish

tounifydifferentoplnionsandrqiectminoritydominance.Itisnaturalthatthisattitudeis

appliedtodomesticmoralproblems,because‖domesticl-indicatesasituationinwhichpeople

leadtheirlivesincloserelationoneanother,SOthattherewillalwaysbesomediscord;inshort,

thestateofcivilization･一▼International‖,Onthecontrary,referstotherelationbetweentwo

areaswhichhavesofewcontactsthattherearenocollisionyettomediate,aSinthecaseof

TahitiandFrance･Intherelationbetweencountriesinclosecontact,aCOntaCthighly

SuSCeptibletoglVebirthtocollisions,aSinsuchcasesasEnglandandFrance,OrFranceand

Germany,relativismisregardedastheidealattitude･Itishoweverimportanttoremarkthat

relativismasanideaistobeappliednotonlytothetensionsoftheinternationalscene,butalso

tothedomesticmoraldilemmasofdailysociallife.ItisrelativismthatcontroIsclaimsof

Purelyindividualpleasurebackedbymuscularfbrce‥thisisthespiritofmoralityintheproper

SenSe.

6 Aestheticsandrelativisrn

WehavethusdiscoveredinourreadingofS仰IementthenecessltyOfrelativism･Before

makingaconcludingsummary,Iwanttoinserthereaclarificationoftherelationbetweenthis

COnCePtinSIWlementandDiderot,searlyaestheticthought･Thethemeofthispaperisthe

essentialrelationbetweenthe▼一modern一一andrelativism,ratherthanthethoughtofDiderot,

Whosetextistakenasillustrativeofthis.Accordingly,Wehavenotconsideredthecontextof

Diderot'sthoughL However,WhenwereadSIWlementintermsofrelativism,aStrOng

COrreSPOndencewithhisearlyideasonaesthetics(especiallyasfoundintheEncyclop6die

article"TheBeautifu1")cannotescapeourattention.Asthisseemsnottobegenera11yknown,I

Wishtosketchithere･Thissketchshallcomplementourabovediscussionintwoways･Inthe

nrstplace,ifwecansucceedinrnakingclearthatthebasicproblemproposedinsuchlatertexts

asSLWlementtakesoveranddevelopsanearlierconcern,WeShallcorroboratethatourtheme

isessential･Whatpeoplegenerallycal1Diderot,s‖atheisticmaterialism‖correspondstowhat

Wehavebeenca11ingthe一'modern"worldview:itis the search foran absolute,in the
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consciousnessofthatrelativitywhichfollowsonthecuttlngOffofGod,thatrelatesTfThe

Beautifu1‖toSLWlement･S仰IementwaswrittenontheoccasionofBougalnVille'slわyage,

andthesubjectofsexuallovepresupposesthereportonthecustomsofTahiti,buttheproblem
ofrelativism,aStherealthemeofthebook,doesnotonglnateWiththeoccasion･Thisthemeis

farfromaccidentaltothe"modern''ratherconcernSitsground･

Anothermeritofintroducing Diderot,s aegthetics here willbetocomplementour

inteIPretationoftheSLWlementwithviewpolntOfftredbythoseaesthetics･Theargumentsin

SLWlementfocusonrnOrals,butaestheticshasaspecialmeanlngformodernrelativistic

axiology･Thecentralconceptof‖theaesthetic一一establishedbyKant,COnSistsinadirect

grasplngOfvalue:thatthegraspofthebeautifu1isdirectandwithoutmediationmeansthereis

nopossibilityforrelativitytointervene･Modernaestheticsis,therefore,afieldessentially

heterogeneoustorelativism･OfcourseDiderotprecedesKant,but,aSisshownfbrexamplein

thecntlqueOfChardininhisSalons,hewasgiftedwithanacuteaestheticsensibility･Hedoes

notapplytheconceptofaesthetic,buttheexperienceofbeinglneCStaSiesoverapalntlng

lackinganyespeciallydeepmeanlng,SuChasastilllift,isentitledtobecalled-taesthetic"･The

factthatDiderottooktherelativltyOfthebeautifu1asabasicproblemcorroboratesthe

importanceofthisproblemtohim･

Asmentionedabove,WeCOnSiderhereonlythearticle"TheBeautifulT-publishedin

Volume20ftheblCyClqp6die(1752),focusingonaconsciousnessofrelativitysimilartothat

tobefbundintheargumentofS仰Iement,andsimilarlycombinedwithatendencytolookfbr

anabsolute･Inthisregard,WeWi11payattentiontothreeproblems‥themostimportantisthe

rqpports,thekeyconceptln一▼TheBeautifu1",inrelationtothenotionofrelativlty;thesecond,

thenotionofabsolutebeautywhichDiderotfbundinAndr6;thethird,thecntlqueOfBatteux'

notionof一▼beautifu1nature‖.

ThefirstpolntCOnCernSthecentralthesisof"TheBeautifu1一▼:1-thebeautifulconsistsina

perceptlOnOfYWOrtS‖.Asitisnotourmainsubjecttointerpretthisarticle,Iwilllimitmyself
tothispoint29)･Thisdefinitionofthebeautifulisconstitutedbytwoterms:raPPOrtSand

perceptlOn.Theformerisanobjectivemoment,thelatter,themomentofthepercelVlng

subject.Rqpportsmeans,inthefirstplace,Physicalrelations(aratio)betweenoqectand

obiect,andbetweenpartsinanobject‥DiderotlearnedthisnotionfromEuler,aSpeCialistin
acoustics.Wecan,however,find7御OrtSbetweenqualitiessuchastouchorcolor･Wecan

evensaythatitisthankstothisextensionoftheconceptthat"perceptlOnOfrqpports''can

definethebeautifu1,andthatDiderotlsaesthetics,baseduponthisdefinition,Canberichin

nuance.Moreoverwearenatura11ycompelledtocomparethisnotionofrqpportswiththe

fo1lowingdefinitioninS岬Plementofthelawsofnature‥"theeternalrelations(lesrqpports

6ternels)whichexistbetweenmen‖.Itgoeswithoutsayingthatthisnetworkof"eterna1

29)IhaveproposedadetailedinterpretationofthepartfocusedontheT-perceptionofrapports"in"TheBeautifullT

inChap.3,§30fmydoctoratedissertation:Stu4yQFtheHisto7Tqfthe18thCentu7?1Aesthetics･Mainlyin

F7tlnCe(inJapanese),IwanamiPublishingCompany,1999･
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relations.'constitutesthenaturalgroundofmenassocialexistence.Thephysicalrelations

(rqpports)inphysicalnaturein''The Beautiful"can be the naturalgroundofphysical

existence,because,SinceDidefotTsphilosophyofnatureregardsthewholeofnatureasaslngle

hugeorganism30),the(Organic)relationsbetweenpartsconstitutestherealexistenceofnature.

Thewordrapportisnotaccidentallyusedinthesetwoscenes.Certainly,thesetworepresent

difftrentdimensions,SOmuChsothatnomatterhowfarwemayextendthephysica17′(甲POrtS,

WeCannOtreaChtherqpportsbetweenmen.But,inmyoplnion,Diderotwishedtoconsider

themasacontinuum.Asevidence,IciteChapterloftheTreatiseonPaintlng,Whereour

Philosopherdescribestheconductofnatureinoneindividualo切ect,SuChasahumanbody,aS

amechanismofinfluences;SuChthatachangeinonespot(forexample,lossofaneyeball)

CauSeSaChangetoanotherspot(atwitchinthecheek).Wecan,however,Onlyexplainnatural

COnStitutionsinteriortoindividualsinsuchaway,andnotsuchacomplexstateofaffhirsasthe

SCeneOfpalntlng.SoDiderotdarestoarguethatthereexistsasimi1arrelationofinfluences

amongquarrelingpeople,Whoareunitedthroughthisrelationship31).Wecanhardlythinkhe

SuCCeedsinhistheoreticalexplanation,butitisbeyonddoubtthathewishedtointegratethese

twodimensionsbymakingYWOrtStheircommonbasis.Whenheafnrmsinhisphilosophyof

naturethat''thereisonlyonegreatindividual,thatisthewhole32)t',thisisprobablywhathehad

inmind.

In‖TheBeautiful"itself,WenOticesuchanextensionoftheconceptoffWOrtS;Orrather,

allhisargumentcanbeconsideredasconcentratlngOnthispolnt.AccordingtoDiderot,the

beautifulcanonlybeperceivedassuchbyabeingconstitutedbyabodyandmindsuchas

belongtoahumanbeing;inthissense,eVerybeautifulo句ectis"beautifulinrelationtousQ,ar

7御Ortdnous)33)''.Certainlythewordrapportisjustpartofaprepositionalphrase,anddoes
notmakeadescrlPtlOn,buttheworddenotesherearelationbetweentwoterms,andthus

determinestherelativIZlngrnOmentOfthebeautifu1.Infact,Callingthis‖beautifulinrelationto

us…relativebeauty(lebeaurelatWl,Diderotinsiststhat一'a11relations(f御OrtS)areafunction

Ofunderstanding34)‖.Wethusactivelyinterveneinthebeautiful:relatinganobjecttoavariety
Ofothers,WeperCeivedifftrent,unlquebeauties.

ThisanalysISOfbeautylSalsoatrialofitsdefinition･Diderotpresentshistheoryof

"perceptlOnOfrqpports‖withtheclearintentionofopposlngOtherrepresentativetheories,

Whichhesummarizesinhistoricalorderinthefirstpartofthearticle.Whenheclaimshis

theorylS right,he wishes to show thatit applies to allphenomena ofthe beautiful･

Immediately,then,thereemergesthemornentOfrelativlty:does‖all"meanwhatiscalled

beautifu1inalllanguages,Or,doesitincludeal1difftrentbeautyindifftrenteras,indifftrent

places,andaccordingtodifferentgenerations35)?Affirmlngallthese,Diderotpronounces

proudly‥"PutbeautyintheperceptlOnOfrqpports,andyoushouldobtainthewholehistoryof

30)Jあ～d.,p.79(∂AJe椚あerJlβrgαm).

31)DPV,t.XIV,P.359;Cf.p.398(TyeatiseonPainting).

32)Seenote30.

33)DPV,t.VI,p.157(Article''TheBeautiful‖).

34)Jあfd.,p.161.

35)Jみ∫d.,P.163.
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itsprogressfromtheonglnOftheworlduntilnow…･rrheperceptlOnOfrqpports,therefore,is

thegroundofthebeautifu136)."Howcouldhemakesuchauniversalclaim?Hehadjustone

reason:becausethenotionof"theperceptlOnOf7WO由'Tincludesthemomentoftherelativlty

Ofbeautyasthe"relativity‖betweensu切ectando切ect･Afterclaimlngthisuniversality,
Diderotconcludesthearticlewithanenumerationofthecausesofdiversejudgmentsofbeauty
intwelveforms･ThisproveshowdeepwashisIconsciousnessofrelativlty･Vis-a-Visthe

beautifu1astheoreticalsubiect,henoticed丘rstofallthefactofrelativity.Itwastheconceptof

7御OrtSthatenabledhirntOeStablishauniversalandgeneraldefinitionofbeautystartlngfrom

andbaseduponitsrelativlty,becausethatconceptlnCludedrelativlty･Wefindexactlythe

SameStruCtureinSIWlement,Whereheinauguratestheargumentwithanawarenessof

relativlty,Seeksfbranabsolutewhichshouldovercometherelativlty,andcompletetheprq]eCt

byanappealtoalawthatincludesrelativism･

Thefirstpolntaboveisessential,andtheothertwoaresupplementary,COnCern1ngthe

theoreticalcontextinwhichDiderotwaswrltlngarOund1752･Andr6andBatteuxrepresent

twosystemsofaestheticspublishedinthefbrties,OfwhichDiderotcanbeassumedtohavehad

astrongconsciousnessofconfrontlng;aCOnfrontationwhichledindeedtothefbrmationofhis

aesthetictheory.Attheconclusionofthehistoricalpartofthearticle,DiderotrecognlZeSthat

Andr6tstheoryisthemostelaboratetodate,Withthisreservationthatthenotionsof一'rqpport,

Order,Symmetry‖areproposedasthegroundofbeauty,Withouthoweveranyelucidationof

theirorigin:Whethertheyare''acquiredandartificial(わctice)"or"innate"37)･InfactDiderotls
firsteffortsareconcentratedonexplainlnghowthenotionofrqpportsisformed,borrowlng

Condillac-sepIStemOlogy･What,then,didheappreciateinAndr6?Andr6distinguishesthree

Phasesofbeauty:eSSential,natural,andarti缶cia138)･Hemusthaveintendedtofbundthelatter

twouponessentialbeauty･Arti丘cialbeautylnParticularisaphenomenonofculturalrelativity･

SothetheoreticalwillAndr6showstoseekforanabsoluteinrelativephenomena,muSthave

arousedDiderotlssympathy･IfwetakenoticeofthefactthattheconceptualstruCtureOf"The

Beautifu1"enduresuptothewntlng.OfSLWlement,itcanbeseenthattheroleofAndr6inthe

fbrmationofDiderot'sideasshouldbehighlyestimated.

Batteuxdefinedartasthe▼1imitationofbeautifulnature".‖Beautifulnature''heremeans

whatiscalled"idealizednature''.Heretoo,Showlnganintensiveinterestinthematter,Diderot

CriticizesBatteuxfbrneglectlngtOeXPlainthiscardinalnotion,andproposesacceptlngthistask

himself39)･InterpretlngBatteux-thesisas‖choosethemostbeautiful,ifthechoiceisperftctly

free",Diderotinsiststhatthechoiceofmotifsinrealartisticcreationisdeterminedbythe

Subjectandcontextofthework,andconcludesthatperfectlyfreechoiceisanemptyidea･
Now,COntraStlng‖beautifulnature▼一withsimplenature,WeCanregardasequlValenttothe

contrastbetweenthelawsofnatureandnature.TheinterestofDiderotinBatteuxthusalso

36)乃∫d.,p.164.

37)臓d.,p.154.

38)J鋸d.,pp.147-48,

39)Jあ最.,pp.147,159.
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ShowsthesamestruCtureaSisfoundinSIWlement,becausethenotionsharesalreadythewill

tolegalizenature,andDiderot▼stheoreticalcntlqueunderlinesrelatlVlty･

Conclusion RelativismastheFateofModernity

WehavethusverifiedthattheaxiologyofnaturalisticrelativisminSupplementisthe

COnSistentpositionofDiderotfromthetimeofhisearlyaesthetics,inotherwordsthatitisa

Cardinalideainhisphilosophy･NowweshallreturntOOurOrlglnalargumentandbringlttOa

COnClusion･WerecapltulatetheaboveinterpretationofSupplementasfollows.Inthefirst

Place,Franceencountersahetero-Culture,thatis,Tahiti.Vis-a-Vistheradicaldifference

betweenthemoralsofeachculture,DiderotadoptsarelativisticstanceinsistlngOnegalityand

mutuality,andseeksforano句ectiveanduniversalprlnCipleofvalue.Thisinvestlgation
OrlglnateSfromacriticalconsciousnessaskingwhetherFrenchmoralsdonotHattachmoral

ideastosimplyphysicalactionsincompatibletherewithl一･ItisthereforeOroutheTahitianwho

leadstheinvestlgation･FromthenaturalisticviewpolntWhichisbasedsolelyuponthe

inclinationscommontomen-T▼pursulngpleasuresandavoidingpalnS"qOroudeducestwo

moralprecepts･ThefirstsaysthatweshouldpreferpleasureandhapplneSStOPalnand

unhapplneSS･ThisalmosttautologlCalpreceptlSVeryefficaciousasacntlqueOfcivilizationin

terrnSOfnature,eSPeCiallywithregardtosexualloveandthesystemofmarrlage,buttherange

OfcriticalefficacylSnOtWide･Itis,therefore,integratedwithasecond,utilitarianprecept,

COnCernlngthemediationofinterestsbetweenmen‥‖generalgoodistobepreferredto

individualgood‖･Thissecondpreceptispositedasnaturalaccordingtothefollowlng

argument‥humannatureisthecharacteristiccommontoallmen;beingcommonisbeingequa】,

andthisegalityCanbeconceivedintermsofmutuality;themoralpreceptthusdeducedfrom

theideaofmutualityisthesecondoneabove･ThisnaturalisticmoralityofOrouisconfirmed

byB,Who,aSSPOkesmanoftheauthor,rePreSentSFranceorcivilization･Thiswholemorality

isbaseduponacircularstructure･ItwastheconsciousnessofrelativltylnSPiredbyan

encounterwithahetero-CulturesuchasTahiti,thatledtothecriticismofexistlngmOralsand

thesearchforanidealmorality･Thatrelativismistobefounded,tOgetherwithutilitarianism,

uponthemoralsofmutuality･Withrespecttothemoralityofmutuality,relativismand

utilitarianismareappliedtodifferentscenes･UtilitarianismistheprlnCipleforunifying

OPlnionsandpoliciesinacommunlty･Butthecommunlty,farfromcoverlngalltheeal･th,is

rather,Culturallylimited･Sowhileineverycommunltyutilitarianismmanagesmorality

domesticaliy,relativismistherulefbrproblemsintheinterrelationofdifferentcommunities.

Arrivlngatthisstage,Tahitiisrelativizedasaparticularculture,andnaturalisticmorality

fbundsaloglCWhichrelativizesthisalso:herewehaveaverydeepcircularstruCture･

Relativism,Withthiscircularstructure,isthefateofmodernlty･Toconceivethemorality

PeCu)iartothemodernage,isidenticalwithadoptlngthenaturalisticviewpolnt･Themodern

agedeniedaprlOriinstitutionsfoundeduponGod,butitsnaturalismcontinuedtheancient

SySteminaimlngtOunifypoliticalandmoraloplnions:thesplntandmethodofthisunification
isutilitarian･Bututilitarianismisaccompaniedbyitstwinbrother-relativism-Which
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functionstorelativizealloplnlOnS,includingthemodemist/naturalist･Fromwhencecomes

thiscircular,Self-denylngStruCture?ItsultimateorlglnShouldbefoundinhumannature,

whichisessentiallyfree,andproducesalldifferences･Manisman,becauseheissofreeasto

beabletopreferperversions,andtocreateavarietyofcultures･Becauseofthisfreedom,

humanbeingsneedlaws･Butasthemodernhasnogroundotherthannatureinitself,PeOPle

havetoexcludeperversionsofnatureinthenam占ofnature･Sotheyrelyuponthat"reason‖

whichacknowledgesrelativltyaSanaturalfact･Suchanargurnentispossiblebecausehuman

natureisnotsimply=physical",butalso一一moral''･

RelativismhoweverisaweakloglC･PurelyloglCally,1tmightseemthatrelativismis

strongerthanutilitarianism･Butpractically,utilitarianismisstrong,andrelativismweak,

becausetheformerrqectsallsmalldifferencesinfavorofjustonemaJOrCOnClusion,While

relativismwishestorespecteveryclaimandnotionofvalueassuch･Certainly,adoptlngthe

pnncipleofmqonty,utilitarianismwishestopossiblyintegratesomethingofminontyoplnlOn;

butultimately,minontyoplnionsshouldbeexcluded･InordertosoIvetheproblemsimposed

bytherealworld,utilitarianisminthiswidesenseisnecessary･Needlesstosaythiswas

realizedasthepoliticalinstitutionofdemocracy･Sometimes一一modern▼一isunderstoodas

synonymouswithlTdemocratic‖,andthemodemizationinthissenseisinprogressevennow,

pushedforwardespeciallybytheUnitedStates･Thedevelopmentofthisutilitariandemocracy

is,infact,aregreSSionofrelativism･ThismodernhistorylSSymbolizedbycosmopolitanism･

Althoughoftenseenasanemptyutoplanism,thisnotioninfactconformswiththerealityof

modernhistory･Totrytoestablishanaturalisticuniversalmoralityintheworldconsideredas

aunlty,1StOneglectthefactofculturaldifftrencesandtorqectthatrelativismwhichwishesto

respectthisfact･

RelativismasaweakpracticalloglCarrivedbelatedly･Wecantakeartisticstylisticsasan

indexofthis:Stylistichistoryappearedinarthistorybetweentheendofthenineteenthcentury

andthebeginnlngOfthetwentieth40)･Inordertoascertainitsrelativisticsplrit,itisbestto

comparesuchhistorywiththeHegeliannotionofhistory･Accordingtothelatter,therelSJuSt

oneperiodofzenithinwhichwasrealizedtheidealofart;andotherstylesaredescribedas

preparatoryto,Oradecadenceofthisideal･Thatmeans】thereexistsadifferenceofvalue

amongstyles:SOmeStyleistheideal,SOmeOtherlessimportant,SOmeWOrSt,etC･Bycontrast,

stylisticsevaluatesallstylesaspuredifferences,eaChofwhichhasitsownreason,andsoan

equalrighttoexist･ItiswellknownthatthetypICalcaseisrfoundinthereevaluationofthe

baroque･So-CalledpostmoderntrendsunderlinerelativismwitharecognltlOnOftheweak,the

minor,andhetero-Cultures･Belatedlyrelativismhasarrived,becausehumannatureimplies

freedomandhistory,anddefinedbythecreativlty･CreatlVltyPrOducesdifferences,and

relativismrespectlngthesedifferenceisnecessary･Ifthereissomethingwhichcancontrolthe

radicalprogresstounificationvirtuallypromotedbythemodern,itistherelativisticspirit･In

40)ItspilotworkbyRiegl,ProblemsqfStyle,WaSPublishedin1893･andthegenerallyacknowledged

representativework,GroundConceptsqfArtHistoり‥,byW61fflinin1915･Astotheproblemofstylein

general,Seethechapterdedicatedto･▼StyleTTinmyDictionaTTqfAesthetics･25BasicConcepts(inJapanese)･

theUniversltyOfTokyoPress,1995･



尺ぐ/`雨l､血〃d∫F`碑(巾/J`･･〃(}`J`ゾ〃r汗〟亡`JJkⅥ

thissensetoo,relativismisthefateofthemodem.
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