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fhc ilikrvenlion o!' posl-anaiytic lJt1tlusopllcl RidJ Clld Korly 111 tlic (l\::ld 0['11t巳 r訂v

sluuics in rcccnt years may he ~cen as a sign of tbe limc~: lh l:.' philo~oplln~ lUfll 1υllll' 

γhclonca! s• ra tc區ie~ O[ dJscurs叭 c practicc~ of their tl 品 d t:. Wllich :lr t.' gencr叫 ly comiucrcd 

lo bc the dO Ill,ún or iil巳 rary "ludiö: while Lhc lik l'江 ry cn tr仁、 al U,e 、<l lll ， 11 1ll C. ~hυ丸兀
自 rca【C1 intcrc~t in thc 1l10fe or k~~ phiio~ophical (m泣iniy cpislcrnological) a~pcch 叫
Iitcrary procluctiun aηd con叫Ill tplon

To a cεrtain d巳gree. Rorty'~ c Jlort、、 O I1 SI 叫 ln a 陀LυnceptualiLation o! thl' hi~tori. 
cl ty 江lld cO l1 ti l1且ency of th巳 profc叮叮ional concerns of hl、 fidd Rorty l'i ncb tlh' prujcct 01 
philmophical fOfmalism -namely , Ang!u-Arnerican ii113!y lical philmoph、斗 l了 fobkrrwtic

Ol IC alìd (~mba1ks UpOll al1 cxarninatioll u!' lhc hi、1υf!caì origin~ aTl d dcvdυpl l1l'lltS 0 1' 

~uch rcprc~cntationalist ,md lin主u的 llC H) ler出 b. ~11 lti~ nan3liv~. he l' ll\plJasi/c~ thc 
contcxtuality of lhc di 'ì -:llr~ivc praclic t' s thal lllake llP hi~ pr叫C叭iO l1 al lïcld and 

advucates ~llch a critical move as a lllean 旨 to re:ìl 、 t lht. i 日。 l日ting C1 nd dc.111、 tonc]/l l1g

t巳ndcllci巳s in philosophical rormalismτn th ,,1 r l:.' s;)cC't, l{orty's effort、 con、 crg、 111 C\、 1 ，

w口h llle ucveloping 叩n山川 s of lw:rarv Stlldi們 1'0 l;巳 more precl~c. l i1 e 川 c'V <ln山。{

Rortv's w川ings hcs in Jb d心onstrucuon 剖 ;:hc sy~ tl; jj. ，!t1 ，、 υ 、、，. (]f kno\,vl t: dgc (frulh) 
lh叫 has provickd justiflcatio!'. and fOU I1 Ual!O l1 !'or tho出 J Olnill 3.l1Î. a;ld í'()nllah~iic modcs 

01 pcrcep Li on <lnu interprdalioll Ülal h山 e lutigιri tllc用的 lves il1 lh c; íïcld 0↑ litcrar、

sludics. Jn the fo!!owing p科特色 [ hopc to trac巳訣。 rly'~ em叮包enc':. iiì th巳 ncl r1

of philosophy , 1了 lacing spccial cmphasls llpon tho~c 址 ~pcds of his l]lOilght that carry 

implication~ for lil叮叮y 叫udics ， t Ìi <:n J w!l l ex 斗rrnne Rortv、 \imcl、 inlcrvcnliOll \[1 thl' 
dcbatc 、urfüunding th t: stalu 、 oi liter址 ry t !J Lury , which P l'\)、 id 、 II thc 巴叫已v;ay für h is 
enrv 1i1 to the lleld 01 llt巳 ra巧、tll(llC汽

Fromεarly on , R叫ty'、匕oncern for th巳 proïc5~i{)i! ()f philosophy 11出 :l!W吋 s rc 
vo]叫d arou l1 u his rèllectiO I1" 011 the status 0 1' philosop Íl y it認 1 1" H， e古巴 rc::llcc Li om lake 
tbc form ()f a cO l1 sistent qualifi山↑iOE ()f the thcories of ah"oluk or univcrsni obicctivc 
lru tll that 11ιv巳 hccumc mains~rcam in )\γ1日io-ÁIHcrican philusop11y. Dissυlvcd in .Rorty's 
continuous cfTorts aγc n01 onlγpJlJ10SOp .t1y ~ own r了 rivileg c.d ,t 2. tu:" cr thcι， t叩 III tc 
ob.i ectivny 0 1' its cJ aîm~. but also wülely ac巳巳 ptecl traditio lHll conccpt呵 。 truth anc\ 
know!edg:e 

ROTtv flrst dcmon叭叭ltcS hjlll~clf a~ d. contendcr to thc ficld of philo:;ophy i 江 hj可
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!ntroduction to the collection of I: ~~ays h巳 edlt丸 litled Th(' Unguistic Tum Recpnt 
!:'.I'says in Phi/叫。phical Mplhοd (19 自 7) ， an in5ightful lntroduction that ~ignal<; hi可 con­

cerns for lhe profc5<;ion of J了 ltilo叩phy' and pr巳sent可 hi~ diagllmi~ of the diffiçulties thc 
profi己的ion h山川llh巳 lf inlo_ Thc tit lc: of this colle山on rcfcr<; to a then p叩ular trend 
in philosopllY , whal I訂 lrty lcrm~ "linguistic philmophy" or morc gcnerally "analyti凶 l

pl1ilmophy." 1t is a trcnd lhal optimi<;tically announct'S “ philosophical problem~ 
are probkn扒 which may be SOh.'l~d (or di5S0]\.吃 d) eithcr by rcforming languag巳 or by 

under~tanding morc abollt the 1 且 ngua戶e we presently us巳" (Rorty , The Linguistic Tum 
3) Such an optin1叭叭 c argurnent ha~ its basls in an inttòrprelation of an carly theoly 
of Wiltgcllstei11九 Wh lC11 tτcats language 斗~ a mirror picturc of τeality and thus claim:;. that 
all pl1ilosophical problcrns rcsult 衍。lTl a lack of clarity iIl languagc Thc analytic<l l 
pltilmopher:, :J re lhus fj..:rccly i'ormalistic a~ well as hopcìul that the truth of lhc maltcr 
C3.n be altained through a ~已扎Itiny of thc ways ln which languagc has l")..:en mcd in thc 

fornmlation 0 1" philosoplucal problcms 
Whilc th ,; lingllls t1c illcthod of analysis ha5 been quite fruitful in clearing ,nvay 

SOlllC of the unllcccssary cntanglem巳 11 ts 1門 plnlo叩ph1Cal discussions , Rorty docs not 
hC5itatc to POHlt out th~1t th的 attempl carrie<; with it <1 thrust that aims to turn philo­
SOp l1;..' llÜO a 三t口 d sci巳 nce lhrouεh the adoption 01 斗n allcgcdly purilïed anu thus 

pce仙ppmilionless mcthodology , and a-. 叫dl ， Rort:y hold~ ， this attempt is doorned to 
fail For late-com巳 rs will 斗lway:;. nsc by di~CLmivcly 叮ticulating thc prc~uppositions 0 1' 

thosc who think thcy havc none-that' :, 11 0\\0' philos >phers lïnd ncw lS<;\lCS to debatc 
Rorty then come<; to th巳 conclusio I1 that undcr lhesc circumstanι巳九 philosophy's 
prospccb may not bc what thc anal :JiTical philosophcrs cxpcct 

ì'oτ00' 廿ling ， Rorty cnvi~iom a vcry (hffcrcnt futurc for philosophy. imlcad of 
secing itself 臼 finally approaching th巳 cnd of it~ pur~uil 0 1' lruth througil constantly 
的，lfpen\呵叩d thus 叫rengthening ib analytical powcr, philosophy 洞。uld no lonεcr hold 
such an illusion as lts goa l. ln facL a~ Rorty maintain 可 though philmophy would go 0η 
buildin且可計ems ‘ the 叮叮ems lJUilt \vould no longer l")c COlhidcred d叮叮i[!tions 0 1' thc 

nature of thing、 or of human c()n~ciousness. but rath巳r propοsals al")out how to talk." 
1'hat l~ to say ‘l'hilosophy would thcn cease to be an argumcntativc disciplille , and 
grow closer to poetry" (The LinKUistic Turn 34) 

WI1M “po巳 try" mcans h巳 re i~ to bc inferred from Rorty'~ dc~cription ()1' thc profes~ 

sion of philo~ophy and it巴 practitiollLTS. ín電tead of seeing philosophy a~ “ di~covcry ，" 

Rorty bclieves philosophy io the future' would SlIllply be “ the creation 0 1' ncw. iu tcrcst 
ing and fruitful w斗rs 0 1' thinking about tllin斟 in gcncra!" (1 he Linguistic Turn 34). To 
put it bluntly , philosophical lhcorics arc 110 longcr to b巴 scen as correct or lncorr巳c(
answ巳 rs to the perenniaJ quc :, tion :, of philosophy; imtcad , rhcy arc to be seen as sets 

0 1' m巳taphor~ ， di~品 tlnctlo肘， prohlellls that arc invclltcd to capturc thc imagination 01 
pl1l1osophy's followers-in other word\ ph i1osophy would bc vcry muc1t likc poctry 
In that ~cnse ， philosophcrs w0111d no longcr be pcopk who discovcr the Truth about l ]l c 
worhl , but pcuplc who construct narratives that present lhing~ as "hanging logcthcr." 
Deconstructcd hcrc i:;. philosoplty's traditlO nal statu勻。l' autbority as \vcll as ph i1oso 
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pher弓， privileged 圳tus as Truth-!ïnuers , hoth resting on phi!osophy九 claim勻。 r approxl 
mation to T::uth 

Such a 、 icw of philosophy 址s muruting and propOSHl g, rathcr than dlSCυ、 ning alld 
ass盯üng ， not only a汀εcts thc way we vicw thc profc的011 and lts pradition(~rs ， but also 
quest;ons our traditional 叩ncept;on of knowledge ,i l'ruth. Pre\'l Ou可 Iv. knowl巳dge i頁

、 iewed as a re l1edion 0 1" how thin皂、 ιn:ally"' arεandλ11 discoverie~ or a、sertj() n~ 江"

sllhjcct to a tcst of ~rllthflllnc~~ or aCC llTJcy by compari~OIl with thc obscrvcd (Je faclο) 
reahty. Rotty rcfcrs to 世uιh conccptions as thc reprcscntationaliq V1CW 0 1" knowkdgc 
"the acquisition of knowlcdgc pτesuppo~es the prescntati0l1 of somcthHl g "ullmcdiJtely 
grven to the mind. \vherc thc mind ;s conccived 0 1" as a sort of "llnmatcnal ey巴，也lnd
where ‘immediatdy' 1日巴am， at a minimum , 'with(mt th 巳 rncdiatlon of languagc' '1 his 
ιsp巳ctorial' account of knowlcdgc is the C01'"01non targct of phiJo、ophcf:':. as dillcrcnt as 
Dew巳y ， Hampshirc. Sartrc , I-Icidεggcr ， and Wittgcnstcin" (The LÎngllislic lúrn. 39 
notc 75). Rorty WOll1d ofιoursc llappily lllcludc lllm:::.c]f among lhc munhCE of tlll :, 

group m lb cnt叫uc of ~u[h 斗 rcp 1'csen ta tio nal 、 iew of kllOW li:dg內 A t this carly stag1: 

though , litlle fu 1'thcr explanation i~ providcd for the spcclorial account ()f knmvkdg巳

or for ib critiqu巳

Il 

lt is llot until a decad巳 latcr in Ph i!osophy and thc ，11irror οI ;Vature (]lJ79) t]lat 
Rorty CO!ll C出 up with a fuJl-rledged ..;cruliny of t]l c latcst fonn of the 5p巳ctori <l l account 

ofknowledge , th巳 analytical philosophcTS' dr巳am to iïnd a tramparcnt ling川叩cm巳dium

which would lct T凡此h ~hin巳 its facc untυthc rninor of our mind Ror句':， stratcgy jn 

this m句 or work is, abovc all , n hi月torici~t o l1 e. As Rortγ5 b，叫 commenta↑ or Richard 
ßcrnstci l1 charadcriLcs il, Rorty "sy引ematically cxposcs thc historical origins of what 
wc no\v take to be 吼andard phüosophical problerm and 11 (0 Sè (lJ"Cnè..; ftH lÌlc Ìl isl叫"斗 l

roob ()f lh山 phiJo日ophi叫lιintuitioll :，' that r1ay 札lch a prilllar) 了。lc 叩 philosophical

debate" (56)1 Rorty ShOW5 how 斗~ a rcsult of a series of historical accidcnt\ options 

and confLl sions-D(O ~cartc~' and 1~o已ke九斗s~umption:， about the mind (ιour gl出5V

cs~cncc") and conSClOu~ne治 (tbcιmirroring" lhat takc~ pl心c between ()ur mind and the 
world and mak凹 up our knmvlcdgc 01"出巳 world) comc to dormnate the sc、 cntccnth
ιcntllry 出 thc only viab!e framc of refel 巳"'巳「υr phi!osphical inquirie~. l1e goc~ 0)] to 
dcscrihc how in the hands 0 1' Kant these assulllptions ahout thc mind <l nd consciousnc旨S

arc transformed into an elcva叫"山lon 0叫{ e叩pl~叫temolo】溶ε盯p出， t出hc 0叫r叮叫1址旬l句y Vla泊hle巳 dorn江a叫】n ofphilo【05叩o >

p抖h可y勻 an e叫le凹vι叫ti

phi汁10】S叩ophcrs mak已 5 up t叭hc currel凹1 ↑ fou叫11叫cla叫t1凹on 01' phi!o】S叩ophy ι'To know is to repre~巳口l

accuratcly what is out~ide th巳 rni l1l1" (Rorty , Philosophy 3). Rorty勻 s historicizing cffort 
thcn demo)] 5tratö how phi!osophy'呵呵己 emingly pcrc J1 nial problems a ft:斗clual!y born 

of a sp巳已ilïc and selcct phil050phlc()-ili~torical process and their 、'alidity e~ta凹的hed
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thwugh ↑ il~' \vürk of a :， d~'cl Cü Ill ITIU11ity 0 1' ph[lo叩h叮叮 i11 which thc心們úbk11b 創巴

拉 1\' ，' Ii己 P'、T巳Ill i ， au t !torÌ( y 

戶\ <; Rort')-' ~l:\'~ i L tll 巳 i IIl jlli Cl t -.::()n~l' qu巳 nc巳 of thi~ 可j1 ectori泊 l-r~'llrC馬ult<J tional

t叫diT10[) 0 1' philusophic 斗 1 i IlC]lI iri l'~ i~ 110 Ic~， th :l 11 ~[ purpo兒 ful (T<:- )arratlg ë: lllc川 of thc 

已ultur 山 1 111 叫 111 tll c' aho、，; hi~toric ，[1 pro-.::e、馬 philosoph t' h COI\ IC to bchcvc that 

'?hilo~ophy'~ êcntl,tl CO Il CC rt1 is ro he a gL'nc1 叫 rh己()['y of rep陀、"叫“1On ， <1 thcory which 

\vill chvidc dl1turc up l11to the ，Jrε九~ Wh1、 h ]"ep l'巳、 ent 叩叫 1ty wt'l L thos l' Wh1Ch rcprc心口1

日)的、 well 仙d thosc Wh1L'h do 11ul r l' p閃叫了1 t 1 t 叫 all (d們pik tl lCir pn:t C'nSL' of doin只

仇。)" ~Ror'ty ， ]'h i!o叫phr 3)_ ßa~叫 011 thl~ prcrl11記 il i~ 0111y toCJ obviolls th <l t the 

natural 叫lcn Cc、Cl lld rhtl。只ophy would ra11k a1Jl úng thc mml dC~ITab]C盯C山。 r c l1 lture 

aml litcratll l'l' and tl 1<,; arb wOllld r;l1l k UlllUllg thL' lcast de,irablc. i'.xpuscd hcre i11 

Rorl、~ )1 ωralio !1 i~ pliilosophy、 ~clr-impos正 Jμnd SClr.jLl月tificd primacy as wcll 的

Th、 hi~torical origin !)f lhe ~pcctori叫 rcpn出、 ntaliollal th ，'or子 of knowkdg巳

Havln日 delllllited rhc !'ormatioll 0 1' philo佑。plty、 pn.;~ l'Il l stat巳 lly l'xpo ,>ing ib 

hhlυ Tl nly. Rort丸 tlll'll takcs ilnother look at thc future 0 1' phtlosopl l'Y- by exλmi l1 ing lhl' 

1111 ，~rc~1111g \丸。 rk 01 ~oγll C' Lontl'lllponlry allalytil'al phil。可ophcrs sllch 且可 \\'iJfnd Scll 仇r~

V.i V O. ()uine_ éllld Dünald 日山 ldsotì \vllo arc 1Il叫 1ng b叮 ond llle 叩e c: torial thlòory 01 

k1l 0Vv'kd )El' j，扎 i-raining lrulll 1akl11包 n'pre~enta i_ io)) a ,> thc: 汁。 1 11l daliυn 01 knowledg己"

thC~l' pl1ilo~opher ，> hιi\'C dcvduped an "epi ，> lclllOlυ且1Cυ1 bchaviori、w" (Ro了 ry 呵 n 口，v lC rIn 

in p1a仁Cυf the o\'<.;rhu rdcncd \vordιpragmatislll刊) that “explailllsl rationality and 

cpi~tcllli L' ([LLthorilY hy rcfcfcllcC ro whal ~O Clcty kts 1I荒馬ay" (Rorη Phit，ο IDphy 174) 

And 11' k11owkdgt' IS to be undcr~tood In the C011t巳 x t of di~cuτ持ivc pracliccs sct up by 

1hc ~()ciC1Y. thcn dlC ccnlral h111 [hom)' qucstion of philo5ophic述 1 jlls tJ fication bcιOIll C~ 

nOllC othcr th <l_ll a qucsllotl 0 1'、 OCl叫 ~anctlO n

h 芷ortv charackrizc ,> 1t 1 叫L' r_ 1乃 giving up lhe ~pect()riul.r 巳prc間 ntalioIl al lhcory 

0 1' knowledgc Cl nd cognition , the~t~ radlcal philmoph L'f~ι~ucce的rully ， and rightly , blur 

lh c: positivist llr~t l1l CtiOllS beì\\' 巴比 II lhc ~c: m;ll1 tic and lhe praglllatic , thc 扎扎斗lytic a11d the 

~ynthetic ， thc linguistic and 1h ,' clllpirical. 111巳 orv alld obscrv叭1011" (ιοnscquen叫 S

xviii). Th叭 15 to sa丸 in th ,: work uf the~e Jl hilosol) [l cr~ of ep1stcrnülogiιal beha、 lCHl~m

rh己 lïrsl ilκ Ill<; [11 thi~ ~eri己~ oC binary OppOSiliollS L' a11 110 longcr C' llJO J-' thc privilegcd 

叫凡tus lk~ignatcd to them since n:prcsentalio l1 al lheory bcgan to dornin注te thc tïeld 01 

philosophy. .'\11(1 I-(crty fa、。門 theSl: re日已悍叫e rhil()sopher~ hccau~e th t: ir work <;hows 

lh叫 contrary to the analYTlcal phiiosorller~' hopc\ "altclllpts to gct back behincl 

lang LlCl ge TO somdhll地 WhlChι間。Lll1lb' it , or Wh lC h it 己xpre~sc笠， or to which it might 

IlOPC to beιac_kqualc.' have not workeci" (Cοnscqucnι(:'.\' xx). Rorty pub it ~urnm盯iJy

ιjU~ Ll fi.:ation IS no lon皂cr a nwlter of a 叩cciul rclation hetween idc削 (orw()叫吋叩d

obiect~ ， I1U'L of c()nvcr~斗 tiOll ， of suual practicc" (Phil，的Of'hy 170). With this T巳alization ，

Ror •'y' ha~ 1l 0W reached the Îl巴山t ()f thc prag<11a1 i 乙 pr約 ilion

lrJ Säy lhal 11 ulh anJ klluwkJ阱叫il onl 'i-' bl juuged by tlitò ,tall(Lnds of rhe inquj叩S

υ1 üur 01'.'11 day is nüt 10 say that hU ll1 a!1 k孔owledge is \ess !1 uh!e or llllp01tanL ür 

illurC -c叭叭 j frυ1日 111'; V，;υrlJ: rÌlall \、/e h i] (llhough l. 11 i 電I1w1cly 11>>iiV 1h;il no廿 ll Ilg
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CO:.lD ts as jusliticali叫1 unles, by l(:rC~cn~c tu wha: we al 巳叫 y a~;;('p t. alld th~t d:crc is 
110 way to gct 山tside nur bcliei 苟且I1l d ;)ur l:mguage SO <1, W 口11l; SO il1e tc ,: otheγth叩

cohcrcnce , (Phi!osophy 178) 

It is clear that this hi~toricizatjon 0 1' philo叫phiCQI prell1!Ses 巳 ntails a locntvation 

of valìdity and objecti、 ity in kno\vledgc-cJ aim~. That IS why Rorty announc自
“‘口bjcdive tru 咐， is no more and no le~:::. than thc b叫 t idea wc ClIrrently h (l ve about 
how to exptain what is gomg on" L!kewise. the f'oundations of knowledge th叫 so

many philo5ophers (including 芷ant and Habcrmω) h已約IC tried to d 1..' tnmine "arc just t11 1..' 

facts a昀b】叮O叫u叫i此t what a giv巳叩n s叩C 切C!C犯ct叫V.O叮rp伊rc叫"盯可吋叩S叭w叫叩n. Or ot出h巳盯r g釘roup. ta叫ak吋巳盯兮 tωü h忱e 巨omi ♀叩u叫l口nd

for ，垃lS~沁已cr巾tion叫S o! ι址:1 cert阻mn 叩T吋T尸'刊， (P!仙úlo.蚓"叫tυ)ph的y 385)2 

C叫ffort臼s 吋 any discussion ofknowledge is to b1..' matlè in refercnce to t11e spccific communi 

句 involvcd ， rather than heing tl'l' Jtcù as a univcr~al or dernal law. In short , local 
validity is all that a kno、Nkdge statcment 01' any objective tru <h can cnjoy , valiùity is 
cstablishcd only within the rclcvant context of tbc community (i訂) involvcd: an c1 
justifiιation is established if tll 沁 tru的“hangs wcll" with what thc community(ies) 

alrcady holds a~ viable or true 

IIJ 

The historicization 0 1' philosophicaJ approaches and th巳 !oc 3.1i7ation of validitv 
in knowledge- c1aims bring forth another important implication of Rorty's pr<l gmatism 
the socialization of philc 心 ophical inqnirieó.. Aftcr al1. as Rorry stateslatcr , "th 巳 test 01 
philosophical truth consi~ts neither in ‘corrcd analysεs' of indi、 idual concepts (for 
examplc ‘ mcaning' or 'mten t1 onality', nor in thc intcrnal cohcrcncc among llundreds 
0 1' such analyses linkeà together in <l phl10sophicaJ :;ystetll , but only in the coherenc己 c[

叫ch 已臼yst':m with thc 1ε:it of CLll~un:" ("T心， t; 且 ncl :"'Uliì j') s" 14) , Th趴 i~ Î. ü ~å \l. tlllth 
knowlcdgc cannot be creatcù in a vacuulll by ph i1osophcrs: it has to wοrk wel1 wlth 
thc 悶 st of C1dture. Th 侃侃gnificant point i~; rnost clearly rc f1e':ted in Rorty'~; chυlce 

of a new vocabulary ，、vhich has 口lmc to dominat己 his language 紅ncc the 1980, 
ln his previous work , Rorty cmploy~ the catcgori的 ofιpropo叫1" and "d的co、 Çrv"

to contrast the mi咯的口。f philosophy as it is conccivul by Rcrty lI im日elf and as it i 首

concc >ved by traditional philosophers. lronically , the choic巳 0 1' vocabulary in both cascs 
chanlc!criLCS philowph y' as o ;1 c-'Nay discursÎvc e叮。 rt" initiaied by p l1 ilosophers (to 

propcse or to di忱。、 c"'. aη司令])1日 ma川+立 ins the trarlitionai and :;pccial status tha! 
philosophy and philosophers command in helping ordinary pcople undcrstand thc 
\li orlù. UhwiscωRc;.ty çxρiain:; it in this cOlltext , poe t.ry. philosophy法 destinv

refers to narrativc8 tl12.t ;'1[(; con~tructed :0 “propose" to peapk what the world is like 
anù how things hang together , Yet even with Rortγ~ preference for “ proposal" ovcr 
‘ discovery ,'" philosophe r:; aïe <;ti !l revercd 1'01'‘ knowing somelhing about knowin萃
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\'ibich noh(叫 y cbc knO\\可 ~o wcll" (Rorty , l'hilο仰phy 392). Th"tis why- philosophers 
,Hl' ,:ntrmtcd with t_l\c po叭 cr to propose , and thc common peopl巳 h的 ing little input 
or powcr lo ncgotiatc ill thc proccss a間 left only !o CI! OOSL' which propo心I(可 ).inarra

tJvc(s) 10 acccpt. 1\0 rOO Tn for di 、cu的ion or debatc is nccdcd 斗rnong pllil\浴opllCrs as 
thev 叭。ck 間parately to conqruct thcir own llarrativc's in 仙e "proposal" lllode l. 1 his 
a1'到巳 llce of coltlnlunicalioll is ~ymptomatic of a prcsuppositioll WfllCh trcat只 knowledge

叫 the product 0 1" Tbc inq l. "ic~ ålld G叮or[<， of privilcgcd individna! ge IllU5C :-, who do not 
lleed con~ult且 tion or di~cmsion. Bc il Jl rupo~al Or dl'òcov 巴了}'， thè u1liquc ~t;n凶 S 01 
pl1ilo~()phy 且lld philmophcr、 ar正討 til1 maintaincd 

Rortv's new c斗 lcgory of ι"川vcrsation." on thc oth巳T hand. high l1ghts thc social 
naturc of lhc 心tivitics of philo~uphy It is no accidcnt that Rorty l1 imself ends 
PhilQSOflhy and Ih(' Mirr叫 ο'fNature with an allusion tu \íichad Oakc:>hott's 巴、 say titlcd 
ιιThe Voicc of Poctry in the Conversation of Mankind" 1了C正 au~c ‘ it calchè~ thc 10l )C in 
WhlCh , 1 r Rorty J think. phiiosophy should be dis山的叫刊 (3品 9). TI1 Rorty's conccption 

philo~ophy ， like p肘 trv. IS best undcrstood 的 onc 0 1" the many voices in the con、 cr~a

tion ut ma l1 ktnd. "as onc di~仁 oursc limong others , 0 1lC a1110ng many projects 、v t' engage 
ln" (Ph if.ο mphy 382). '1 h川 i~ to say , fir~t 0 1" all. phil。可ophy (now included i11 U1C 
d0 ll1i1 111 of poetη) lS only O!le voice anJO月 many Secondly ，的巳ce 的!l O hierarchical 
difTcrenæ between philu~ophy <lnd the ~cience~ and literary criticism. As Rorty ~latcs 
it. the)' are all "cqual cornrades with d閃 erse 川 terc"t\ dis1ingui~hed 0叫'y by thc~c in 
tcrests , not by cognitive 5t a叭叭". 111 other words ιthe differcllce is between the rul巳; 01 
011巳 111stit\l tlO n ... and those of anothcr.. '.' ("Text~ <lnd Lumps" 7). lhinily , philosophy 
(includcd ill poctry) i~ lo bc concci\,-ccl a~ rnlll Li-\V吋山活(\ls~ions rathcr than unc-\\ 的
阿01叮sing ，/ clc~cribing ，/ pr叫ching. ln other word~， how 1 口 1 1l g<> hang Together i可 not to he 
m011opolizcd hy the ~pecililiLcd \vorl< of a spccialνcd pcrSOll '-I. C. a phl1o~ophcr ur by 

lhat 0 1' a group of ~pcciali/cd pcoplc i.c. T)hilosophcr~ ， but 10 bc opcn 10 01(' di~crction 

and thc participatioll of 、 arious voicc~ rcprcscnhng vaflOUS social grollps 
In 品 hOft ， as "propo電al" or "discovcry ," philosophy ha~ focmed on “ the rclation 

hetwe lÒ ll hum叩 being.. anu 1he ohJ心h of thcir inqui叩" (Rorty , Ph i!OI'οphy 3 1\9). As 
converqtion ," however. phil(沁ophy i~ 110 lon只er object-oriented. Th巴巴oal is nu 

longcr [0比ach t!t" mo~t accurate dcpiclion or the m。、t plau、ihle proposal , hut lo kccp 
tilc 訂)cial pr斗cticc or convcrsation going by constantly comi11g up with nc\v and \vork 

abl心 dc~criptiom. Philusophy , likG 111c lilcrary cultun: in Rorty'~ c011cep1ion , thus 
alms 叫 1hc continuatio l1 of thc multi-racctcd discursivc adivilic~ all1 0nεhuman hci l1臼

who happcn lo bc cngagcd in thosc activitic~3 In facl , ~l1 ch p。“ihiliti凶。 r conversa 
tlO 11 a了c thc b的扒 upun \J，.'hichιOYllm Ullitics arc rormed Jn 1hi5 叫nse ， philosophy i~ no 
longer SOlllC objectivc ~cicntific cXpCrilì1l:nt to 仇 ho~c re~ul1s l'veryO l1C must capitulatc 
Ir lhcrc i:. an :J.' conscn~m at alì 泣的 reacbcd by nego1ialion and compromise-through 

COll、 crsalion-r斗 lhcr than by rncans of comp泣ring with an ab~olutc 01了IJedive crit巳f1 011

Further Il1 ore , once t l1盯 α) l1 senS\l 5 is cstablishcd in thc com Il1unity , it hccome~ thc 
unquestioned pl 巴馬uppmition by which the Illembers opcra1c , ulllil it is challenged 叩d

changed later on. JI1 ~llorL philosuphic、。r for that matter TrIl th and kno\\'ledgc , an: 
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no longer thc produ L'l of individual con、t扎lction by a 忌ekct 巴roup of geniu 可仁、 but thc 

[C 5\11t of ~oci <l l intcractio l1 among vanou" soci九 I groups 

lV 

}{orty's continuou~ cfforts aim at a rc-c \l aract叮i7ation of t ]1已 naturc ()f p lJ ilmophy 

and a re-conceptualization uf thc naturc 01' truth-knowlcdgc Yct such cfforh also havc 

much tu contribute to the ficld 01' lJ tcra叮 stL1Ch l: S as thc latt叮 rdlcct~ UpOll lh o\\'n 
、 tatus as well as thc 誼 tatm ()f (litcrary) theory 

For one thmg , comidcring lhc fact that litcrary ~tudic~ havc long bc、 n m,lrginali/cd 
by the science" for not bcing ~Clcntific cnouglt and b1 philo、ophy t'or bcing too 

cmotional and p巳 rsona l， onc mi副 lt c.xpcct ROrlY'~ comparison of philo叫抖。 to lilcra 

turc 10 bc wclcO Il1 cd by thc t1C]d of litcrary ~t Ll ui l'~ Aftcr all , such a kvcling effon 

on Rorty's part to de刊 8te philosophy and thc scicnccs , trcatin皂 them 出 ιg，:nrcs" ot 

writlng rathcr than 站也 privilcgcd subjecb , ought to bc pcrccivcd <lS a fricnuly mo、 c

Yc t. not all in th巳 literary ficld are cnthusias tJ c ur grutcful fur iL Mich缸 1 Fisch口， for 

onc. ~cc~ Rorty.'s 巳 ffort to cqual iLc philosophy and litcraturc a~ a uamagin只 on[

Rony 's pOllll. in sborl. i, nol th <l t hteral \l月的叫 gnitiv<.:. se :-i01.Js , po \Vcrfu l. :mu rc ,pl.lllsóle 

hul tlwt p!Jilosuphy (withoul aUnlltl iJJg 11) i, like h<eralllTC. JmpTeCl、e. capriciow,. anu 

mct!Jouoll准ica l1 y di,hevclled. lmtcad o!" ， lrcllgthclllll日 h ll"ra<llrc. Rony le“ves 11 im 
potcnt 、 hiL h 叭叭 hy 而 nonEiilCUC刊的equenc <è S of I{orty" s pragJIHltblll , 1 (\1) not Cind 日

çonvincing Iatio l1,lle for li'Cl <l Ty si\Hl、(322)

Hcrc Fi ~chcr i~ usin日 out 01' 11ls own word choicc rathcr than Rorty'~. two s l'1~ of ucs 

L 們 pti ，.:: aujcctivGs which ;J fC hc ,l\!ly :"dCil \dth 、 alucjudg lEì C Jl l~. Thc i-i r..;[ ~ct li~b \", lìaL 

Fischer 、 alu己 s a~ desirable qllahücs , which llC rhi吋站 Rurty ha" unfortunatcly withheJd 

from thc fidd 01' litcrature The second s巳t Fischcr 忱的 a~ undesirablc qualitic <;, which 
Rony i~ all巳莒巴 dly u5ing to dc~cribc thc lilcrary culture To Fi~ch巳 r. this delibcratl 

downgτading of literary cultllfc on Rorty's part i只 intulcrablc

Yet 刊ch a charactcri/ation 0 1' ]{orty exposes morc 0 1" hscher'~ own hidden agend8 

than it ooc~ Rorty's pmition hschcr still wishc~ literaturc could be -anu that means 

literatuγ， 1旨 not “ cugnitivc. serioLls. powcrful , '川Ll rc ,:>ponsibk" likv tlH: ~cicncc~ 01 

pJlilosophy ln fact , It I~ Fi~chcr'、 pcrsi~tence in upholdin且 these 、 ulucs that kccp~ him 
1'rum truly appreciating Rort') 、 cffort

To start with , thc dc~irablc qualitie<; tha~ hshccr \viShcS Rorty had awardcd litc了U

tu rc “ cog ll1 hve , scnous, po、verfu l. and responsible" ..arc exacrly what Rorty 1品 a、k tng 
Ll~ to for叩ke beιausc lhcy remain within an ab~olutist framc of 陀ference that \vould 

probahly still privikgc a certain mcthooology a~ well as acknolwcd巴巴 rh, ιIualitatin 
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Jifll' , e'lce :-， (_'~-\v'~"n 令 1-， 11 ä ~主'，[;'(們，'<>' ， ~'H' i 月 j 口， '1 ，'，~主 llrê~-， (:nrl0n' ， Wlh:n Rorty r1 cs 

c 口 1 ，凹 Ilkl 口 ry C Il I(UI'匕叫“ Opèl 汀 t1\'立法，:t h;ut ，'1'1 ，弓 o 戶 !'e扒 1ν 1\2， c') b巳“bo【 hercd by 

f叭îh、 "ιqll~'~tl()n 、" O:i 月，~h巳 r 3151 , hεd()e~ not Tn lò:m 且又 h~çher wυlllcl h州巳 reader5

bcil山 C ， 1_1':lt thc 、'.!J'SCf， '_:C哼'"勻 y \\"'~/ 01úV-j'.ll ~I~~ ， ~1ιè or litcfmy stlldic~ lnstcad 

Ro了 1y'~ !ü Jh; I~ t11,11 ur ,1 vlc10no l!、 CO J1l p 1 11"'C l1 t ， ~戶cwg tll 刊 tllkτätu了c call du 叭 i LllüUl thc 

\vrannv of r Ll k~ ,mJ 11\,; C1 ltan日klllClll 0\ liunc必L、~ary dcmamh , ;"i~ch l' L on Lhc Utll Cí 

klll(L lO i11 i"g fr ,);n ,'_il "~:，Lill~i :，! fr:-' ,:-,': ':J~- r~l 口♂ hich rC Il1 ωn~ 1ru ,: t ,J tr且ι1 U()且已 i

phil 、)、 upl刊 s \， '-111_1\.; 叮叮 C Il1月 叫(h， 1h l'有" d(:~crilpi()川恥閃閃ndemna!!Oll 0 1' lit c:r a月

cul1urè ThJL l~ whv hc' 心cu間S 仗。rly oC givin只 lit、 rJrv Ji 、 course a delïnitioll rhJl is 

túnd;:J J1j'_::【內 Jly ne;!.~;T:吋勻 此 i心 'l 'è!' '-),'22 \ I 叭山山 ~Iy' ， tÚl-; llegativ;r)i sn:lll" o t1 1y f f() lll 

叫 1 ，盯'~ OWil 刊 jqes ， f :liling to :iIJprcciaTc t1， c 仇Lbvcr~l\'(' chal1cngc:屯的出 LLCrl frum Rortγb 

t1 e\v pragrn叫lC _p o"itÎo l1, f;schcJ 巴 nds up wlth only mhr巳九 cl ll1gs of .Rort) 

旦GJ 甘心 r l'e f'~叮叮 ce fOl' l!-j- e":l 門 C l' ltu問 "hC'，';5 Ll iì n叮叮 clcarly ln 仇的C<llllJïJderÎe

with (:1 c:erT ,llll hr:mch 011 literary cullwlè_ 111 Ol1 t' p !;i ce 出 he v}mp;l，出 philo、()prly t() 

lit l'lal UJ't'. 1丈0 1' 1 、 nTn ~lers lorw且 n; to comp盯e l1 i 、 onllld of new pragm汀"只m to literary 

ll1 uJcrJli~lll 的}l.:~ ~;('C~ itιPr，啥~llal1:， nj 1• lhe p ]1 iJo叩phic斗! counterparl oi litera門

Il1 mkrni:,ll1, 1:'(' kJnd ofhtcrμ tl1叩 wlndl 盯ides it叮叮 oc ，科叫↑(l!1(，_l 111V :1 nd l1 0veltv I' 2th巳 l

than il:, trtl:hfLl illC~S to c;xpcncncc OT lb disc心 cry of prccxistmg ~ig r1 iflC叫cc弓，

1 '1\ :j，d訂 n 山)叫j_ 1_' ，'~: Li口 !]?"tm} 『 lrtJRIIFRU i1ffν勾 ilO l ch!bu-“ tc ,j[; thi~ poin t , 

可uch a compι 1' 1<;on is not WitJl()llt t~(_l()d f,: h') l1. 'j () a CI~ ，.t;lin (~i:' ir開 lirer盯，，: nioderni~lll'~ 

high ac~thctic ~cif-con :，ciO l!~lIc~S Il1 atchc~ up wüh ncvv' pragmatisrn's high ep;吋:mological

叭 lf CC ll';c;()r i ~::， i:C， S_ 心 'rr "l("krni~:u九 on-'''):、 rc~ ，~nta位onUJ刊Jl，_vce :;， \,:Jth new 

Dr斗gm月"持用'~ <ln1i-Car1 csi a11 凹10 an'cl-Kantiall thwst And ìJtcr:nγ moden1J~m's exalta 

tion of the pοct (lhc makcr u 1' n<.:恥、 ocabularics ， ncw dcscr;ptionsτalìd ncw gcnres) 

dom 己 lhc pllilo 'ior ]l c' (~h ，; know l.' r) 口<lTlpily fits into nc叭 pwgmati~m'~ prognnn to 

d l't hron巳 IradililJl1 al Pllilosophv 

Ycl slI ch -.:amarad口 ic i~ nO'L \vithuut ib qualificaLiuns , Ror旬 '5 new pmgmatlsm 

woulJ )'， d\，，'司 L' 1. l<ly ，_'，~仆。，，'， i :',''':'ln t stllèt :~jill i:- li-'2 (:;， la~O f;:)、 t00 f山 FOj- OilC thi :lg 

1ll 0dCnH~ts oftc f1 boast of il dCèper pCllCT了ation and tlms c1 decpcr PCfccption of tlle real 

m叫 11111鼠 and e~間nce oi life OL:y 恥1T11 可lI ch C1JIITIS o í' profoundn即可 cJn tll叮 ju ，> lify

,lrlO U 峙的 ify II clr l u:'、 lj ，)叩門、位、111 ，'1] c三c j; 一 S: ';li'了 fi~iιj rcaiism 01 :;l1illlOùr rlllmanistic 

repr己sentatioll ， and towards 怕自mingly difficull) st}lt入 tcchnique ， and spatiJJ 1'orm 

Yct , fur Ru rL')', 的巳w prag l1l aiic-mind以í philosopllcrs dO llot llccd such honorific tcnn只

to justi!':,' Wh2t tllc;，盯巴 d:;l:~~;. 'lll t:;ï ，:"':~i'，:>:i1 ;'rO !TJ repröcnrationali 、m do們 not entJil 

J ~imultJlH'OU苟且iTirmation lhat th叫 themselvcs arc clmer TO a ckcpcr truth. Tn Rorty'~ 

cli J rJC lcri/.a tiυ11 ， tile l1 C\V l}j agma Li~j_ s ~imj) ]y-曰 nd Otlltf slyi出 ;ccJlI~iqu叫叩u ~ralial 

fOlll ，~ 1110下.è vl" ork ，lD l ，~ ，~， γ 山C土 Cll 口 ellt T) [j立;C:，C:，_ ~11ij j 討 amω01 Ji l'fcréllCC in po~!urc 

betWC L' 11 Iltcr<l l),' lTlodèrni~Hl (i nd RoτI) 、TlCW pragn心 11S llI

V 
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Rorty's avcrsion frorn appcaling to honorilïc fir叫 principal巳S 扎、 justiflcatioll for 
priactice al叩 prornpt可 him lD t此c a stanù in the dcba心。11 thc status of literary the。可
in the ficld 0 1' litcraη 叫udiö. Stevcn Knapp and \Valtcr Bcnn Michaels' highly provoca 

tie e~~ay titlcd "A.gainst Theory"4 i日仙巳 summcr 1982 issu巳 of Cri {lcallnquiry provldcd 
thc 0山asion for Roτty'~ convcrgence v\"'ith the p r<)gmatic-minded member~ 01" th巳

literary fï t' ld 
在 napp and MiclJ ael巧， e~say was ovcr11y critical of (litcrary) t11eory in tonc , yct 

wnttcn in a t1 i:.cursive 吼叫e congrucnt \vilh as well 叫 familiar to thcory-rnindcd scholar、

一 t souεht to dis l1el theorists' 可eif 泣ppOlllt巳d ta~k to govern or validate interpretatiom of 
parllcular tcxts hy rc~orting to accounts of intcrprctation in g巳I1 cral. "The mc斗ning 01 
a tcx1 is ~imply identical 10 the author's intendcd meaning，"芷江app and Michaels 
c1 airn (1 月 thus therc is no nωd to turn to thc。可 in ordcr to “ ground" meani月的

intention. They cnd 1heir essay by saying “ lhe thcorctical cntcrprh已 should there 1"or巳

come to an end" (3日)
Th巳 "可且y invit巳 d so mally hcatccl and unfricndly rc~ronsc汽 that Critical !nquiry 

decided to devote lts Junc 1983 issue to the~e voices as well 制 to Knapp and Michaels' 
rcply to their cdtics. Yet the matt巳r was nol to stop then and thcre. Tn t11e March 1985 
15叫巳 Rorty joincù the di~cus~ion. While hc applauds 丘anl1 P and Micha巳Is' ej1"ort to 
underrninc ;_hc :.r;' 'c: ,lttc:npt 18 rcgulate pra叫 ice fro tT1 a 1105it1OI1 out5ide the la1tcr 
Rorty urg凹 Knapp ancl Mich出Is not to hang on to privileged terms such a~ “ authorial 
intention" to justify ， ιmcaning" to their opponcnts. After all,“thc importancc of 
narra,h'é phil加ophy i'> t11at per~uasion 必 as frequcntly a matter of gctting peo111e to drop 

a vocabulmy' (and the qu凹tions thcy phrase within it) as of deductivc argumen t" 
(Rorty , "Philosophy Without Pnnciples" 136) 

:Vhilly , cspccÜJ.lly ccrtain proponents of (l it叮叮y) 的c。可， tcnd to speak in a w吋
that implics rhat somchow we havc to dccicle on our thcorctical first l1 rinciples bcforc 

wc can procced to d. c叫 with literary works; that i~ ， wc havc to unclcr~tand our own 
pOSl t1O!1 on “ mda" - crjtid~lTl h巳fore wc can do criticism properly. Rorty's point of 
-,,'i t' \v on Uji~ i的μè IS lÌl<l (_ι'mè凹勻再U且還ests tllere ar巳 somc practlcc~ that are on a 111ghcr 

lcvel th,m othcrs. Yct , as Rorty 世ces i1 , thèory ;'js just nwre practice 0 1" thc samc sor1 , 

u~i l1 g a slightly (hffcl它ntsctofr的v matcriaìs," 8nd it i~ mercly "(l 11 attempt 10 \\治盯巳
tocthcr .. your favoritc critics, novclisb, pocts , and such , a.nd your favorite philo:>o­
phcrs" (“ Philo臼ophy V\,'ithout Principles" 136). Thcory , in oth巳 r word\ is mercly a di日
心rSl、 c 01沁ratio !1 tha! airns to achicvc 凶rtain goals , jU 5T like other discursive opcrations 
1咒 thcy scientific orphilo呵。phical or litcral'Y 

Yc t, while Rurty sidc~ wLlh up-coming anti-theory new pragmatists in their cfforts 
to dampcn thcυry'日仙缸iilg pop '..1 1ιrity ， hc is not hcsit:mt to cxpr臼 s his disp出l<;lHC when 
he noticcs thc last vcstigc of foundationalism i缸 瓦napp and IViichacls 

:<napp and .Mich~c l:;' cLtim lllat mcaning is idcnttc司 1 \,...ith intention suggc ,;b thal we put the 
lext in whatevcr COl注目 1 叭 c find uscful 叩d l11cll 叫 1 thc rcsult a discüvery of the 3Il tho['s 
inlcntiün. Bul why cal1 i< anvlhm_g 1孔 particulaI" \\-刊hy nOI iuSl pllt in a contex t, de虹口hc
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thc aJvλm且gcs ()f h~vlng done so , anJ fotgct thc qUCSl llJ ll OrW!J C(J1Cr ()ne has got at cllhcr 
ilS "llleanmg" 01 "lhe 叫什lor 、 mtcntion ''') (ιPhilo吋phy WllllüUt Pr iJlciplcs" 1311) 

What Rorty would likc to 出e thc口 的 thal pcopk go on doing whaÎcvcr they arε 

doing without app巳 aling to a gcncral theory or 叫y othcr foundation tu jmtify their 

practic巳

Rm吟 's a、 crsion of honorific first principlcs i忌日o thomugh-going that he even lïnds 
faull with thc arch champion of anti-rcpn,scntationali<;tn a11d anti-fOlllldatiol1alism 
namdy Jacque~ Dcrrida. WhC11 thc laUcr ~ccrm to be shpping fwm thosc positions 
Rorty approvcs of Dcrrida's advocacy of "a wnting Ol arked by ~clf-con比lOUS 1 n tc:r 

minability , SClf-COll~ClOUS opcnne約 sclf~CO l15cious lack of philosophical closurc" 
(“口巳 constructlO n and Ci rcumv巳 ntlon 8) , becau始叫ch writinιj 1的 111 nlCεIv with 
Rorty's anti-representationaJ th即可t. Yet Roγty warns thal 1l1is 可elf-consciousne~s nccd 

not he accompanied by a fabc scme of Lll"gency th叫 does nothing but reaffirm thc 
ccntral placc of ph i1 0sphy in our culture. "lJerrida (Iike I1eidegger) woulò h盯、 nO

writing to do unlcss there w巳re a 'rnetaphy::.ics of prescnce' to ovc了(ornc" (“Philo呵。plly

as a Kind of Writing" 1GB): thus, the more urgently Derrida decon~tTll cts ， the mon: his 
巳 !10rt可 betray “ a self~deçeptive attempt to 11l agnify 出巴 importance 0 1" a11 acadcmic 
中eciality" (“ oεconstmçtion and Circurn、 ention" 3). What Rorty would like to ~cc 
instead is De汀ida going on doing what hc lS doing hut without that s巳 nse of ur咕gcr扎1ιy
wh扣1ich si阻巨nals

h司恥、ve always been readi凹ng 、 a1口l叩ous g心cnr悶它們s to日巳 ther. De盯rrida i沁茁 η"盯r巴 l付y ιι、叫d叫ng bril1iant叫Iy

a山n叫d a址1 Ic叫T們19阱th s姚"叫''"巳 th叫III啥g mo~t of his r已 adcr~ hav l' 1")('"r】山Jmg sp出tnodically and 
awkwardly in tlwir llcads" ("Deconstruction and CirCL1Illvention" 15). 1江 that sens已!

there 的 reall:ìi notlnng too unmual abOllt what Derrida is doing. Once thc 問nse ot 
urgcrl(y lS r巳 moved oncε 口errida rc l"rains from hecoming "ooc Ill O閃 clailllanl to thc 
tllc of discO\叮叮 0 1" thc prilll凶， dc叩 C~l \-"o C<ihulary" ("Dccümtruction (l nd Circumvcn 
tion" 1 ó). thcn hc can 巳mbark upon his rc-rcacling of aJl tcxt<; (htcrary ur philo呵。 phical)
without any strings attached 

Whilc being critical about Derrida九 occasional slippagc into foundational talk , 

Ror旬，可 ovcralI attitude toward Derrida is a favorablc onc. Pragmatislll's doubt 0 1" all 
!ïrst principks and foundations chips away at the ab~oJute11cs~ and ind巳pcndcnce 0 1" 

01了Ijectivc truth(~) ， and can he linkcd up ni閃Iv with the [)erridc叫 tendencv to dellalc 
any kind ofprivileging. lhus Rorty cxtends a 叭吧!co 1l1 ing hand to the deconstruction泌的
for allianιe “ Pragmati~ts and f)crride且 ns are indeed nalural allies. T1Jcir str瓜叫IC~

supplcmcnt each othcr adrnirably" (“Philmophy \Vithout Princip \c s" 135). Rorty 
decJ arc~ that、 Iikc Derrida. thc prag1l1 ati~t aho aims 10 blur ιthc litcraturc-rhilosophy 
di~tinction and p了omotf e J the id巳a of a scalll!css , Lllldifferentiatcd ‘gencral tex t"" 
("Deconstruction and Circunlvcntion" 3). and “ wants to ahandun a ccrtuin rr叫ncwork
of interconncctcd idcas -truth a~ corrcspolldcncc , lallguagc a~ picturc , 1itcraturc as 
imitation" C"~、 illctccnth-Ccntur~y 1dealism" 140). As ~ll cJ l ， TlIagmati~m. likc Dcrridcan 
dccomtructiOll. i~ "a thorough-goin位 ab ，llldo Tl menl 0 1" tll 巳 nolion o j" di征:oyt'ring thc 
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truth which is cornmon to theology and science" (“Nïneteenth-Century ldealisrn" 
150~51) 

Rorty n1 ay bc eager to establish an alliance between his version of pragmatism and 
deconstruction , yet deconstruction's most famous popularizer Jonathan C叫 ler has 
reservations. Culleγacknowledges that the開 are obvious similarities between the two 
approaches: a critique of rcpresentation theory , a questioning of fi討 t principles and 
tr叫hs. an emphasis on discursive practices, etc But he objects to identifying decon­
struction with pragmatism 011 two grounds. First of a11, he objects to pragmatis用's

“ appeal to consensus and convention" because it suggests “ the noηn as a foundation ," 
thus ex c1uding those things that are not considered normal or conventional , which 
happen 個 be what deconstruction focuses upon (On Deconstruction 153). Second , 
Cu !ler finds pragmati訂n's attitude toward ref1巳xive inquiry problematic. When 
pragmatism is heard as saying that “ we cannot by an effort of self-scrutiny or theoretical 
enquiry get outside the framework of beliefs and assumptions within which we 
op叮ate ，" Culler calls it 'ιcomplacency" and insists that “even if in principle we cannot 
get outside c.: onceptual frameworks to 口iticize and evaluate , the practice of self­
reflexivity , the attempt to theorize one's practice , works to produce change" (On 
Deconstruction 154). Be it the question of consensus or that of reflexive thinking, 

Culler aims to draw Rorty out from a seeming lack 0 1' sincerity to institute change. The 
question îs: are Culler's complaints justified。

Let us take the second point firs t. While Culler agrees with Rorty that we can 
never get out of our ski師， he reads in Rorty's statement an implication that discourages 
rεf1 exive thinking as wel1 as the possibillty of change. That is not a fair reading of 
Rorty. If Rorty circumscribes the power of re f1exive thinking at all , he is aiming at that 
En1ightenment-based view of a spec的c kind of thinking process that promises to see 
through existent mistakes or misconceptions so as to reach a trucr or more correct 
picture of how things should be. Such a pr:ivileged view of certain think >ng processes 
or 0 1' the thinking processεS of certain specialized people is what Rorty i5 against. And 
if Culler's idea nfγe刊exive thinking is the privileged Enlightenment kind , then Culler 
himsel f. a.<, an advocate of the deprivileging that deconstruction is famous for , necds to 
reflect upon his own privileging tendency. To Rorty、 of course fI巳叮exive thinkiηg ， like 
other kinds of thinking , is valuable and to be encouraged. But reflexive thinking isjust 
a kind of thinking or evaluating that anyone does; it do巳s not enjoy any privi1eged 
status at a11. Furthermore , while re f1exive thinking may produce change , it in no way 
monopolizcs the sources of change. A lot of oth叮 things could produce change too 
And more than likely , these other factors may have created the context in which re 
f1exive thinking :akes pJace 

Thus, if we foìlow the pragmatic spirit of contextualization one step further , 

instead of pondering, as Culler does , the question of whether re f1exive thinking is valu­
able or not a more interesting question , for Cu l1er as well as for Rorty , would be how 
or why people come to take the initiative to conduct this self-examination in the first 
place. After all , why would someone suddenly get the urge to be critical of or to change 
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hi泊s/her UW I1 vi叩cws? Undcr w11 缸叫t ι叫o川nt記巳xt趴Ll ，叫 f內aι (0 吋 doε白s thi~ ur巨ζ 凶趴叫o叫l口rfa(已叫;只c 'ì ~執Wi叫lh wh 且址i 
C剖ffor1s ca盯n this urgc be a訓mplif巳iecl a η即d li叩nk巳d up 、机、 ith vario汎叫u山S 叫 〉比" 日 I t 恰ucs? By lhus 
結 hifting the top lC 0 1' di~已ussion from COtltèmpl叭ivc ， metaphysical qucs1iom to thc 
pragmatic , practical qucstions of 焉。 cial praιlice ， Rorlyean ncw pra巴 matic stallCC offcrs 
inspirahon5 ancl po的 ibl~y new strat巴拉"可 fur inslituting changc 

Now we can go back to the fïr~l complain t. Being Lruc to the radical spiri1 of 
deconstruction 仁ul!er accmes Rorty 0 1' pu t1 ing t的 much cmpllasi~ on thc ~tcadfast l\巴的
and exclu~ivity of the l10rm so a~ 10 ]eavc no room for anything oubidc 1h巴了\ont1

Vicwcd 111 a certain fight , thls obs巳 rvation may bc Juslifi以j ， ~iJl cC Rorty docs pllt great 
emphasis on the stability and uniformily \vithin cOlmnuniti臼， tü the extcnl that hc 叫ys

、 "γlittlc about the pmsihility 0 1' unorthodox tactic~ 0 1' drarnalic chan戶cs. As a ma ttCT 
()f fact , thlS is eX <:J ctfy thc thorny point on which muq of Rorty、 other critics launch 
thcir critlcis tl1 of his conservative leanings. Yct inslcad of harpin只 upon Rorty'~ CUll 
間rvativc tcnd巳ncies ， it migh t b巳tl1 0rc ben巳 lïcial to adopt thc pra只matic slancc alld 
dri丸.'c Rony's lib巳rali5rn to its logical and radical conclmlO m. In oth t' r words , wc nccd 
to invcstigate tJlC way 可 in wh !Ch the radical possibilitiεs in Rorly丸 though ,:, 已往孔 bc 
arhC\llat巴 d

VI 

Ivlost challeng巳s to Rortγs poli "li cal ~tance arc bc~t undεr~Lood a~ dforb to amtllify 
the radical possibiliti l'~ in new pragrn 叫\sm. 0ηc friendly cotnmcntaLOr, Alexandcr 
1\chama~， rccognjlc~ that "therc is a strong political element in Rorty'巴 pγagmλtism. In 
his wilhngne約 to isolate epistemology from the rest of the culture of thc Lngli~htcn 
ITlcnt , and 1n his message of social hop t'''; thus "\"ehamas suggesb that Rorty go furthcr 
to "show how the Înstitutional connections bctw巳en tllC variolls aspccts C) f thc 
Englightenment can , a~ a matter of facL be los~encd" (412). In olher \vonh , hc hope~ 
Rorty will cxplorc and mayh l: 叫 cn indllc l: changc m tl1C politic~ of cpi~telllological 
mvestlgatlOn~ 

Othcr challengcr~ arc morc 叩CC1fic in thcir demand~. Charl巴上ric .Reeve可 for one 
hopcs Rorty would go bcyond thc lc、 el of language (or philosophy) to look at the 
broader cOlllcxt in which discoursc~ take placc. Coming fro tl1 a 科 ittgC Tl stcl l1 ian back 
ground. Rort~.. of cours l: und己的tand~ that "to imagine a 1叩guag巳 mcans to ltnagmc a 
fom 0 1' lifc." Yct as RecVl~s noticcs,“Too oftc l1 whal v-ie iïnd in Rorty 1S language 
alonc , languagc as a sclf..gencr ::l t t' d and cntir巴ly rellcxiv(: phenomelloll-Ianguagc , in 
othcr wonl~. idcntifi巳cl a\' (nol with) forms of lif(了'(3 52). 't hat i 話 to say , Reevcs think可
Rorty puts so mUêh cmphasis upon th 巳 divcrsily and playfLll11c~S ()f languagc game可 that

\t OÍlcn ~C已ms tll叫 langLl agc 11 出 bc'co!T1 e all there is bctween 已。m Jl1 Llll1Catlng 叫 b.i ecb

i、 ncl ~u b.iects SCClll to get in恐 01\-己d in di~cursjvc j! alllC 、口l t' rcly b巳causc they w泣孔 r to kccp 
thc languag.c gamcs going and to in日'ca~c \'ancTy by constantly ~witching topics and 
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\'ocahularies. ln pointing thcse things out, Recv口 hopcs Rorty will h l:com巳 morc

Wittgcmteinian and cxplorc tlu: forms of lifc that inform 0 1" motivatc dis l:oursing 

suhjc l:ts and thcir language acli、 ilics

、 third chalknger hore~ to mov巳 Rorly l")eyond thc lcvel o j" thcoriLing ahout thc 
powcr mancuvers 3mong commullihes and into examining the actual ~ocial pra c:ticc~ 

that mak巳 up thes巴 powcr mancuvcr趴 tüchQrd Bcrnstein thus 7巳m出 III 011 Rorty'~ 

prevalent llSC of thc COllcCpt 0 1" “ 50cial practiccs," as demonstrated in Rorty's ~aying 
刊ch lhings QS "the T刊C êlnd Right 盯c rnatter<; of social practice" and ι'just1 fication is 

a matter of social practicc" (Philo";()phy 178 , 186). Th巳 vaguene刑。f “sociat p racticcs" 
and ih frcqucnt appearancc \vithout much explanation in Rorty、 writing只 WOTry

Bernstcin , hc凶u也 ι~ocial practiccs" are trcatcd as i1" thcy arc give爪 as if thcy just tak巳
plac巳 by thCTl1間lve~. Whät Bcrn叫cln urgc旨 Rorty to rc l1cct upon is how social practice<; 
‘ arc gene r<ltcd , su 5taincu. and pass away" , fu 1'thcrmore , hc also wants to know “ how 
rh(;,y ar t:' 10 bc critiαzed ，" for it is the criticism弓 that constitutc oppositional <;ocial 

practiccs \vhich may induce morc c11血伊 US3)

rhc pcrsistcnce 0 1" thc~c challenge~ higlllights Ror旬 's rising importanc己的 W巳 11 出

his re<;ihC l\cc to 乳lch radLcal crilici~m lt secms that somc of Rorty's points are so 
salient uncl llaVT produced such cffc叫 s on the overall practicc~ in the humanities that 
the lìterary cηú臼 just could not afrord not paying attcntion to him. 5 And they art' 

probably wi認Hl pcrc己 iving in Rortyean new pragmatism a rclevancc fo 1' their own 

field. l'or all ib worth , nnv pragm3tism's at1巳 ntion to lh巳 ~ocial ， thc political , the local 
thc commull <lL the contingent. etc. holds out remarkahle points 0 1' conn巳 :tl0扎 with

prc~cnt tendencie~ 111 litcrary StUdlCS 
ln an agc that lS bccoming accusloTncd to notions of deccntralized l'ruth , 0 1' of thc 

relativ lZ ccl ancl historicized l\aturc of know \Cdgc , Rorty、 clTorb to cmphasi7c thc ~ocial 
con::.truction ofkllowledg見 the need to di~pcnse with lhe reign ()f l 1'uth/lhα)fy ， (l nd thc 

proh \c matic rclatiomhip h巳tw巳en knowledgεancl practic巳 offcr to literary crihcs ne\v 
strategies and new vocahularies to conduct thcir practicc in manners rel巳vant to the 
postmon巳 rn world. l;unÜermorc、 Rony al巳rts us to thc obscrvation that !rutl1 st <1 t巳

rneh involve a lot morc lhan lnnoccnt cpistcmological qucstions、 that when argument丸

。可 cr lruth takc placc , thcy take placc within contcxts 0 1' comp巳tmg or opposlng 已om

lflunitics_ That i 呵 to say，忱的 bccausc of thc cliffcrent interests. and thus vicws , 01 
involvcd communities that truth hecome~ a qllestion./problem; a prohlem not to be 
rcsolvcd by in、isting on privil巴拉 ed posturcs or resoning to 巴pecific corrcspondcncc 
th巳Ofl 巳 S of trulh , but to hc negotiatccl through powcr manC l1vns 乳】 ch a~ Ror1y'sι'con­

versation_ " 
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Endnotes 

This s!ratcgy 01" hi~toricizing }lhilo~ophical problcmatics i~ writ~c孔 in tllc spirit 
of fhorn山 Kllhn's Th r: Structure οI Scientific Revolutiο的 (1967) ， and to ;t 

grcat ,eX1cnt, Rortγs historical account of 付出 formation of the rcpres巳ntationdl
theory of knowlcdge rcmains tTl orc or le叭叭.'ithin Kuhn's t叮1m. That i月 to s斗.y ，

dcspite Bermtein's characten又ation of Rorty 出 SOllleone who i~ ùccply conccrned 
with gencral social practices. when it comcs 10 histotical cxp1an且tions ， Rorty limit<; 
himsclf to what happcn活 in thc ficld uf philosophy ralhcr than going on to tbc 

social contcxt in which pllilosophical d只cour~es takc p [ace , which lS what Bermtein 
would 11盯 e liked 10 see Rortv do 

2. Word~ 可uch a，“good刊 or "bcst" do not carry the mctaphysica1 or 0\汁。logical

connotations that 仕aditional philosophy has grantcd them. In lhc languagc 0]' thc 
Americaη c1assical pr '-lgm叭叭的， lh巳，se words simply meant "wha;_cver work泊，

In 甘i巳 lallguag巳 of ROèty , this rather vaguc descriptioll is give t1 λph i losllp hlcal 
:-，hadcιιthc test 0 1' a philo呵。phical theory is how well it 匕ohcre、 wi th the 

best work curren11y bcing doηe ..." ("Tcxt~ and Lump5" 14). That is to say，汁llC

bcsl idc址， is the one lhat e叮oys th 巳 highest degree or cohcrc r. ce ill as<;ociaüon 
\vit11 other idcas th叫位lC cDmmunity currently holds. 則可d “ gO(叫 ground 只 ror

as~ert iOn正， arc tho~t' t11at colterc ,viTh other (l ssèrliollS that 11le commll i1 ity m 陪!J l

prcsclltly holù cOllccrning the worlù 
3. It necds to be pointcd Ol\ t h(~rc tha1 Rorty's charac1crization 0 1' literary cullurc 

斗nd poct可 is 01' ccurse an icleal叭叭 c onc. [or， lik巳 philosophy ， litcratnr巳 culturc

and poc↑γy are abo social institutio t1 s，弓ubj己c1 to socia1 sanc1' ion. ln r斗ct ， t11C long 
stamling fo訂了lalistic tcndencies in literary ~ll1 dies and their ~巳λrch for 111c ιreal' 

meaning 0 1' a tcx1 or its tnost aCcufdtc i日 terprctatiotl ar巳 likewise in desp lÒ ratc necd 
of Rorty's dcmystifyin拉巴1'1'0 1" t

4. The ti11c 01' the article i~ obviously a Jet己rcnc巳 to Paul Fcyerabend's IÍgaÎnsl 

'l1eîhοd (1978) in the hop巳 that it rnay pr恥_l ucc thc samc iconoc1 astic impact 011 
literary s1udics a~ l-' cynιtbcnd'5 t 勻。 k has donc in thc fi c1d of analyticill philosophy 

5. Cornel \Vcst terms Korty'~ neopr益gIl1 a1i~ 1ll "a form uf clhnoCClllric posthumilnism" 
(205) because ROJty 間巳ms to ass叮 t lhc value and 叫P何口1acy 0 1' (Am巳ncan 机lhite)

bourgcois capit;:llist SOCl巴 ty 出吐1C be~1 form 01 、ociety actualized to far Such a 

cclehr泣tion of thc exi~ting power ~trllctllrc i~ distaqcful to thosc \7;'ho sec k_ anù 
\\'ork towaγd ch扎ng巳 8ut thi'> doc~ oot mcan tlw1 Ror1y' :-, brilt\d 0 1' n巳W
pragm泌的m is conscrvative hy narure. A、 a ma tLcr of fac1, it i 日 thc conlcntion 01 

this paper 1hat ncw pragmati 、m can oller rnany valuable strategie~ for litcrary 
critic~ in such a tnnc of incrca~ing marginality Similarly. by- linki l1 g uρwith 
radicill politics, ne\v prilgmatism mιy \'cry wcll bc transforllled in tflC proce~s 
Such notions of tra t1 sicnt positions and rcvisahlc practiccs are strongly implicd in 
Rorty' ,> concepts of ιμon、 ersation" anù “ alliallce~ " 
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