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1. Introduction

CharlesThylorisoneoftheleadingphilosophersinthecontemporaryworld.Hisworksrangefrom

reflectionsonartificialintelligencetoanalysesofcontemporarymulticulturalsocieties(RuthAbbey,2000:1).

Hecontributestowidespectrumofphilosophicalareas:moraltheory,theoriesofsubjectivity,politicaltheory,

epistemology,hermeneutics,philosophyofmind,philosophyoflanguage,aestheticsandreligion(RuthAbbey,

2004:1).

However,despiteofthevarietyoftheareasandtopicsofhisinterest,thereiscertainintrinsicconnection

betweenthem.

Thispaperaimsatillustratingthisintrinsicconnectionthroughscrutinizinghisepistemology,moral

ontologyandpoliticalphilosophyaboutmulticulturalism,whichleadsuptohisunderstandingofmultiple

modernities.

Inthisconnection,itisworthnotingattheveryoutsetthatitisnotTaylor'spositionthatmodernityisa

singleprocessofwhichEuropeanmodelistheparadigm.HeholdsratherthateventhoughEuropeanmodernity

isthefirstoneinhistoryandhasbeenobjectofsomeimitationfortheotherpartsoftheworld,itis,afterall,

oneofmany.Fromthisunderstanding,Taylorinsiststhatthemoretheyunderstandownpathtomodernityin

theWest,thebetterequippedtheycanunderstandthedifferencewithothercultures(MSI:xii).

Nosocietycandevelopamodernstateandamarketeconomywithoutsomeimportantchange..And

whatcomeoutdependspartlyonwhatwentintothechange.Fromthispointofview,weshouldspeak

insteadofalternativemodernities",differentwayoflivingthepoliticalandeconomicstructuresthatthe

contemporaryagemakesmandatory.HowthereareworkedoutinIndiawillnotbethesameasinJapan,

whichisinturndifferentfromtheNorthAtlanticregion-whichinitsturnagainhasmuchinnerdiversity

(PA:xi-xii).
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2. Taylorsanti-Epistemology

Epistemologyis,inTaylorsaccount,adisciplinewhichseesknowledgeascorrectrepresentationofan

independentreality.EpistemologyinthissensehasbeenfacingintensivecriticalscrutinynotonlyintheAnglo

Saxonworld,butalsointheContinentthesedays.Thisunderstandingofepistemologyisboundupwithspecific

notionsaboutscienceandaboutthenatureofhumanagency,whichare,inTaylorsaccount,veryin且uentialbut

oftennotfullyarticulated,andconnectedwithcertaincentralmoralandspiritualideasofthemodernage(PA:

3).
ForTaylor,challengingtheprimacyofepistemologyistochallengetheseideas.Theepistemological

construal,whichseeshumanperceptionasprocessofpassivereceptionofimpressionsfromtheexternalworld,

fitswellwithmodernmechanisticscienceandappliestothelatestartificial-intelligencemodelsofthinking.

Inthisconstrual,thecongruencebetweenideasinmindandtherealityoutsidecomesaboutthroughareliable

methodandthisreliability,namelycertaintyiswhatthemindhastogenerateforitselfthroughreflectiveturn

(PA:4).

Theepistemologyisbasedonthisreflectiveandself-givencertainty.Theidealofself-responsibility,

foundationaltomodernculture,iscloselylinkedwiththemodernidealoffreedomasself-autonomythrough

thisreflectiveandself-givencertaintybecausetobefreeinthemodernsenseistobeself-responsible,relyingon

yourownjudgment.
Thisnotionoffreedominvolvescertainkeythesesaboutthenatureofthehumanagent,

whicharehistoricallyconnectedwiththeepistemologicalconstrual.Thefirstoneisthepictureofthesubjectas

ideallydisengagedfromthenaturalandsocialworlds.Thesecondoneisapunctualviewoftheselfasfreeand

rationaltotreattheseworlds.Thethirdoneisanatomisticconstrualofsocietyasconstitutedbyindividuals(PA:

7-8).

Againstthesetheses,Hegel,Heidegger,Merleau-PontyandWittgensteinofferthenewconstrualof

knowledge,sharingasameformofargument,originatedinKant,calledtheargumentfromtranscendental

conditions"(PA:8-9).InTaylorsaccount,theyintendtoarguetheinadequacyoftheepistemologicalconstrual

inthetraditionalsenseandthenecessityofanewconceptionfromthepointoftheindispensableconditions

thatmakeexperienceorawarenessoftheworldpossible.Forinstance,theHeideggerianformulationimplies

thatinorderforanythingtoappearorcometolight,thereshouldbeabeingtowhomitappears.Thecommon

intuitionsharedbythesefourphilosophersisthattheepistemologicalconstrualoffersanaccountofstagesof

theknowerconsistingofanultimatelyincoherentamalgamoftwofeatures.Thefirstfeatureisthatthestates

and/ortheideascanbeaccuratelyidentifiedanddescribedinabstractionfromtheoutsideworldandthesecond

oneisthattheyneverthelesspointtowardandrepresentthingsintheoutsideworld.
Thesecondfeaturecameto

becalled``intentionalitybyBrentanoandHusserl.Thisisanotherwayofcharacterizingthecentralcondition

ofexperience.InTaylorsaccount,itcanberephrasedthatfirstly,wewouldnthavewhatwerecognizeas
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experienceatallunlessitwereconstruableasofanobjectandsecondly,theirbeingofanobjectentailsacertain

relatednessamongourrepresentations(PA:9-12).

Inotherwords,therearecertainconditionswithoutwhichourperceptionandknowledgewouldfallapart

intoincoherencewhenweengageintheactivitiesofgettingtoperceiveandknowtheworld.Taylorholds,

referringtoHeidegger,thattheconditionofourformingdisengagedrepresentationsofrealityisthatwemust

bealreadyengagedincopingwithourworld,dealingwiththethingsinit,atgripswiththem(PA:ll).

Explorationofconditionsofintentionalitythatrequiresamorefundamentalbreakwiththeepistemological

traditionfinallyunderminesthethreekeythesesaboutthenatureofthehumanagent,disengagedsubject,

thepunctualselfandatomism.Taylorillustratesthisbytheexamplethatwecandrawaneatlinebetweenmy

pictureofanobjectandthatobject,butnotbetweenmydealingwiththeobjectandthatobject(PA:12).

Sincebeingagentsengagedintheworldistheconditionofperceptionandknowledge,theconceptions

ofdisengagedsubjectandpunctualselfturnouttobeimpossible.Beingagentsengagedintheworldasthe

conditionofhumanperceptionandknowledgealsomeansthatweneedcertainbac短roundagainstwhichwe

thinkintoanobjectforus.
Taylorholdsthatthisinsightputinquestionthethirdthesisofthenatureofhuman

agent,atomism(PA:13).

Throughclarificationoftheconditionsofintentionality,inTaylor'saccount,wecometoabetter

understandingofwhatweareasknowingagent. Thisreflectionentailstheviewofseeingreasondifferently

astheabilityofcriticalreasoningtoarticulatethebackgroundofourlivesperspicuously.Italsoincludesa

repudiationofmoralitiesbasedpurelyoninstrumentalreasonandacriticaldistancefromthosebasedona

punctualself.
Italsorejectsatomisticsocialtheories,reductivecausaltheoriesandthetheoriesthatcannot

accommodateinter-subjectivemeaning.Taylorbelievesthatthisnewconceptionofhumanagent,whichstresses

situatedfreedomandtherootsofouridentityincommunity,ishostiletocertainformsofcontemporary

conservatismaswellastoradicaldoctrinesofnonsituatedfreedomandhasanaturalaffinitywiththecivic

humanism(PA:14-15).

DreyfuscallsTaylorspositionanti-epistemology,meaningthatweareindirectcontactwitheveryday

realityandmakesenseoftheworldthroughourbodilyskillsandtaken-for-grantedbackgroundpractices

(R.Abbey,2004:52). Taylor'sgoalis,inDreyfus'understanding,torevealtheinner/outerstructureofall

epistemologies,evenrecentwould-beanti-epistemology,andtopresentanddefendanopposedviewthatdenies

thattheinner/outerdichotomyinanyformcorrectlydescribesourbasicrelationtoreality(HD:53).

TaylorspositioncanbebestillustratedinhisfollowingcorrespondenceaddressedtoDreufus.

Theserelevances,whichJ. J.Gibsoncallsaffordances-thatthegroundaffordswalking,wateraffords

drinking,holesaffordhiding,andsoforth-areclearlymeaningfulrelativetoone'sinterestsandthe

structureofonesbody,yettheydonothavetobeexperiencedconceptually,i.e.ourresponsetothemneed

notbebasedonbeliefs. Wecan,onreflection,notethatbouldersareobstacles,butwecanjustaswell
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respond to their current relevance like non-linguistic animals (HD: 56).

However,inDreyfusaccount,Taylorsoriginalityconsistsinhiscontroversialclaimthatthemediational

viewheisattackingisstilltakenforgrantedbythosewho,inoppositiontofunctionalism,defendqualia,and

eventhoselikeDonaldDavidsonandRichardRorty,whoclaimtoopposeallformsofsubject/object,mind/

worlddichotomies.
Taylorholds,inDreyfusview,thatagainstthedogmaticclaimthatthemind'srelationtotheworldmust

bemediatedbybelief,perceptionprovidesreliablepre-propositionalbasesforactionandforacceptingbeliefs. In

thisconnection,itmightbeworthrecallingthatin"ExplanationofBehaviouγ"Taylormakesreservationwhether

animalbehaviourcanonlybeaccountedforbylawsgoverningactionorwhetheritisamenabletoexplanationof

amoremechanistictype.
Tayloradmitsthatthereisawiderangeofroutinehumanactionwhichseemstobeon

thesamelevel(ofanimals)(EB:69).

InTaylorsaccount,ourpre-propositionallyformedbeliefscanonlyariseonthebasisofamorebasicskilful

contactwiththeworldthatispre-propositionalandinpartevenpre-conceptual(HD:58).

Then,DreyfusraisesthefundamentalquestionaroundTaylorsposition,referringtothefantasyofthe

braininthevatthatpeoplewhosebrainsaregettingvirtualrealityinputscorrelatedwiththeiractionoutputsare

directlycopingwithperceivedreality.

Inrespondingtoit,DreyfusreferstoTaylorsaccountin"Foundationalismandtheinner-outerdistinction"in

ReadingMcDowell.

Weareabletoformconceptualbeliefsguidedbyoursurroundings,becauseweliveinapre-conceptual

engagementwiththesewhichinvolvesunderstanding. Transactionsinthisspacearenotcausalprocesses

amongneutralelements,butthesensingofandresponsetorelevance. Theveryideaofaninnerzonewith

anexternalboundarycantgetstartedhere,becauseourlivingthingsinacertainrelevancecantbesituated

withintheagent;itisintheinteractionitself(CharlesTaylor,2002:114).

DreyfusconcludesthatthequestionwhethertheworldisaswebelievetobeisCartesiandoubtandthat

Taylorsphenomenologicalaccountsustainsbecauseourdirectcontactwiththeperceptualworldismorebasic

thanbeliefsuchasthefantasyofthebraininvat(HD:62-63).

Then,DreyfusmovesontothemuchdeeperscrutinyofTaylorsposition,whichhecallspluralisticrobust

realism.DreyfusillustratesTaylorspositionbycontrastingitwithRortysone,whichDreyfuscallsdeflationary

realism.InDreyfusaccount,Rortyholdsthatweareconfinedtowhatcanbeencounteredonthebasisofour

copingpracticesandhenceweshouldnotthinkofscienceasawayofdiscoveringpropositionsthatcorrespond

toanindependentrealityandthattheobjectsofscienceareonlyintelligibleonthebackgroundofourembedded

copingandhencetheideaofaviewfromnowhereisliterallyunintelligible(HD:64).
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Onthecontrary,Taylorholdswecanmakesenseofascienceofthecomponentsoftheuniverseastheyare

inthemselves,utterlyindependentofanyrelationtoourembodimentandthatthereisevidencethatourcurrent

sciencehasbeenprogressivelygettingitrightabout,atleastsomeaspectsoftheuniverse.Taylor'sreasoningisin

thefollowingcorrespondence.

Ourhumanityconsistsinourabilitytodecenterourselvesfromouroriginalmodeofabsorbedcoping;to

learntoseethingsinadisengagedfashion,inuniversalterms,orfromanalienor"higher"pointofview.

ThepeculiarformthatthistakesinWesternscientificcultureistheattempttoachieve,atleastnotionally,

aviewfromnowhere",ortodescribethingsfromthe"absolutestandpoint".Onlywehavetoseethatthis

decenteredmode,whateverformittakes,isinanimportantsensederivative.Theabsorbed,engagedoneis

priorandpervasive(HD:64-65).

DreyfusposesthequestiontoTaylor,iftheengagedexperienceisprimordialandthedisengagedmodeis

derivativefromtheengagedone,whatsortofviewfromnowherecanwehopetoachieveorevenapproach?

(HD:65)

InordertoclarifyTaylorsposition,Dreyfusintroducestheideaofsupersession.InDreyfus'account,

scientificrevolutionsarecasesofsupersessioninthatonceoneunderstandthenewoverallwayoflookingat

thingsinscience,heorshecannotgobackandaccepttheprecedingunderstanding.Taylorcontendsthatour

directcopingwitheverydayworld,whichalsogivesasenseofanindependentnaturethatsetslimitstowhat

wecandounlesswegetinsyncwithit,putsusonapaththatleadstotheoriesthatcorrespondmoreandmore

adequatelytothestructureoftheuniverse(HD:68-71).

Then,Taylorholds,inDreyfusaccount,thatintheprocessofgainingamoreandmoreclairvoyantgripon

oureverydayworld,wehavediscoveredthatwecanleavebehindallbody-relativepropertiessuchasaccessibility,

color,size,andeventhesortofourembodiedcoping.
Thisishowweachievethetheoreticalperceptionof

physicalrealitythatisalientooureverydayembodiedmodeofperceptionofspace,time,objects,andcausality,

thatcouldclaimtocorrespondtotheuniverseasitisinitself(HD:74).

However,Tayloralsoinsiststhataviewfromnowhereofthingsinscienceisonlyonelimitedwayof

disclosingthemandthattherearemanylanguageseachcorrectlydescribingthedifferentaspectoftheuniverse

(HD:79).

ThisisthereasonwhyDreyfuscharacterizesTaylor'spositionaspluralisticrobustrealism.

3. TaylorsMoralontology

ForTaylor,tobeahumanagent,aperson,oraselfinthemodernsenseisinextricablyintertwinedwiththe

good,morality(SS:3).Onthecontrary,muchcontemporarymoralphilosophyhastendedtofocusonwhat

isrighttodoratherthanonwhatitisgoodtodo. Taylortakesaviewmuchbroaderthanwhatisnormally
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describedasthe"moralandlooksatwhatmakesourlivesmeaningfulorfill皿ingasthemoralissues(SS:4).

Taylorholdsthatourmoralreactionsinvolvenotonlygutfeelingsbutalsoclaimsaboutthenatureand

statusofhumanbeings.Inthelattersense,amoralreactionisanassentto,anaffirmationof,agivenontologyof

human(SS:5).

Itisaroleofthismoralontologytoarticulatetheclaimsimplicitinourmoralreactions.

However,Tayloralsoadmitsthatmodernscantbecompletelyconvincedbyanyparticulardefinitionof

moralontologyeventhoughtheyacknowledgethattherearesomegroundsinhumannatureorthehuman

predicamentwhichmakeshumanbeingfitobjectofrespect.
InTaylorsaccount,thisisessentiallymodern

predicament(SS:10).

So,morepreciselyspeaking,thearticulationofmoralontologyisnottoformulatewhatpeoplealready

implicitlybutunproblematicallyacknowledge,buttoshowthatoneoranotherontologyistheonlyadequate

basisforourmoralresponses,whetherwerecognizeornot.

Then,TaylormovesontodescribethepictureofthemoralworldofthemodernWest.Themoralworld

inthemodernWestissignificantlydifferentfromthatofpreviouscivilizations.Whatispeculiarinthemodern

Westisthatitsformationforthisprincipleofrespecthascometobeintermsofrightsandittakesaformof

subjectiverights(SS:ll).Thenotionofa"subjectiveright"isthatthepossessorcanandoughttoactontoput

itintoeffectwhilelawintheothercivilizationswaswhatIamunderandconferred.

Toaccordyouanimmunity,formerlygivenyoubynaturallaw,intheformofanaturalrightsistogiveyou

aroleinestablishingandenforcingthisimmunity.Yourconcurrenceisnownecessary,andyourdegreesof

freedomarecorrespondinglygreater.

Totalkofuniversal,natural,orhumanrightsistoconnectrespectforhumanlifeandintegritywiththe

notionofautonomy.Itistoconceivepeopleasactivecooperatorsinestablishingandensuringtherespect

whichisdue,them.

Thischangeofformnaturallygoesalongwithoneincontent,withtheconceptionofwhatitistorespect

someone. Autonomyisnowcentraltothis.

Forusrespectingpersonalityinvolvesasacrucialfeaturerespectingthepersonsmoralautonomy.Withthe

developmentofthepost-Romanticnotionofindividualdifference,thisexpandstothedemandthatwegive

peoplethefreedomtodeveloptheirpersonalityintheirownway(SS:ll-12).

Inadditiontothemoralbeliefswhichunderlieoursenseofrespectforothersasdescribedabove,there

aretheothertwoaxesofmoralthinking,whichareourunderstandingofwhatmakesafulllifeandthenotions

concernedwithdignitythatwethinkofourselvesascommandingtherespectofthosearoundus(SS:15).
Taylorholdsthatoneofthemostimportantwaysinwhichouragestandsoutfromearlieronesconcernsthe

secondaxis,namelythemeaningoflife(SS:16).
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Theframework,inwhichpeoplemakesenseoftheirownmeaningoflife,isacrucialsetofqualitative

distinctions(SS:19).

However,Tayloralsopointsoutthattoday,wesharenocommonframeworkandeachoneofusneedsto

developownframework.Infindingmeaningfulframeworkforeachoneofus,articulationtakesavitalroleand

findingasensetolifedependsonframingmeaningfulexpressionswhichareadequate(SS:17-18).

Thefactthataframeworkisasetofqualitativedistinctionsmeansthattherearecertainhighergoods,

whichrepresentstandardsbywhichourdesiresandinclinationsarejudgedobjectively.Contradictionbetween

thisfactandthemoderntendencyoftryingtoignoreorrepudiatesuchhighergoodsisrootedinoneofthe

modernmoralnotions,calledaffirmationofordinarylife",thatthelifeofproductionandreproduction,ofwork

andthefamily,isthemainlocusofgoodlife.
Affirmationofordinarylifetendstoopposetothedistinction

betweenhigheractivitylikecontemplation,war,activecitizenshiporheroicasceticismandformsofordinary

life.Taylor,however,claimsthatthereisconfusion,whichisthateventheethicsofaffirmationofordinarylife

presumessomethinghigherasitsbasis,thatisthenotionthatthehighervalueistobefoundnotoutsideofbut

asamanneroflivingordinarylife(SS:23).

Qualitativedistinctions,aframework,areessentiallylinkedwiththethreeaxesofourmoralthinking,

ourbeliefthathumansarefitobjectsofrespect,ourunderstandingofwhatmakesafulllifeandthenotions

concernedwithdignitythatwethinkofourselvesascommandingtherespectofthosearoundus.Toarticulate

aframeworkistoknowwherewestandinthemoralhorizon,whichistodefineamoralspacewhichis

ontologicallybasicforaperson(SS:25-26,29).

However,sincemodernssharenocommonframeworkandwehavetodevelopownframeworks,

expressionstakeavitalroleindiscoveringownframeworks.Thisisthereasonwhythemodernnotionof

respectinghumandignityalsomeansthatofprotectingtheirexpressivefreedom.

Modernidentityisessentiallydefinedbythewaythingshavesignificanceforindividualandtobeself

ispartlyconstitutedbyitsself-interpretationorselFarticulation,butthisself'sarticulationcanneverbefully

explicit(SS:34).

Thislastfeatureofmodernidentityisconnectedwithanotherinescapablefeatureofhumanlife,whichis

thatwegraspourlivesinnarratives.Inordertohaveasenseofwhoweare,wehavetohaveanotionofhowwe

havebecome,andofwherewearegoing(SS:47).

Asmentionedabove,qualitativedistinctionsgivethereasonforourmoralandethicalbeliefs(SS:53).

However,itdoesnotmeanthatgoodsorvalues,theevaluativetermsareoptionalorrelative,contrarytothe

descriptivetermsinnaturalsciences,whichareneutralandobjective.

Firstly,theevaluativetermsorthevaluetermsshouldbegraspedagainstthebackgroundofthesocial

interchangecharacteristicofagivensocietyandinthelightofqualitativediscriminationthatthepeoplemake

ofwhatthegoodmeansforthem.Secondly,theevaluativetermscanmakesenseofwhatitistoliveasahuman
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beinganditiscompletelydifferentfromwhatnaturalsciencesuchasphysicsclaimstorevealandexplain(SS:

54,59).

TaylorcallswhatmakesthemostclairvoyantexplanationintheabovesensetheBestAccount(SS:58).

TheBestAccountisinsuchvaluetermswhichmakebestsenseofus,whichsustainuntiltheyarereplacedwith

moreclairvoyantsubstitutesandcannotbefiguredinaphysicaltheoryoftheuniverse.

Tograsptheworldinthevaluetermsisinseparablefromparticipatinginthewayoflivingwhichsuch

valuetermsrequestustodo(SS:67).

Tayloralsoholdsthattoofferreasonsformoralviewsdoesnotmeanofferinganexternalreasonforthem.

TheexternalreasonisareasonBwhichprovesthattheactpickedoutbytheA-descriptionisonlyenjoined

becauseitalsobearstheB-description.Innature,itworksasymmetrically,meaningthatBmakesAandnotvice

versa(SS:76).

Toofferreasonsformoralviewsisrathertoarticulatewhatunderliesourethicalchoices,leanings,

intuitions.Itisnotofferinganexternalreason(SS:77).

Ourqualitativedistinctions,asdefinitionsofthegood,ratherofferreasonsinthissense.

So,wecanseetheplacethatqualitativediscriminationshaveinourethicallife.Prearticulately,they

functionasanorientingsenseofwhatisimportant,valuable,orcommanding,whichemergesinour

particularintuitionsabouthowweshouldact,feel,respondondifferentoccasions,andonwhichwedraw

whenwedeliberateaboutethicalmatters.
Articulatingthesediscriminationsissettingoutthemoralpoint

oftheactionsandfeelingsourintuitionsenjoinonus,orinviteusto,orpresentasadmirable.Theyhave

thisplaceasmuchinthebroaderdomainofgoodsthatwepursueacrossthewholerangeofourlives,as

inthemorespecialdomainofhighergoods,whichclaimastatusofincomparablygreaterimportanceor

urgency(SS:77-78).

Asitismentioned,articulationplaysavitalroleinTaylorsmoraltheory.

Inabroadersense,itisbecauseavisionofthegoodbecomesavailableforthepeopleofagivenculture

througharticulation.Inthissense,thenotionsoflanguageandarticulationmeannotonlylinguisticdescription

butalsootherspeechactssuchasthegestureofritual,itsmusic,itsdisplayofvisualsymbols(SS:91).

Inanarrowsense,however,articulationisneededtoretrieveamoralsourcewhichhasbeendeeply

suppressedinthemainstreamofmodernmoralthinking.

Tayloradmitsthathesharestheparticularethicalview,aSocraticone,whichseesreason,inthesenseof

thelogos,oflinguisticarticulacy,asthetelosofhumanbeings.Articulationbringsustoclosertothegoodasa

moralsource(SS:92).

Inordertohighlightthisdimension,Taylorintroducesaconceptoftheconstitutivegood.Taylorcallsthe

goodswhicharecomponentsofagoodlifeaslifegoodsandthefeatureinvirtueofwhichtheselifegoodsare
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goodsasconstitutivegoods.Theconstitutivegoodincludesinjunctionsnotonlytoactincertainwaysandto

exhibitcertainmoralqualitiesbutalsotolovewhatisgood(SS:93).

Themainstreammodernmoraltheoriessuchastheoneofobligatoryactionhavenoplaceforthe

constitutivegoodeventhoughtheyweregroundedonanunadmittedadherencetocertainlifegoods,suchas

freedom,altruism,universaljustice(SS:93).

However,Taylorinsiststhatwecantrepudiatetheconstitutivegood,whichdefinescertainactionsand

motivesashigherandthinkingofwhichcaninspireamotivewhichempowersustoliveuptowhatishigher(SS:

95).Wecan'tdenyaroleofarticulationjustbecausetherearesomanydeadarticulations(SS:96).

InTaylorsaccount,thesilenceofmodernphilosophyabouttheconstitutivegoodisunhealthybecauseit

ispoweredbymetaphysicalandepistemologicalreasonssuchastheaffirmationofordinarylifeandthemodern

conceptionoffreedom,whichTaylorbelievesinvalid.Thereasonisthatthisversionisdeeplyconfused.Itreads

theaffirmationofordinarylifeandfreedomasinvolvingarepudiationofqualitativedistinctions,arejectionof

constitutivegoodsassuch,whiletherearethemselvesreflectionsofqualitativedistinctionsandpresupposesome

conceptionofqualitativegoods(SS:98).
Tayloralsocriticizestheneo-Nietzscheanmoraltheories,whichaimatrevealinghowvisionsofgoodmay

beconnectedtocertainformsofdomination.

Butaswiththetheoriesofobligatoryaction,itisaconfusiontoinferfromthiseitherthatviewsofthe

goodareallsimplyenterprisesofdominationorthatwecanconsiderthemallarbitrarilychosen.This

wouldbetofailtorecognizethemannerinwhichone'sownpositionor,indeed,thatofanyhumanbeing,

ispoweredbyavisionofthegood(SS:100).

ForTaylor,aframework,asetofqualitativedistinctions,issomethingwecan'tescapefromanditis

constitutiveinthesensethatitwouldmotivateustotakecertainactionstorealizehighergood.Articulation

bringsustothebetterunderstandingofthismoralontology.Inotherwords,forTaylor,thegoodorthemoralis

somethingrealandobjective,inthesensethatwecannotputonandofffreely.

Ourmodernsensesoftheselfnotonlyarelinkedtoandmadepossiblebynewunderstandingofgood

butalsoareaccompaniedby(i)newformsofnarrativityand(ii)newunderstandingofsocialbondsand

relations(SS:105).

Ourmodernsenseoftheselfisboundupwithanddependsonwhatonecancalla'moraltopography'(SS:

106).

4.Taylorspoliticalphilosophyaboutmulticulturalism

Theneedforrecognitionisoneofthedrivingforcesbehindnationalistmovementsandpoliticsof

multiculturalism.Asouridentityispartlyshapedbyrecognition,theothers'understanding-ofwhoweare,non-
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recognitionormisrecognitionoftheotherscanin且ictrealdamageuponus.Asanexample,Taylortakesupthe

argumentofsomefeministsthatwomeninparticularsocietieshavebeeninducedtoadoptadepreciatoryimage

ofthemselvesandhaveinternalizedapictureoftheirowninferiorityandhencetheymaybeincapableoftaking

advantageofthenewopportunitiesevenwhensomeofobjectiveobstaclestotheiradvancement鮎1away(MPR:

25).
Taylorholdsthatduerecognitionisnotjustacourtesyweowepeople,butavitalhumanneed(MPR:26).

Therearetwochangesthatmadethediscourseofrecognitionandidentityacentralissueinthemodern

world.Thefirstisthecollapseofsocialhierarchies.Contrarytotheethicsofhonor,whichwasbasedon

inequalitiesamongthepeople,themodernnotionofdignityisbasedoneverybodysequality,compatiblewith

andessentialtodemocraticculture.
Thesecondchangeisthenotionofindividualizedidentity,whichemerged

attheendof18centuryalongwithanidealof"authenticity",beingtruetomyselfandmyownparticularway

ofbeing.
(MPR:26-28).

Thesecondchangereflectsthemassivesubjectiveturnofmodernculture,viewingourselvesasbeingwith

innerdepth.Jean-JacquesRousseauandHerderplayedavitalroleinthisturn.Rousseaupresentedthemorality

asfollowingavoiceofnaturewithinusandHerderputforwardtheideathateachofushasanoriginalwayof

being.Theseideasjointlyincreasedtheimportanceofself-contactthroughoriginalway,namely丘ndingyourself

onyourownway.Thisishowthemodernidealofauthenticity,beingtruetoyourself,hasdeveloped.Inthis

understanding,identityiswhatIcanarticulateanddiscover,contrarytothehierarchicalsociety,inwhichwhat

wewouldca皿identitynowwaslargelydefinedbyonessocialposition(MPR:29-31).
However,Tayloralsopointsoutthatwebecomefullhumanagentsonlythroughinteractionwithothers

andinthissense,thegenesisanddevelopmentofthehumanmindisnotmonological,butdialogical.Thisisthe

reasonwhyrecognitionissoimportantforformationofidentityandtheself(MPR:32-33).

Thediscourseofrecognitionandidentitytakesthetwolevels.Thefirstoneisintheintimatesphereand

thesecondoneisinthepublicsphere,inwhichapoliticsofequalrecognitionhasincreasinglytakenabigger

role.Inthepublicsphere,apoliticsofequalrecognitioncontainstwodifferentthings,theequalizationofrights

andentitlementsandapoliticsofdifference.Whilebotharebasedonaprincipleofuniversalequality,there

aresomeconflictsbetweenthem.Thepoliticsofdifferenceoftencriticizestheprincipleofnondiscrimination

asbeingblindtothewaysinwhichcitizensdifferandredefinesitasrequiringthatwemakethesedistinctions

thebasisofdifferentialtreatment.
Underthisrede丘nitionofnondiscrimination,certainaffirmativeactionsare

justifiedasatemporarymeasurethatwilleventuallylevelthehistoricaldiscrimination,thepoliticsofdifference

demandsthatwerecognizeandfosterparticularitywhileequalizationofrightsandentitlements,thepoliticsof

equaldignity,requiresthatwetreatpeopleinadifference-blindfashion(MPR:37-43).

Themostradicalattackbythepoliticsofdifferenceagainstthepoliticsofequaldignityisthatthe

supposedlyneutralsetofdifference-blindprinciplesofthepoliticsofequalityor"blindliberalismisareflection
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ofonehegemoniccultureandhighlydiscriminatory,meaningthatliberalismmaybeakindofaparticularism

masqueradingastheuniversal(MPR:43-44).

Taylortriestolookatthisissuethroughtracinghistoricaldevelopmentofthesetwopolitics.Thepoliticsof

equaldignityhasemergedinWesterncivilizationintwoways,whichTaylorassociateswithKantandRousseau.

TaylorholdsthattheunderlyingpresumptionofRousseau'sattitudeofplacingaconditionoffreedom-in

equalityasopposedtoother-dependenceandhierarchyasinseparablethingsisthat,inRousseau'smind-setting,

other-dependenceistoseekesteemasapositionalgood,whichpresumesthehierarchicalsociety.Hence,for

Rousseau,onlythebalancedreciprocitybetweenthecitizenswithoutanydifferentiationanddistinctioncan

underpinequality.ThisisthereasonwhyRousseauinsiststhatfreedom(nondomination),theabsenceof

differentiatedrolesandaverytightcommonpurposeseemtobeinseparable(MPR:44-51).Taylorpointsout

thatwemustallbedependentonthegeneralwill,lesttherearisebilateralformsofdependence(MPR:51).

TaylorapparentlydoesnotendorsetheRousseaueanmodelofequaldignity.

Taylor,then,turnsontoanothermodel,basedontheideaofKant,whichhasnothingtodowithageneral

will,butacknowledgesveryrestrictedlydistinctculturalidentitiesofcitizens.

FollowingtheformationofDworkin,Taylordescribesthismodelasfollows.Therearetwokindsofmoral

commitments.Thefirstoneistheviewthateachoneofushasownendsoflife,whichwestrivefor,called

``substantive",andthesecondistheonethatwehavetodealwitheachotherfairlyandequally,regardlessof

howweconceiveourends,called"procedural".Dworkin'sclaimisthataliberalsocietyadoptsnoparticular

substantiveviewabouttheendsoflifeandisunitedbasedonthestrongproceduralcommitmenttotreatpeople

equally(MPR:56-57).
InTaylor'account,thisproceduralliberalismisrootedinthethoughtofImmanuel

Kant,viewingautonomy,theabilityofeachpersontodetermineaviewofthegoodlifeonhis/herownasbasis

ofhumandignity(MPR:57).

However,referringtoQuebecslanguagelegislations,ofwhichthefirstregulateswhocansendtheir

childrentoEnglish-languageschool,thesecondrequiresthebusinesseswithmorethanfiftyemployeesberunin

FrenchandthethirdoutlawscommercialsignageinanylanguageotherthanFrench,Taylorpresentsadifferent

modelofaliberalsociety(MPR:52-53).

Inthismodel,onehastodistinguishthefundamentalliberties,thosethatshouldneverbeinfringedand

thereforeoughttobeunassailablyentrenched,ononehand,fromprivilegesandimmunitiesthatareimportant,

butthatcanberevokedorrestrictedforreasonsofpublicpolicyontheotherprovidedthereisastrongreasonto

doit.(p.59)Asanexample,TaylorraisedthecollectivewilloftheFrenchspeakingcommunityinQuebecwho

wanttomaketheopportunityavailableforthefuturegenerationtousetheFrenchlanguagesothatthefuture

generationscontinuetoidentifyasFrench-speakers,(pp.
58-59)

InTaylorsaccount,thismodelofaliberalsocietyisbasedonjudgmentsaboutwhatmakesagoodlife,in

whichtheintegrityofculturehasanimportantplace.Taylorholdsthatthismodelcanbeliberalaslongasitcan
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offeradequatesafeguardsforfundamentalrightsandthattherigidproceduralliberalismmayrapidlybecome

impracticalintomorrow'sworld(MPR:59,61).

Thereisanotherargumentsupportingtheproceduralliberalism,claimingthatwhatthismodelofaliberal

societycanofferisaneutralgroundonwhichpeopleofallculturescanmeetandcoexistandweonlyhave

tomakesomedistinctionsbetweenwhatispublicandwhatisprivateorbetweenreligionandpoliticssothat

thecontentiousdifferencescanberemovedtowherewedon'tneedtodiscusspolitically(MPR:62).
Taylor

contendsas先)llows.

Liberalismisnotapossiblemeetinggroundforallcultures,butisthepoliticalexpressionofonerangeof

cultures,incompatiblewithotherranges.

Liberalismcantandshouldntclaimcompleteculturalneutrality.Liberalismisalsoafightingcreed(MPR:

62).

Anotherissuearoundmulticulturalismisthedemandthatweshouldnotonlyletdifferentculturessurvive

butalsoacknowledgetheirequalworth.Underlyingargumentofthisdemandisthatcolonizersusedtoimpose

theimageofinferiorityonthesubjugatedandfortheoppressedpeople,tobefreefromsuchadepreciating

self-imagemeanstoliberatethemselvesfromthissubtlyimplantedimage.
Thebackgroundpremiseofthese

demandsisthatrecognitionforgesidentity.Inthisconnection,itistobenotedthatthepeoplepubliclyadmit

thattheyaremovedbythedemandforrecognitiononlyaftertheideathatweareformedbyrecognitionhas

widelyspread(MPR:64-65).

Theactorsthemselvesareoftenthefirsttodenythattheyaremovedbysuchconsiderations,andplead

otherfactors,likeinequality,exploitation,andinjusticeastheirmotives.

VeryfewQuebecindependentists,forinstance,canacceptthatwhatismainlywinningthemtheirfightisa

lackofrecognitiononthepartofEnglishCanada(MPR:64).

However,Taylorcontendsthatthepreemptorydemandforfavorablejudgmentsofworthforcertainculture

asarightcannotbejustifiedbecausesuchademandimplicitlypresupposesthattherearealreadythestandards

tomakejudgment,whichareofNorthAtlanticcivilization.
ForTaylor,weneedthetransformationofourown

horizonthroughcomparativeculturalstudiesbeforemakingrealjudgments(MPR:66-67,71-73).

5.Conclusion

Inmyunderstanding,hispositioninepistemologyisanti-Cartesian,againstthevisionsoftheinner/outer

picturesofourepistemicsituation.Inotherwords,Taylorsepistemologyiscloselyconnectedtohisanti

Cartesianontology,theworldviewofsubject/objectdivision.InDreyfusaccount,theontologythatTaylor

opposesseesthesubjectasaselFsufficientmindrelatedtotheobjectsintheworldbywayofinternalmental
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statesthatinsomewayrepresentthoseobjectsbutinnoessentialwaydependonthem(HD:52). Dreyfus

describesTaylorspositionaspluralistrobustrealism.

Taylorsepistemologyisinterlinkedwithhislinguistictheory,viewingthelanguageastheexpressionof

humanactivitieswithinthelanguagecommunity,incontrastwiththeviewoflanguageasasetofdesignative

signs.Thelatterviewseeslanguageasaninstrument,whichconstructsrepresentationoftheouterworldby

assemblingideasandsigns.TheviewwasdevelopedthroughHobbes-Locke-Condillacandstillpersistsasthe

mainstreamtheoryoflanguageinthemorerefinedforms.

Onthecontrary,Taylorslinguistictheory,whichhecallsthetriple-Htheory,representingHerder,

HumboldtandHeidegger,seesthelanguageasenergeia,notjustergon(PPl:256).Inotherwords,Taylorholds

thatlanguageisnotanobjectiveinstrumentwithwhichwecanconstructtheproperrepresentationoftheouter

world,butactivitiesinwhichdistinctionofsubject/objectandinner/outerworldwouldcomeoutintheexpost

manner.
ThislinguistictheorysharesthesameperceptionwithTaylor'sepistemology,"pluralrobustrealism".Taylor

supportstheusefulnessofnaturalscienceincertainfieldsofhumanlifewhilehecontendsthatasubjective

insightofhumanagencyisanindispensablepartofhumanlifeandhumansciencehastotakeupthesubjectivity

suchasvalueandpurposeinordertounderstandthehumanbeing.
Taylor'splurallinguistictheoryenableshis

pluralepistemologicaltheory.Inmyunderstanding,languageishumanactivityfromwhichhumanknowledge

emergesastheproductofhumanagentengagedandembodiedintheworldandhencetheknowledgeof

technologyandscientifictheoryasexpostperceptionismadepossibleexactlybecauseweareembeddedwithin

andultimatelydependentontheworldasbodilyagent.

Taylorslinguistictheoryisalsocloselyinterlinkedwithhismoralontology.

ForTaylor,tobeahumanagent,aperson,oraselfinthemodernsenseisinextricablyintertwinedwiththe

goodandtounderstandthehumanworldmorallyiscompletelydifferentfromgraspingthepictureofhumans

asobjectsofnaturalscience.Inhisveryearlywork,"Explanationofbehavior',Taylorcontendsthatourfaith

thatwecandiscoverwhatmenshoulddoandhowtheyshouldbehavethroughastudyofhumannatureandits

fundamentalgoals,willcollapseonceitisshownthathumanbehaviorcannotbeaccountedforintermsofgoals

orpurposes(EB:4).

Taylorrepeatsthattoofferreasonsformoralviewdoesnotmeanofferinganexternalreason,butrather

articulatingwhatunderliesourethicalframeworks,asetofqualitativedistinctions(SS.76).Thismoral

framework,orthevisionofthegoodisahumanlanguageinabroadersense,includingnotonlylinguistic

descriptionbutalsootheractsofcommunicationsuchasdrawing,dance,musicandbodymovement.So,based

onhisplurallinguistictheory,itiscertainthatthemorallanguageofhumansisnotrelativeoroptional,butas

independentasthelanguageofnaturalscience.

Taylorsconceptionofmoralontologyisbasedonhislinguistictheoryandhisepistemology,which
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supportsourdirectcontactwitheverydayworldandconstitutesthebasisofcertaintyofthemoralworld.

Lastly,Taylorsmoralontologyisthefoundationofhispositionaboutmulticulturalism,whichreflectshis

nonproceduralliberalism(MPR:63).Tayloriscontestingtheinstrumentalviewoflanguagethatconsiders

thedifferencebetweenlanguagesastractableandconverginginthelong-runandthusoverlookingthedeep

lyingdifferencesbetweenmultiplemodernities.TaylorholdsthatitwastheRomantictheoryoflanguagewhich

broughtoutsuchadeep-lyingdifferences(PA:xii).

Taylorcontendsthatidentity,tobeaselfinthemodernsense,ispartlyshapedbyrecognitionandthrough

socialinteraction.Inthissense,formationofidentityisnotmonological,butdialogical.Taylorsdialogicalnotion

ofidentityiscloselyconnectedwithhislinguistictheory,whichseeslanguagenotasproductofthedisengaged,

atomisticsubject,butasactivitieswithincertainlanguagecommunityinwhichhumansareembedded.

InTaylorsaccount,humanistheagentembeddedineverydayworld,certaincommunitycharacterizedand

definedthroughitshistoryandculture,themoralitycantakevariableshapesindifferentcultures(SS:5).

IbelievethatTaylorslinguistictheory,hisepistemologyandmoralontology,isintrinsicallyconnectedwith

hispoliticalphilosophyaboutmulticulturalism.
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