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ReconcilingRelativismandCulturalRealism

JosephMARGOLIS

I

IcannotseethepolnttOtheonzlngaboutthenatureofartworkswithoutreflectlngOnthe

COmmOnandvarial)1eattributesofculturalphenomenaingeneral;and.IcannotseethepolntOf

theonzlngaboutthelatterwithoutconsideringthesimilaritiesanddifftrencesbetweennature

andculture･When,therefbre,IadvocateadmittingtheadvantagesofarelativisticloglCinthe

COnteXtOfinteIPretlngartWOrks,Idosowithaneyetoitsadvantageintheworldatlarge.For

examPle,IfbelqulteSurethatThomasKuhn,Who,inmyoplnlOn,introducedthesinglemost

PrOmlSlng免-eShintuitionintoEnglish-1anguagePhilosophyofsciencethatthelasthalf-Century

hasseen,WOuldhavebeenwellservedifhehadonlybroughthisreadingoftherealismofthe

SCiencesintoaccodwithafrankcon畠truCtivism(thatis,aCOnStruCtivistformofrealism,nOtan

abandonmentofrealism)andhadbroughtthatconstructivismintoaccordwitharelativistic
logic(OrSOmethingveryclosetoit).Instead,Kuhnfalteredbadly.Hisopponentsrealizedthat

hecouldnotfindhiswayto☆hatwasneeded(towhathehimselfneededifhistheorywasto

SurVive);and,underanentirelyappropriate(butdistinctlymisguided)questioning,Kuhn's

OPPOnentS PerSuadedthemselves to◆1gnOre thereafter Kuhn's extraordinary prescience.

Uhfbrtunately,Kuhnftllbackexhaustedtoaformofplatonismthatbetrayedhisownwofk.1)

Idrawanumberofpointedwarn1ngSfromthisexample.Firstofall,COnStruCtivismisnot

(orneednotbe)anabandonmentofrealism.Rather,Ibelieve,therecanbenoviablerealisms

thatarenotalsoconstruCtivisms;nOOtherstrategy(therealismsKuhnopposed,fbrinstance)

CaneSCqPeincoherenceandunacceptableparadox.Thisisastrue･Ofthenaturalworldasitis

Ofthecultural.Secondly,COnStruCtivismisnotassuch(thatis,doesnotentail)anyfbrmof

relativismatall;Onthecontrary,ifithasanyvalidity,1tCOnStrainsrelativism'sopponentsas

muchasitdoestherelativists.And,thirdly,thedeftnseofrelativism-aSWiththedeftnseof

SuChverydifftrentmattersasthetheoryofuniversalsorofrealismorawould-beanalysisof

knowledge,ishardlyprecludedfrombeingjudged"true"(inwhateversensetheseothersorts

Oftheorymaybetrue):Surelyatheoryoftheprobabilisticnatureofthelawsofnatureisnot

Obligedtopresentitselfasprobabilisticinthesamesense.Quitesirpplyput,arelativisticlogic
isentirelycompatiblewithabivalentloglC,SOlongasthejudgmentsgovernedbyeachare

Suitablysegregatedongroundsofrelevancesothatformalparadoxesmaybeavoided.The

denialofthatscruPlemightwellbetaggedaformOfthepatheticfallacy.

1)SeeThomasS･Kuhn,"Afterwords,"inPaulHorwich(ed.),WorldChanges:T710maSKuhnandtheNatureqf

Science(Cambridge:MITPress,1993);also,JosephMargolis,"TheMeaningofThomasKuhn's`Different

Worlds':'inK.Govrogluetal.(eds.),Science,MindandA71(Dordrecht:Kluwer,1995).
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Theseseemtobeveryreasonabledoctrines,buttheyareallstrenuouslyopposedinthe

Philosophicalliterature-nOtOfcourserestrictedinanywaytotheartworld･Ithinkit

impossible,however,tOgetClearaboutanylargequestionsinphilosophywithoutgettlngClear

aboutwhatweshouldpertinentlyunderstandby"realism"and"truth:'Gettingclearabout

thesetwonotionshelpsenormOuSlyingettlngClearal)Outtheprospectsofrelativisminthe

artworldandinculturalmattersingeneraland,mOrepOlntedly,abouttheirbeanngonthe

O句ectivityOfinterpretationinthearts,history,aCtion,COnVerSation,thelaw,SaCredtexts,and
scientific仕1eOries.

Surely,aSaStarter,WeShouldadmitthatitdoesnotmakesensetoclaimthatnatural

languagesarerealinanywaythatissaidtobeentirelyindependentofthediscursiveand

interpretiveactivitiesofasocietyofaptspeakers･Natural1anguageSarereal"inspiteoP'any

SuChdependence.Theyare,WemaySay,idealizationsofsomesortprqjectedfromthe
aggregatedutterancesofsuchsocieties･Theycannotbe㍑detached"asindependententities,

thoughofcoursetheymaybetreatedobjectively,describedandanalyzedasthedistinctive

Phenomenatheyare･But,Surely,WhatistrueOflanguageinthisregardisalsotrueOf

artwofks.

Idon'tmeanbythatthatLinearAorLinearBcouldnothavebeenascriptfbranextinct

language;fbrextinctlanguageSarelanguageSthatcaninprinciplebereclaimed(astheuseof

theRosettaStonemakeseminentlyclearintherecoveryofthelanguageOfanCientEgypt)･But

iflanguagesarerealifspoken(orwritten)byaptspeakers,then,Plainly,anyrealismthat

Claimed unconditionally that whateveris realis"fully constituted,autOnOmOuS and

independentofanyinterpretiveactivity"mustmeanatleastthatlanguageandartwo血sarenot

realatall!IborrowthefbrmulationofthepuzzlefromMichaelKrausz,thoughKrauszofftrs

itbywayofsummar1ZlngaCOnVictiononthepartofodlerS･2)

Inthephilosophyofart,theideaisperhapsmostreadily associatedwithMonroe

Beardsley'so句ectivism,Whichtreatsthemean1ngSOfliterarytextsasiftheywereproperties

thatbehaved(fbrlogicalandepistemicpurposes)verymuchlikephysicalpropertiesvis-a-Vis

Physicalobjects.3)But,Ofcourse,theycannotpossiblybethat･Inanycase,thedoctrine
PrOducesawell-knownparadox:fbritslgni丘eseitherthatweknowinsomeoriginalsensethat

theworldisunafftctedbyourseemlngknowledgeofit,thatis,ftomasourcethatisnot

COloredbyourcognlZlngPreSumPt10nS;Orthatweknowthatthatisso,despitethefactthatwe

CannOtknowitbyouractualcognlZlngPOWerS.MayIsuggestthatthatisthemasterpuzzleof

Descartes'stheoryofknowledge,Which,judgingbyKrausz'sde丘nitionofrealism,isvery

muchwithusstill.

IamnotentirelysureofKrausz,spositiononthematter･ForKrauszdoessaythatitis

qultepOSSible to reconcile his own oranotherversionof"multiplismりregardingthe

interpretationofartwofkswithrealism(asjustde丘ned)aswellaswith"construCtivism,"which

2)MichaelKrausz,"TheInterpretationofArt:CommentsonMultiplismandRelativism,"JTu(Journalofthe

FacultyofLetters,theUniversityOfTokyo,Aesthetics),ⅩⅩⅡ(1997),P･33

3)SeeMonroeC.Beardsley,771ePossibilityQfCriticism(Detroit:WayneStateUniversity,1970)･
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SeemSnOttObe(fbrhim)abrmOfrealismatall(because,Ofcourse,itdenieswhattherealist

血ms).4)

Krauszfavorsthe㍑construCtivistMstrategyhimself･Butanyone,sadoptlngrealismas

Krauszde丘nesitwouldsignifyーdisastrously-thatwhateveroqectivityonewishedtoassign

theinterpretationofartworkswouldinpnnciplebedeprivedofanyvalidclaimbasedonthe

SuPPOSedrealiststandingofthosesameartWOrks･Theobiectivityofinterpretationwouldlose
itsconceptualmoonngs･IjudgethedifBcultytobenon-negOtiabl?.Infact,KrauszafnrmS

that"thecontroversybetweensingularismandmultiplism[hisprimaryconcern]islogically
detachable&omthecontroversybetweenrealismandconstruCtivism,Which,byit?Very

formulation,isclearlymeanttoadvanceanexclusiveifnotexhaustivedigunction."5)This

CannOtbetrue･Theidea,aPParently,isthat,OngrOundsofcoherenceandvial)ility,dlerearenO

antecedentreasonsfordisa1lowlngeitherofeachpairedcontrasttobejoinedwitheither
memberortheotherpalrinfashionlngtheentirerangeofpossible-TPOtentiallyviable,eVen

defbnsible-theoriesofobjectiveinterpretation.

Icannotagree･For,ifconstruCtivismisnotarealismQfanysort,thenIseenowayof

PrOVidinganygroundfbrareasonedchoicebetweenslngularismandmultiplismin

COnStruCtivism,sfavor,nOmatterhowthosedoctrinesaremeanttobesortedanddisciplined･

Andifweareleftwithrealism(asdefined),thenourchoiceswillbehopelesslyimpoverished,

fbr,aSalreadyargued,languageandtheartswouldthenceasetoberealatal1･Theprospectis

notagoodone.

Itis,therefbre,PrqPOSterOuStOSuPPOSe,Onthestrengthoftherealist,ssay-SO,thattheentire

rangeofculturalphenomenaaresimplynotrealinanyonticallyserioussense-Or,nOtrealto

theextentthattheyarenotmere&p7gsical.Itakethisextraordinarythesistobe,forinstanCe,
theactualnerveofArthurDanto,sphilosophyofartalthoughthatmaynotbebelieved.

(Krausz,I'ma丘●aid,isnotalittletemptedbyit.6))But,Ofcourse,げweourselvesare,aS

enculturedbeings,Selves,fbrmedbyinternalizing(ininfancy)thelinguisticandallied

COmPetenCeSOfasocietyofqptselves,ifweare,SOtOSay,"born"asecondtimeasHerderhad

alreadycoqecturedmorethantwocenturiesago,7)thentherealistthesiswoulddenyourown

existenceandconstruCtivismwouldbeunabletorestoreit!

Ipressthesethemesatsomerisk,Imustconfess,becauseIhavenowishtodescendto

Smallquarrels,ParticularlywithaviewlikeKrausz's,Whichismeant(insomegoodmeasure)

4)SeeMichaelKrausz,RightnessandReasons:InteTPretationinCulturalPractices(Ithaca:CornellUniversity

Press,1993),PP･8-9･Krauszrepeatsthepointin"TheInterpretationofArt,"p.38.

5)Krausz,"TheInterpretationofArt,"p.38.

6)See,further,JosephMargolis,``FarewelltoDantoandGoodman,,,BritishJournalげAesthetics,XXXVIII

(1998)･Krauszpertinentlyremarksinthisconnection:"Howeverinterpretivelyindependenttheculturaloqect

maybe-andthereareimportantrespectsinwhichitis,forinstance,itssheerphysicality-itismademore

determinateinvariouswaysbyinterpretive,thatis,intentionalactlVlty,,,"TheInterpretationofArt,"p･36･

ButtheformularequlreSaninseparablecontinuumofsomesortthatincludesthe`わhysicaF,andthe"cultural,"

and"realism,"asKrauszdefinesit,rulesthatout.

7)IhavebenefitedherefromHeinzPaetzold･=KulturelleDifferenzundMultikulturalitat･EinKernPrOblemder

Kulturphilosophie,"mA,VOl･XXII(1997),P･48,reViewingHerder･stract,"Ideenzurphilosophieder

GeschichtederMenschheit:,IfindHerder,sphrasingremarkablyprescient･IfI･mnotmistaken,thethemeis

nowherementionedorexploredinIsaiahBerlin'sessay"HerderandtheEnlightenment,"VicoandHelder:
7h/OStudiesintheHistoTTQfldeas(NewYork:Viking,1976),OnWhichPaetzolddraws.
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tobeana11yofmyownandwhich(IthinkKraus･zwOuldagree)ispartlyinfluencedbymy

ownvies･Imustspeakfrankly,however,ifIamtomakeclearwhat,finally,isatstakeand

whatItaketobethespeci丘cstrengthsandadvantagesofmyposition-bow,inparticular,tO

avoiditsbeingconflatedortooeasilyreconciledwithanother,1ikeKrausz,s,Whichisactually

verydiffbrentthoughitmaynotappeartobe･

ThesinglemostimportantweaknessthatI血dinKrausz,stheory,WhichbearSdirectlyon

myownontologyand(therefore)itsroleinmydefenseofrelativism,1ieswiththesurprising

factthatErausznowheremakesprovisionfbrtherealiststandingof(WhatIca11)Intentional

properties･8)Neglectingthat,heneglectsthesinequanonoftheentireargument･It'struethat

hepursuesthequestionoftheobjectiveinterpretationofartwo止s(WhichimplicatesIntentional

properties);but,Ontheargumentalreadyofftred,the"realist=cannotaddresssuchproperties

obiectiveb7,because,fbrhim,therearenosuchproperties,theiradmissionviolatestherealist's
minimalconstraints.Presumably,theycanbeadmitted‖insomesense"bythe=construCtivist"

(Krausz,ssortofconstruCtivist);buttheconstruCtivist(asKrauszcharaCterizeshim)candoso

onlywithinthenon-realisttermSOfhisownaccount,andthat,snotgoodenough･

Inshort,ifIunderstandKrauszrightly,hedividesthe=ontological"questionbetweenthe

realistandtheconstruCtivistandholds(ineffect)thatIntentionalpropertiesdonotconform

withthequalincationstherealistimposesonwhatisrealandthattheconstruCtivist(SOmehow)

"admits"Intentionalpropertieswithinthespanofobjectiveattributionbutnotasreal,Since

realismprecludesconstruCtivism･Formypart,IsimplyinsistthatifIntentionalpropertiesare

notrealinanyePistemical1ypertinentsense,thenthequestionoftheirobjectiveattributionhas

nostandingatal1;andiftheyareaccordedobjectivestanding,thentheymustberealinsome
suitablyrobustsense･･Ifthisiscorrect,thenI,ma丘･aidKrausz,s=ontological"optlOnSCannOt

berelevantlybroughttobearonthequestionwhether,Objectively,theinterpretationof

artworksis,aShehasit,Slngularistormultiplist･9)Thequestionsimplycollapses･

Anotherwayofputtlngthesamepolntisthis:ifinterpretationstaketruth-Values,inthe

senseinwhichtheymaybetestedbyconsultingtherealpropertiesofartworks,thenboth

realismandconstruCtivism(asKrauszdefinesthem)mustbeuntenable;andifweareaSSured

thatthereisneverthelesssomeobiectivegroundonwhichtheirbeingascribedtoartworkscan
berightlytested,Whatevertruth-Valuesortruth-1ikevalues(OrOthervalues)weinvoke,thenwe

shouldbeentirelywithinourrightstodemandanaccountlngOfwhatthatgroundmightbe･

Thatisthewholeofmypurposehere･

ⅠI

ItisinthissensethatIclaimtherecanbenoviablerealismthatisnotalsoaconstruCtivism;

because,Ofcourse,theculturalworldcomprlSeSentitiesthatareculturallyconstituted,and

becauseweourselvesareSimi1adyconstitutedbytheenculturingpowersofaneXistingsociety

ofselves.Butthereisathird,adeeperreasonthattakesusbacktotheresolutionofthe

8)SeeJosephMargolis,"RelativismandCulturalRelativity,=JTu,Vol･XXII(1997)･

9)LookagainatKrausz,RightnessandReasons,Pp･8-9,Wheretheschemaofhisargumentismadeexplicit･
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fundamentalCartesianthreatofskepticism-(alreadynoted),thatliesatthe■rootof"realism=(Or

O句ectivism)readinKrausz'sway･Thereasonisthis:､it'sperfectlyallrighttotreatthe
PhysicalworldasindependentofhumanlnqulryandLinterpretation;butitisnotpossibleto

makesenseofdoingsowithoutconcedingthatit-andeverywould-bedeterminatetruth

aboutthatwor紘一-isepistemicallyconstruCtedinaccordwithourcognltlVeabilities･Thevery

ideathattheqpparentphysicalworldisnotconstitutedepIStemicallybytheconditionsof

humanunderstanding(CertainlythereverseofKant'strascendentalthesis)ispointedly

impossibletocon丘rmbyanyprocessthatisnotitselfalreadyquali丘edbyconditions

endogenoustohumaninquiry■Butifso,thenwhat(WemayaSk)istherelationshipbetween

therealandtheapparent?

Thisis,infact,thewell-knownfatalweaknessoftheearlyhisもOryOfphilosophyspannlng

DescarteSandKant･Theonlycoherenttheoryoftheindependenceoftherealworldadmits:

(a)thattheonticindependenceofthenaturalworldisapositofourq?istemicconstruCtions-

noumenaneednotqpply;(b)thattheworldofhumanCultureis,therefbre,aSmuChentitledto

realiststanding,thoughitcannOtbeindependentinthesenseof(a);(c)thattherealiststanding

Ofthenaturalworldentailsandpresupposestherealiststandingoftheculturalworld,

Particularlythestandingofselvesorpersons(OurSelves);and(d)thatonticandepistemic

questionsareinherentlyinseparable,Ormeaninglessifseparated,thoughtheyarenotthesame･

Conditions(a)-(d)arenOtinanyWayPartialtorelativism;andtheepistemicdependenceofthe

independentphysicalwodd(thatis,thedependenceofthatwodd'sbeingdeteminatelythusor

thusonthemind'scognizingpowers)isnotacontradictionoraparadoxoraconcessionto

idealism.

Oncewereachthisconceptualplateau,anentirelynewsetofdifficultiesarisesthataffbcts

thefbrtunesoftherunnlngargument.Bearwithme,Please.Imakeoutatleastthreenested

issuesonwhichIpersona11yholdstrongviews-WithoutresoIvingwhich,Iclaim,WeCannOt

POSSiblylegitimatetheobjectivityofinterpretation･OnerequlreSdistinguishingsharply
betweenthe"numberりand‖nature"ofwould-beentities;hence,SeCOndly,isolatingthe

COnditionsfbrdenotlng,individuating,identifying,andreidentifyingoneparticularentityfrom

an0ther,Whethernaturalorcultural.Tothisend,Irecommend,thirdly,thatwetreat"entity"in

averylaxway:allowlng,aSan山entlty,=anythingthatwearepreparedtosayexistsasan

individuateddenotatum,aboutwhichpredicativeclaimscanbemadeandvalidated.These

threenotionsconstituteafairpassattheminimalsenseof"realism."

ThebeanngOfallthisonwhathasgonebefbreisthis:丘rst,itconfirmSthesenseinwhich

theanalysesof"realism"and"truth"gohandinhand,butinawaybenignlyindiffbrentto

difftrencesbetweennaturalandculturalentities;SeCOnd,itrequlreSaCleardistinctionbetween

denotativeandpredicativeclaims,agalnWithoutprqjudicetopertinentdifferencesbetween

naturalandculturalentities;andthird,itconfirmSthatwhateverwemakeoftheo切ectivityOf
interpretiveclaimswilldependonwhatwejudgethe"nature"ofartworks(OrOthercultural

entities)tobe.

R･G･Collingwood,WhomKrauszcitesapprovlngly,COmmitstwoseriousblunders

regafdingthissecondtierofdistinctions･Forone,hegarblesthedistinctionbetween



84 JosephMARGOLIS

denotationandpredication.10)Sinceself-identityisanecessary(Perhapsa"conditionally

necessary")truthwherevernumericalidentityholds,皿dsincepredicationisnevermorethana

partialal)StraCtionffomawell-fbrmedassertionthatincludesasimilarre蝕emialordenotative

abstraction,theself-identityofahistory(Co11ingwood'sexample)orofanartwork(orofa

stone,fbrthatmatter)cannOtbesaid,COherently,tObealteredmerelyasaresultofparticular

predications･Iinsistonthepolnt,becausemanyCriticsofrelativismsupposethattherelativist

sh折ざtheidentityQfwhatintefPretationaddressesinordertomakeoutaplausiblecase･11)
Thatiscertainlynotmylntention-ⅧOrKrausz,s,Ibelieve･Butthecorrectionisdennitelyput

atenormOuSriskbyCollingwood,slaxityandbyanyOneWhowouldadopthisview･

Imustadd,however,that,althoughtheinterpretationofahistoryorartworkorsentence

cannot,forreasonsofconceptualcoherence,altertheidentltyOfanydenotatum,the

interpretationofIntentionallyqualifiedentitiescanindeedalterthe"nature"ofwhatmaybe

thereafterinterpreted･Ihavenodoubt,fbrinstance,thatthe㍑nature"ofGoethe,sFausthas

beenaffbctedbythereceptlOnOfRomanticismandwhathasreplacedRomanticism･Butmy

reasonsaredrawnfromthemetaphysicsofIntentionalityandthedifftrencebetweennumber

andnature.Inshort,OnaCOnStruCtivistreadingofrealism,WemuStabandonanypretensethat

artworksbelongto"naturalkinds"orpossess"essences''invirtueofwhich(inanAristotelian

sense)wemightsupposeourselvesobligedtoholdthataparticulardenotatummusthavebeen

individuatedasaparticularOfacertainessentialkind･Idon,tsubscribetoanySuChview,andI

seenonecessltyinit･Al1werequlreisacarefu1distinctionbetweenthepredicativeodditiesof

artwo血sandtheirdenotative丘xity.

Furthermore,SinceKrauszdoesnotinsistonarealisttreatmentofartwofks,itishardtosay

preciselywhathemeansbythenumericalidentltyandreidenti丘abilityofaparticular

artwork-aPtfbrrivalinterpretivepredications･Idon,tnndthissatisfactori1yexplainedin

Krausz･12)ItseemstoslipinCollingwood,sdirection･

Collingwood,sothermistakeismoresubtle,butnotseparableffomthefirst･Itsuggests

againthetroublingquestionofjustwhatKrauszmightmeanbytheobiectivityOfinterpretive
imputationstoartworks･Inthissecondmistake,Collingwoodopposes(quitecorrectly)the

"realism=champ10nedbyacontemporaryofhis,CookWilson-arealismthatisplainlyin

accordwithKrausz,sde丘nition･Co11ingwoodwoulddefeatallsuchrealisms13)bywayofa

lO)SeeR.G.Collingwood,…TheDecayofRealism,=AnAutobiogrqphy(Oxford‥Clarendon,1978),Pp･97-98;

citedbyKrausz･Imyselfthinkthemistakeisclearerifyoucomparep■98withp･111･See,also･Krausz,

"TheInterpretationofArt,"p･39,WhereKrauszspeaksapprovlnglyofCollingwood,s=processualview"of

thenatureof"culturalobjects."Ⅰ,maftaidItakeCollingwood'sviewtobetechnicallyincoherent･

11)ThemostrecentexamplethatIknowofappearsinRobertStecker,=TheConstructivist'sDilemma･"Journal

げAestheticsandArtiCritivism,LV(1997)･SteckerappliesthechargetoKrausz'sRightnessandReasons-

mistakenlyIbelieve;butanyyieldingonKrausz,spartinthedirectionofCollingwoodwouldlendcolorto

Stecker'scharge.

12)CompareKrausz,"TheInterpretationofArt,"pp･36-37･

13)SeeCollingwood,…TheDecayofRealism:,p･44･Themostrecent,uP-tO-dateversionofthissortofrqalism

appearsinMichaelDevitt,RealismandT>uth,2nded･(Princeton=PrincetonUniversityPress,1991)･Devitt's

doctrinefails,aSdoesCookWilson,s;butthathardlyshowsthatthe‖independence,,oftherealphysicalworld

cannOtbesustainedasanepistemicartifactofaconstruCtiverealism(aconstruCtivism)which,tOthatextent,is

noidealism.
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reductio,WhichKrauszreports･HemeanstoexposethenoumenalpretensionsofCook

Wilson's=realismMandwithitthepretensionsof=realismMtoutcourt･Heisrightaboutthe

first(thenoumenalpretension)butwrongaboutthesecond(confusingtheepistemic

dependenceoftheindependentworldwiththeineluctabilityofidealism).Krauszisrightto

remarkthatCollingwood,smaneuverdoesnotprecludetherecoveryof"realism,,;butKrausz

himselffai1stonotice(Isubmit)thatsucharecoverywouldrequireafundamentalchangein

thedefinitionofrealism･14)Theulteriorpolntremainsthesame.Thefbrmaldistinction

betweenreftrenceandpredicationaffbrdsnoepIStemiclicenseforbelievlngthatthe

interpretationofculturalentities(nomatterhowlabile)a飴ctsinanyWaythe"number,,orself･

identltyOftherealentitiesthatarebeinglnterPreted･Collingwoodscantsorconfusesthe

matter,POSSiblyasaresultofhisidealism:heutterlyconfbundsthequestionofinterpretive

O句ecdvi呼.
ThisisthesameissueonwhichKrauszseemstometobeinsufBcientlyexplicit･ItrequlreS

theformaldistinctionalreadymentioned･ButitrequlreSanOtheraswell,namely,thatcultural

entitiesareindissolublycomplex:insofarastheyexist,theycannotfailtobeinseparably

embodiedinphysicalentities(notthroughidentity),andanyrealismthatconcededtheir

Intentional=natures=couldnotbecapturedbyKraus､Z,sdistinctionbetweenrealismand

COnStruCtivism･Iurgethat,Withoutsuchatheory,thereisnopolntinspeakingofthe

OqeCtivityofinterpretationorofchoosingbetweensingularismandmultiplism(inKrausz,s

termS)orofjustifyingarelativisticreadingofinterpretation(inmyown).Forthemoment,I
insistonlyontheargument,sscruPle･ButItruStyOuWillseethatthestandingofarelativistic

theoryofinterpretationisinseparablefromtherealiststandingofIntentionalproperties･

NothingsofarsaidentailsordrivesustoadoptanyfbrmOfrelativism･Iclaimonlythat

anytheorythatignoresthemetaphysicalquestionlSPlainlyirrelevant･Ontheissuesalready

raised,Ioffbrafbwpronouncements･Foronething,WithoutprqjudicetoparSlngtheworldby
WayOfalternativedenotata,15)itappearSthatthereisgeneralagreement,ininterpretlng

artWOrks,abouthowweindividuateandreidentifytheparticularWOfksweinterpret.Thefact
is,thequarrelsrelativismengenderstendtocenteronpredicativeratherthandenotative

matters･Intheartworld,theyftatureinterpretivee放)rtSOVerWhelmingly･Ithereforewaivea11

quarrelsaboutwhetherwemightconceivablytreatreftrencerelativistica11y･Toinsistonthe

14)See,fbrinstance,Krausz,=TheInterpretationofArt,"p･39･Krausz,sremarktotheefftctthat…Co11ingwood,s

argumentdoesnotactua11yshowthefalsityofrealism,Onlythatonecannotknowittobetrue"missesthe

essentialpoint(againsttheCartesiantendencyinearlymodernphilosophyandinCookWilsonandin

Collingwood'sattackonCookWilson)andclearlyriskstheincoherenceofadmittingthat"realism,,mightbe

truethoughitmightbeimpossibleevertoknowthatitwastrue!Icannotseethatthisisnotitselfaversionof
theverydoctrineCollingwoodcorrectlyattacks･

15)InT4brdandObject(Cambridge:MITPress,1960),W.V.Quineoffersthemostextremeversionofthiskind

Ofmetaphysicaltoleranceatthedenotative(Orrefbrential)1eveトwhathecalls=theindeterminacyof

translation･"Tobeperftctly丘●ank,InndQuine'stheorytobeincoherent-also,tObeincompatiblewithother

Ofhiswell-knowndoctrines(ther可ectionoftheanalytic/syntheticdistinctionparticularly).Thereaso血is

WOrthbearinglnmind:althoughdistinct,referenceandpredicationareconceptuallyinseparable;thereareno

free-floatingpredicablesthatarenotidentifiedrelativetoanopensetofeligibledenotata;predicablesand

denotataaremoreorlessmatchedinnatural-languagediscourse.
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possibilityherewouldriskmuddyingthelocalquestionoftheloglCandmetaphysicsof

interpretation･Ithasitsbonafides,allright,andIshouldn,tcaretOSlightitsimportanCe･On

thecontrary,tOViewitseriouslywould,Ibelieve,returnuStOthedeeperlqueStionoftheflux

thatProtagorasfirsthadinmindinadvanclngtheancientfbrmofrelatiyism･16)ButImust

leavethattopicforanotheroccasion･

Iturninsteadtoasecondsmallprounouncement‥Viz･,that,Sincenoonehasevershown

howPlatonismortherealisttreatmentofuniversalscouldpossiblybeinvokedincriterialor

cognltlVetermS,theobjectiveuseofpredicateseffectivelyconformswithsomethinglike
Wittgenstein,snotionofalebenゆT7nlichpractice:thatis,PrOCeedsinawaythatcanbe

consensuallytolerated(Withoutrelyingonpriorcriteria)bythespontaneouspredicative

practicesofoneoranothersocietyofaptnativespeakers･Wittgenstein,sextraordinari1y

perceptlVe丘ndingwamsusthatifyoulookcarefu11yatpredicativepracticesyouwillfind

that-aSamOngWhatwecall"games"-thereisno"onethread"thatrunsthroughallthe

properapplicationsofthetermbutrather‖many[overlapping]丘bres=17)andthatthatpractice

lSPerftctlyviable･Itispossibleofcoursetobuild,OnSuChaりfbundation,"atheoryofmore

powerfultheoreticalornomologicalregularities,aSinscience,ssearchfor=naturalkinds･"But

anysuchimprovement,Ishouldsay,CannOtfailtorestonthefirstand,Whenempirica11y

construed,alwayslmPlicatesthefirst･T鮎sisnotalwaysrightlyperceived･18)

Idrawtwolessonsfromthis:One,thatpredicativeobjectivityisintrinsicallyinf血naland

cannOt,eXCePtbythefiatofoneoranotherconvention,bemadeto丘taneXCePtlOnlessbivalent

logic;theother;thatthereisnodefensiblerealistaccountofpredicablesexceptonethatis

franklyconstruCtivistandrefusestoconcedeanyprlnCipleddi?junctionbetweencognlZlng

subiectsandcognizedobjects.Iemphasizethegainthisway,SOthatwecannOtfai1toseethat

obiectivepredicationcannotbealtogetherinhospitabletotherelativisticalternative,Whether
wearespeakingofIntentionalornon-Intentionalattributes,thoughitdoesnotcommitusto

relativism.ItisworthnotlngthattheargumentdoesnotturnOnthedistinctionbetweennatural

andculturalpredicables:PredicationassuchisincompatiblewiththerealistdoctrineKrausz

defines--叫nCePlatonismhasbeenindependentlyrqjected･Thatisanimportantgalngainedat

averysmallcost･

Ishouldperhapsaddthatthissecondlessonexplainsthesenseinwhichthereisno

principledpri0rityorneutralitythatcanbeassignedso-Ca11edりlogical=or=semantic"analyses

over"epIStemOlogical=and=metaphysical"ones‥OnmyView,thenrstarenothingbutversions

ofthesecondpursued"byothermeans･"Theentiretraditionofanalyticphilosophyranglng,

say,ffomFregetoDummett(andincludingQuineandCarnaP)goescompletelyagainstthe
idea,butIbelievesuchpri0ritiesareafbitraryandcannotpossiblybevindicated･19)It,sforthis

16)IshouldaddthatIassociatetheissuewiththerelativismoftheearlyBuddhistphilosopher,N豆garjuna･WhomI

verymuchadmire･ItraisesalargerqueStionthantheoneIampreparedtoanSWerhere･

17)SeeLudwigWittgenstein,PhilosqphicalInvestigations,tranS･G･E･M･Anscombe(0Ⅹford:BasilBlackwell,

1953),n.Ⅰ,§§66-67.

18)Forone,JerryFodor,stheoryofconceptsdoesnotcometotermssatisfactorilywiththisdecisiveconstraint･

seeJerryA.Fodor,Concqts:WhereCognitiveScienceWentWrong(Oxford:Clarendon,1998),Chs･6-7

19)ForaparticularlytransparentexampleofwhatIamopposing,SeeMichaelDummett,771eLrogicalBasisqf

Metaphysics(Cambridge‥HarvardUniversityPress,1991),Introduction･Krauszmaywellhavebeen

influencedalongrelatedlinesbytheviewsofKar1Popper･
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reasonthatItreattheanalysisofrefbrenceandpredicationasalreadypossesslngOnticand

epIStemicimport-aSbeingnotentitledtosetpnorconstraintsinanywayonLadmissible

Cdntribution`stotheothef.OnlyifthereweredemonstrableloglCalandsemanticconstraints

thatwerebothsubstantiveandnecessari1yindeftasiblecouldtheclaimsurvive.Butthereare

nosuchpri0rities---一払rinstance,nOneregardingnoncontradiction,bivalence,eXCludedmiddle,

tertiumnondbtur,identity,nOmOlogicality,Su伍cientreason.It'sthefailureofallsuchmodal

notionsthatturnsusihWittgenstein'sdirection.ButtoseethatistoseethatthelebenゆTmlich
COnSenSuSOfourdiscursivepracticesisthemediumofhuman1ift,nOtanyParticularcriterion

OrCriteriallydetemined点nding(OranyapPrOXimationofsame)withinitsscope.20)

Thedenialof"absolutist"(OrSingularist)viewsofuniquelycorrect(true)descriptionsor

interpretationsofartworks(OrOfanythingelse,forthatmatter)isnot.tobeconfusedwith

relativismatal1:allviableepIStemOlogleSareCOnStrainedinthesamewayifanyare.Itis,I'm

afraid,aSeriousmistaketoholdthatthedenialof"absolutism"istantamounttoespouslng

r己1ativism,Orthatthedenialthatthereare"0切ectivestandards.‥independentofany
historicalorculturalcontexts"istantamOunttOrelativism,OrthattheadoptlOnOfalogicother

thananexceptlOnlessbivalenceistantamounttorelativism･21)Iopposeal1suchmaneuvers･

TheylosesightofacruCialdistinction･Relativism,inmyview,iscompatiblewithabivalent

logic(Suitablyconstrained),andnon-relativistsoftensubscribetothree-Valuedormany-Valued

loglCS,Whicharenotrelativisticatall.

ThespecificmarkofarelativisticloglCisthat,amOngthemany-Valuedvaluesthatit

admits,itadmits,aSValid,incongruentjudgments,thatis,judgmentsorclaim(interpretations)
thatonabivalentlogicbutnotnowwouldbecontradictoryorincompatible.Themotivation

fbrfavonngthisdistinctiondepends,aSIsay,Onthemetaphysicsofculturalentities,Ontheir

interpretablenatures,andon血ebearlngOfbothontheconditionsofobjectiveinterpretation.

ⅠⅠI

Enoughisnowinplacetomakeaddingthefinalthirdlegofmyaccountthenatural

CaPStOneOfthegatheringar宰ument･ForallthereasonsalreadyglVen-inparticular,the

diffbrencebetweennatureandculture;theartifactualandsulgenerisconditi(inofcultural

entities;theinescapablyconstruCtivistreadingofpredicationandrealism;therecognltlOnthat

humanselvesaresociallyconstitutedinthesameWayOtherculturalphenomenaare,Wherethe

latterarethemselvesnothingbutthe"utterances"ofindividualandaggregatedselves;andthe

unlque metaPhysics ofIntentionalproperties,Whether with regard to selves or their

utterances一-CannOt,Imaintain,beconvincinglydeftndedinanywaythatwouldprecludethe

eligibility,Verylikelytheprefbrability,OfrelativismasIhavede丘nedit.There'stheslimmeSt

VerSionofthethesisIamPreParedtodeftnd.

Manywhooffertheoriesofinterpretation,WhethercastingeneraltermSOrSPeCifica11y

keyedtoliteratureorpaintingorhistory,COnfidentlyafnrm(withoutsuccess)thattheyavoid

allmetaphysicalentanglements･Theycannotberight･IsingleoutKrausz,saccountasan

20)Krauszmayhavemissedthetoneofthepoint･See,forinstance,Krausz,"TheInterpretationofArt,"p.42.

21)SeeKra11SZ,"TheInterpretationofArt,"p.40.
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obviousspecimen,butthetendencyisthedominantoneinphilosophiesofartandhistory･

鮎auszwishestoremain"agnostic=ontheontologyofculturalentities,inparticular･Onthe

ontologyof"obiects-Of-interpretation"(the"objects"weinterpret)･ButwecannOtClaimtobe

neutral,there,げWealsomeantosecureinterpretation'sobjectivity･For,Ofcourse,if
interpretiveoqectivitydq,endsonthenatureofIntentionalprppertiesandonwhethertheyaTe

slgni丘cantlydiffbrentfromthenon-Intentionalphysicalpropertiesofnaturalthings,thenthe

disclaimerwillcountfbrverylittle･"Ishal1adaptanagnOSticattitude,"Krauszadvises,"With

respecttowhethertherearePraCtice-independentobjects･･･andIshallarguethatpertinent
`ontologlCal,issuesarelogica11ydetachablefromthepraxialconsiderationscentraltothe

d占batebetween･thesingularistandmultiplistpositions."22)(By"praxial,"Krauszmeansthat
interpretiveobjectivitydbesdependonestablishedpractices･)

Thiswonミtdo,Ⅰ,mafraid,andI,mboundtosaywhy.Krauszintroducestheterm"0切ect-

0トinterpretation"todesignatethe"oqect"weadmittedlyinterpret;butheacknowledgessuch
denotataonlyinasense,hesays,thatisneutraltoontologicalissues,thatis,tOqueStionsabout

the"realist"standingofsuch"objects."Since,however,he'srestrictedtheterm"realist"inthe

waywehaveseen,anyfavorablereadingoftheo切ectivestandingofinterpretationthatadmits

thatitsobiectsarenot"practice-independent"musteitherbecontradictoryordencient:for

objectivitymuStdependinsomesuitablyvalidatedwayonthepropertiesofjustsuchpractices;

andthatistantamOunttOfavoringanaltemativeconceptionofrealism･0therwise,Objectivity
hangsintheair,1acksanyconfirmatOrygrOundsatall･Krausz,squestionabouttherelative

Strengthsofsingularismandmultiplismnowhavenopolnt･

Merelytotreat"objects-Of-interpretation"as"obiects"qptforobiectiveinterpretation

(though"practice-dependent")showsthatwesti11needanaCCOmmOdatingrealism･Practices

musthaverealiststandingifweourselvesarereal･FurthermOre,げWeCandeterminethe

objectivestandingofcompetinginterpretationsofwould-be"objects-Of･interpretation"(thatis,
denotatanotviewedasseparableffompertinentsocialpracticesbutindividuatableand

reidenti丘ablenonetheless),thenwehavealreadyfixedtherealiststandingofsuchdenotata･

Whatotherconsiderationscouldtherebe?Krauszwomiesaboutthefo1lowingdi伍culties:(a)

whetherthedi毎unctionbetweenrealismandconstruCtivismmustbeanal1-Or-nOthingaffair:23)
theanswerisNo;(b)whetherIntentional(OrCultural1yinterpretal)1e)propertiesareormustbe

determinateinthesamesensephysicalpropertiesaresaidtobe:24)theanswerisNo,aSfaraS

realismisconcemed;(c)whether,atleastbyinftrencefrom(a)and(b),the"indeteminacy"of

"obiects-0トinterpretation"signi丘esthattheirpropertiescannOthaverealiststanding,1nSPlteOf

being"objectively"interpretable:25)theanswerisNo,thequestionisanon-Starter;and(d)

whethertheinterpretive…completionHor‖concretization叩or=detemination"ofaninherently

indeterminateoqectcouldturnOneParticulardenotatumintoan0ther:26)theanswerisNo,the

22)Kransz,尺なゐれg∫∫αJd尺gαぶ0那,pp･7-8･

23)SeeKraus乙RighhzessandReasons,P5･

24)SeeKrausz,RighTnesSandReasons,Ch171

25)SeeKrausz.Rig如!eSSandReasons,Pp･156-158･

See,also,E.M.Zemach,乃pes:EssaysinMetqphysics(Leyden‥E･J･Brill,1992),WhichKrauszcitesand

whichintroducestheideaofindeterminacyin(SPeakingof)nature･
26)SeeKrausz.RighmessandReasons,P･146l
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questionisself-defbating.

Noneoftheseworriesneeddelayus･Itmayindeedbearguedthat,insomeveryspecial

SenSe,POSSiblyakintothatofQuine'sindeteminacythesis,27)theverychoiceofanOntOlogyis
"indeterminate,Mlogicallyafbitrary･Butthisisnottheissuehere･Ininterpretivecontexts,any

SuChindeterminacywillhavealreadybeenresoIved:eVenQuinewouldagree.Weshould
alreadyhasidenti丘edthe"object-Of-interpretation･"Thepuzzlelieselsewhere.Surelyitrests

WiththelogicalpeculiantyOfIntentionalproperties･And,there,artWOrksandothercultural

entitiesarenotindeterminateatall･Theyare,rather,numericallydetelminateinthesame

SenSePhysicalobjectsareandpredicativelydbtenninablesulgeneris,inasensenotc?Ptured
bytheusual‖determinate=/"deteminableりdistinctionqppropnatetophysicalormerelynatural

a血butes･There'sour丘nalquarry.

Everypredicable(OrPredicate)isgeneral,bywhichwemeantWOthings:One,thatifitmay

berightlypredicatedofanyparticulardenotatum,theninpnncipleitmay,Withoutalteration,

bepredicatedofotherdenotaia;theother,thatthereisnoinfimatepredicableinanyorderof

determinablepredicablesthatissocompletelydeterminatethatitisincapableinpnncipleof

beingmore丘nelyspeci丘edbyfurtherdeterminatealternatives･Intentionalpredicablesare,Of

COurSe,generalinthisdouble畠ense･But,quaIntentional,theydif托rfromotherpredicablesin

beinginherentlylnterPretable･They areinherently slgnificative,SemioticlingulStic,

representational,eXPreSSive,historical･Theyaredete7minablefbrthatreasoninapotentially

PuZZling way:they are made determinate by way ofinterpretation and they remain

interpretivelydeterminablebyfurtheralternativeinterpretations･TheyarenOtSimply

indeterminate;andartworkspossesslngSuChpropertiesarenottherebyrenderedinherently

"incomplete'｣欄Sthephenomenologistsarefondofsaylng:RomanIngardenforinstance･28)

IrespectandshareIngarden'spuzzle,butIcannotendorsehisbizarresolutions･Theyarea

kindofCartesianexcess.Thebarestadmissionofartwofks,histories,Selvesasrealorexistent

denotata deftats every would-be realism that first postulates and then recovers-Or

ingenuouslyreplaces(asthephenomenologistsdo)-theimpossibleCartesiandreamof

COmlngtOknowwhatisunknowable:Viz･,realentitiessoindependentoftheconditionsof

humanknowledgethatanyq)Pealtoknowledgecontaminatestherealistprqiect;Or,entitiesso

COmPletelydeterminatethatinvokinganymerelyhumanpredicatesnecessari1yfalsifiestheir

independentnature･Therearenosuchentities･"29)Thereisnorealismthatishumanly

inaccessible;therearenodenotativeorpredicativeresourcesthatwecannotunderstand･Every

meaningfulrealismmustbecognitivelyefftctive-muSt(tobethat)joininseparably(against

27)SeeW･V･Quine,ThePulTuitQfTYuth,2nded･reV.(Cambridge:HarVardUniversityPress,1992).

28)SeeBogdanDziemidok,"CanWeandShouldWeOvercomeCulturalRelativismintheTheoryofAesthetic

andMoralValues?"JTu,Vol･22(1997)･Dziemidok'sdiscussionofIngarden(ifIunderstanditrightly)

ShowsthatIngardenwasunabletoreconcile,aSObjectivelyvalid,alternativeinterpretations(aesthetic

"concretizations")ofoneandthesameartwork･Heevidentlyworried(inawaynotuplikeCollingwood's

WOrryabout"encapsulation'7)thatdifferentaestheticresponseswouldsignifythattheyreferredtodifftrent
denotata･ThatispreciselywhatIambentonremedying･Intentionalityisthekey･

29)TwoleadingspecimensofarevivedCartesianrealismoftheanalyticsortareprovidedbyMichaelDevitt,

RealismandTYuthandJohnA･Searle,771eConstructionQfSocialReality(NewYork:FreePress,1995)
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theCarteSianvision)everyonticandepistemicinguiry･Thereisnosuchdoctrinethatisnot

alsoaconstruCtivism.

Furthermore,WhateverremainspuzzlingaboutIntentionalpropertiescanalwaysbe

coherentlyadmittedwithinitsspaceandresoIvedthere-ifisresoIval)1eatal1･Forthepuzzle

ofwhati岳intrinsicallyinterpretableinartandhistorylSnOthingmorethanWhatisdistinctive

oftheenculturedexistenceofhumansocieties‥Oftheirself-interpretationbywayofthe

interpretationoftheirstable=utterances"-aCtions,deeds,histories,teXtS,SentenCeS,artWOrks,

careerS,institutions･ItisonlythevestlgeSOftheCartesianmyththatdistractsusfromthe

distinctiverealityofhumanculture･(InndcompensatingimpulsesoftheCartesiansortin

Ingarden,sandCollingwood,sandKrausz,sverydifferentundertakings･)Inaway,th9

relativismIproposeishardlymorethananaturalcorollaryofhavingrqiectedthedeepest
claimsofCartesianrealism,Whileavoidinganexcessiveidealismandhononngtheformal

constraintsofrefbrenceandpredication･

ⅠV

Butweareconcemedherewithrealism,sbeanngontheloglCOfinterpretation･The

argumentrestsonasinglepivot･GiveupCarteSianrealism:yOutherebyfreethemetaphysics

ofobjectiveclaimsofeverysortfromFirstPhilosophy,foundationalism,COgnltlVePrivilege,
necessitiesdereanddet:Ogitatione,theexceptionlessclousreofbivalence,tranSCendentalism,

andsimilarextravagances･Philosophylbecomes"emplrlCal,=piecemeal,CarPenteredinthe

senseofnttingthesaliencieswe血dwecannOtaVOidwithinourlnqulneS･

Admitthat,andyouadmitthataviablerealismmustbeaconstruCtivism:thecon丘rmation

ofanyclaim(whetherBrst-OrSeCOnd-Order)cannotbutbelebenゆrmlichandhistoricized-
ultimatelyconsensualbutnotcriterial･Toadmitallthatistoadmitthatonticandepistemic

andinterpretedfixitiesareartifactsofourcontlngentPraCtices･Culturalrelativlty-in

particular,thesheerdivergenceanddiversltyOfhumanlnqulneSissimplytheinclusivedatum

thatCartesiamismclaimstoovemidebutcannOt.Itsadmissionissoblandbynowthatitcounts

ascommongroundforCartesian,Kantian,andphenomenologlCalcertitudesandfortheir

rqjection.Thatisasneutralasonecanbe･
Wemay,Ofcourse,Chooseto=protect=culturaldiversltyandmakethata normative

prlnCipleofitsown･30)Isayonlythatsuchaconceptisnowhereriskedbyadmittlng

relativism.Here,Isingleouttwosourcesofmisunderstanding･One,thefirst,maybe

completelyresoIvedbygrasplngthatitdoesnotfollowfromりculturalrelativity"31)thatthe

very meanlng Of truth and knowledge and reality must also
be relativized-Or

30)ThismaybeoneofthereasonsKen-ichiSasakioffersforbpposingmyreadingof=culturalrelativity"asa

first-Orderdatum.SeeKen-ichiSasaki,``Who,sA打aidofJosephMargolis?-CulturalRelativityvs･

Relativism,,,JTu,Vol.XXII(1997).But,ifso,thetwoclaimsarehardlyincompatibleoraddressedtothe

samequestion･Forexample,Whether=relativity=supportsorrequlreSadeeperuniformltylnnatureOrCulture

orbothisitselfanissuethat,aSIseethematter,PreSuPPOSeSSOmethingclosetomy=first-Order"reading･But

Sasakihasothero句ections･

31)SeeMargolis,"CulturalRelativityandRelativism･''
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"relationalized"-intermsofanyfavoredspecim?nSOf㍑culturalrelativity･"Onmyreading,

Culturalrelativityisnomorethanafirst-Orderdatum.Ithasas suchnosecond-Order

Slgni丘canCe.

FurthermOre,ifbilingualism=biculturalismandifinter-andintra-SOCietaldivergence.sare

Ofthesamekindithem･theveryperceptlOnOf=culturalrelativity=belongslntrinsica11ytothe

COgnitivecompetenceofeveryenculturedself･Thatisthesenseinwhichsuchrelativityisa

nrst-Orderdatum,adatummarkedassuchbeforeweeverspeculateabouthowtobringlttO

bearOnCOntentiousphilosophicalclaims･Inthissense(con℃CtingKen-ichiSasaki'sreadipg.of

myview),relativitydoesnotentailorpresupposerelativism.Onthecontrary,itisentirely

COmPatiblewiththerqectionofrelativism!AIso,Ofcourse,ifselvesarethesitesofencultured

COmPetenCeS,then"relativity"affbctsthedescriptionofnatureasmuchastheinterpretationof

art･AIso,truetOthedistinctionbetween丘rst-andsecond-Orderquestions,theadmissiQnOf

Culturalrelativitycannotclaimtodisqualifyuniversalismsofanysort-tranSCendentalisms,
fbrmS OfcognltlVe Privilege,mOdalnecessities that some claim we cannot override.

Relativism,however,isincompatiblewithuniversalism.

OnceCartesianrealismisrqjeQted,COnStruCtivismisboundtoassignthatdatum(Cultural

relativity)anOthermeaning･It'sinthissensethatthesuigenerisdetemindbilityofIntentional

Predicablessuggests･theadvantagesofrelativism･Buttoadmitonlythatgoesnodistance

towardendorslnganOther,thesecondsourceofmisunderstanding:namely,thatiffirst-Order

Cldims･areindeedrelativizedtotheresourcesofdiversepractices("culturalrelativity"),thenthe

SeCOnd-Order concq,tS･Of truth and knowledge and reality must also be fbrmally

"relationalized,りcastinexplicitlyculture-relativeterms･Thatwouldbea90mPletenon

Sequltur,aPemicious-and,indeed,anincoherent-doctrine･Certainly,eVeryCOnSistent

relativistwouldrqjecttheargument･ItwouldyieldanunacceptableBnding:Viz.,that"true"
means"true-for-X''orsomesuchthing,Whichispreciselywhat(Onthestandardreading)

SocratesancientlychargedProtagoraswithproposing32)(Here`tr"signi丘esaparticularPerSOn

Or"PerSPeCtive･")･"Relationalism,''thedoctrineinquestion,yieldsthefatalconsequencethatit

becomesimpossiblefordiffbrentspeakersevertosharethesameOPerativenotionoftruth･

ImustsayI丘nditbewilderingtotestifyagalnandagalntOJuSthowstrenuouslyand

Carelesslyandwithwhatunrelentlngardorrelativismisopposed･Itshistoryishardlyinsplnng･

Itmaybetheoneancienttopicwehavewhosetreatmenthasremainedalmostcompletely

unchanged sinceits originalincarnation,More,stheplty,SinceProtagoras,s defeatat

Socrates'shandswasacompletelygratuitousvictory･Ihaveproceeded,therefore,by

PrOPOSlngafreshreadingofawould-berelativisticloglC,Onethatisconsistentandcoherent,

COmPatiblewiththeuseofbivalence,invokedinvarious･Well-de丘nedsectorsofinqulry

(notably,ininterpretivecontexts),WellsuitedtodefendingProtagoras,andnevergivento

heroicconcq)tualmeasures･IamnOtinterestedinrqectlngbivalencetoutcourt,Orindenylng

Obviouslogicalandmethodologicaldifftrencesindi飴rentlnqulneS･Notatall･

Myeffbrtismeanttoshow(i)thatapertinentrelativismiscoherent,CaPableofbeing

32)Forafu11eraccount,SeeJosephMargolis,The升uthaboutRelativism(Oxford:BasilBlackwell,1991).
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appliedwithasmuchrigorasabivalentlogic,and,arguably,betterBttedfbrcertainlnqulneS

thananunyieldingbivalence;(ii)thatthedeftatofCartesianrealism,FirstPhilosophy,

cognltlVePrivilege,mOdalnecessities,tranSCendentalism,andthelikeprovidesafavorable

groundonwhichrelativismmaythrive;(iii)thatrelativisticandnon-relativisticclaimsare

reconcilableandoftenworktogether;and(iv)thatthedefbnseof(i)-(iii)doesnotitselfrequire

arelativisticargument･IadmitIamdrawntomoreradicalpossibilities･ButIseenoreasonto

burdenthosewhomightconcedetheforceof(i)-(iv)tojoinmeinanymoreextreme

COI再ec山托S.
ThepIVOtOftheargumenthasneverbeenmorethanthis:thatculturalphenomenamust

haverealiststanding;thatadmittingthatisadmittingthemetaphysicalpeculiaritiesof

Intentionalproperties;andthatadmittingthatistantamOunttOadmittingthedistinctlygoodfit

betweenarelativisticlogicandtherequlrementSOfinterpretiveobjectlVlty･Inthissense,I

viewrelativismasaverymoderatesolutiontocertainwell-knownproblems,nOtaSafixed丘rst

pnncipleofitsown.Roughly:WiththerqectionofCartesianrealism,ObiectlVltyCannOtfailto
belebendbrmlichorsittlichorconstructivistinasenseakintoWittgenstein'sandHegel's

claimsbutobviouslynotactuallytheirs･ImeanthatourcognltlVePraCticesarebroadly

consensual,COmPetentWithoutbeinggroundedinfoundationalpropositionsor駄edcriteria･33)

TheargumentaPPliesinthenaturalsciencesaswellasintheinterpretationofartandhistory･

Iriskmyentirebriefonthelogicalinfbrmalityofreftrence,Predication,COnteXt,meaning,

evidence,andthelike.Thesearenotrelativisticconcessionsofanysort:theyaresimply

entailedbydefeatingCartesianrealismanditsallies･Theythereforebrmthebasisofevery

construCtivistversionofrealism,Whetherrelativisticornot.nlelogicalinformalityOfwhichI

speakisadeeperclaimthanthatoftheaptnessofrelativismininterpretivecontexts:itmakes

constructivisminescapable,COnfirmsthatbivalencehasapplication(whereveritdoes)in

cQnStruCtivisttermS;hence,thatbivalenceandrelativismrelyonthesameCOnSenSualgrounds･

Butifyouadmitallthat,yOuCannOtthendisa1lowaconstruCtivist丘tbetweenrelativismand

interpretiveobiectivity.Q.E.D.Furthermore,ifyoureviewtheargumentSOfthemostrecent

opponentsofrelativism,yOuWillseethattheyclaimthatevenifyougrantthatrelativismis

self_COnSistentitmustviolatesomedictumofCartesianrealismortheyclaimmetq)hysicshas

noparticularbearlngOnWhatshouldcountasanobiectivelnqulryOrthatrelativismcannot
improveontheresourcesbivalencealreadyaffbrds･BeardsleyandKrauszfavorthe丘rsttwo

optlOnS;RobertSteckerandStephenDavies,thethird･34)

FurthermOre,OnCeyOutaketheconstruCtivistthemetoheart,yOuSeetheblunderof

supposlngthatthefollowlngtWOformulationsareequivalent‥

(a)everycognitiveclaimis,CannOtbutbe,relativizedtoourcontingentconceptualand

evidentiaryresources･

(b)everycogmitiveclaimcon丘rmedinaccordwith(a)necessarilyholdsthat"true"="true-

for,X"(andsoon,forallotherpertinentepistemicnotions)･

Theconfusionbetween(a)and(b)Itaketobetheconfusionbetweenculturalrelativityand

33)SeeWittgenstein,PhilosqphicalInvestigation5,Pt･Ⅰ,§481･

34)SeeStephenDavies,"RelativisminInterpretation,"JoumalqfAestheticsandArtCriticism,Vol･II(1995)･
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Philosophicalrelativism:(a)istautologicalortrivial;(b)istheincoherent"relationalist"

readingofrelativism.Myownclaimisthat(a)wouldbevacuousevenifCartesianismwere

tme!

Whatisnotidleistheclaimthat,readinaccordwiththedefeatofCartesianism,Cultural

relativityleadspromlSlnglytothesecond-OrderfindingsIcollectedamomentago･Thosedo

notfb1lowfromthebaredatumofculturalrelativityandthereforedonot,aSSuCh,bearonany

nomativepolicieswemightwishtofavorregardingtheprotectionofculturaldiversity･

Furthermore,relativismhardlydependsinanynarrowwayonthediversltyOfdifferent

SOCieties･Thereasonisofcoursethatthereisnopnncipleddemarcationbetweeninter-and

intra-SOCietaldiffbrencesandthatwhatevertheproblemofobjectivitylS,itisthesameinboth

SettlngS.

Beyondthat,itremainstobesaidthatthe"meanlngS"ofhuman"utterances,=whetherin

artorhistoryorspeech,CannOtPOSSiblybe駄ed,CannOtbeimpervioustointerpretivechange,

Walledofffromthehistoricizedformationandtransfbrmationofourowninterpretive

"competence･りForthereisnoprlnCipleddivisionbetweenunderstandingourselvesand

understandingour=utterancesM;WhatevercompetencewemayclaimineithersettlngCannOtbe

morethananartifactofourlebendbYmlichpractices.Butthatistheessential"double

hermeneuticMofwhichtheoristslikeHans-GeorgGadamerregularlyspeak:theconsensual

O句ectivityofhuman"utterances"(texts,artWOrks,SPeeChacts,aCtions)andtheconsensual

ObiectlVltyOfourinterpretivecompetencetofixtheirpertinentproperties.Howradicala
relativismweshouldadoptwilldependfinallyonhowlabilewefindthefluxivenatureof

Intentionalproperties.Thereisnoru1ethere.
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