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Impossibility of Postmodernism:

A Close Reading of the Liberal-Communitarian Debate

MORIMOTO, Nari

“I tell you what,” I said, “I" 1l call it
“The Children’s Crusade.” ”
Kurt Vonnegut, Slaughterhouse-Five
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Political liberalism, the title of these lectures, has a familiar
ring. Yet I mean by it something quite different, I think, from
what the reader is likely to suppose. Perhaps I should, then,
begin with a definition of political liberalism and explain why I
call it “political.” But no definition would be useful at the
outset. Instead I begin with a first fundamental question about
political justice in a democratic society, namely what is the most
appropriate conception of justice for specifying the fair terms of
social cooperation between citizens regarded as free and equal,
and as fully cooperating members of society over a complete life,

from one generation to the next? (Political 3)
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A politics that brackets morality and religion too completely
soon generates its own disenchantment. Where political
discourse lacks moral resonance, the yearning for a public life
of larger meanings finds undesirable expressions. Groups like
the Moral Majority seek to clothe the naked public square with
narrow, intolerant moralisms. Fundamentalists rush in where

liberals fear to tread. (246)
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Similarly, to assess restrictive rules of public reason, we need to
weigh their moral and political costs against the political values
they are said to make possible; we must also ask whether these

political values—of toleration, civility, and mutual
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respect—could be achieved under less-restrictive rules of public
reason. Although political liberalism refuses to weigh the
political values it affirms against competing values that may
arise from within comprehensive moralities, the case for
restrictive rules of public reason must presuppose some such

comparison. (244)
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I say, where is the philosophy or the statesmanship based on the
assumption that we are to quit talking about it ... and that the
public mind is all at once to cease being agitated by it? Yet this
is the policy ... that Douglas is advocating—that we are to care
nothing about it! I ask you if it is not a false philosophy? Is it
not a false statesmanship that undertakes to build up a system
of policy upon the basis of caring nothing about the very thing

that every body [sic] does care the most about? (228-29)
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[...] our present political culture was importantly shaped, after
all, by the Civil War, Reconstruction, the adoption of the
Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments, Brown v.
Board of Education, the civil rights movement, the Voting Rights
Act, and so on. These experiences, and the shared

understanding of racial equality and equal citizenship they
formed, provide ample grounds for holding that slavery is at
odds with American political and constitutional practice as it

has developed over the past century. (230)
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On a different conception of respect—call it the deliberative
conception—we respect our fellow citizen’s moral and religious

convictions by engaging, or attending to them—sometimes by
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challenging and contesting them, sometimes by listening and
learning from them—especially if those convictions bear on
important political questions. [...] But the respect of

deliberation and engagement affords a more spacious public
reason than liberalism allows. It is also a more suitable ideal for

a pluralist society. (246-47)
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If we could bring ourselves to accept the fact that no theory
about the nature of Man or Society or Rationality, or anything
else, is going to synthesize Nietzsche with Marx or Heidegger
with Habermas, we could begin to think of the relation between
writers on autonomy and writers on justice as being like the
relation between two kinds of tools—as little in need of
synthesis as are paintbrushes and crowbars. [...] The one tells
us that we need not speak only the language of the tribe, that we
may find our own words, that we may have a responsibility to
ourselves to find them. The other tells us that that

responsibility is not the only one we have. Both are right, but
there is no way to make both speak a single language. (Rorty

Xiv-xv)

CITU=TADPBRRTVE L), 2VT ¥ - N—IV—< X Jiirgen
Habermas @ [fZikiw] &~ NVT 4 ¥ - /"4 74— Martin Heidegger ®
(A |22 2 L3 TE R, BHEEZRLLZRA TS =X MA*
WA FRLE) &b, @B TERVIORTERVDOL, Thb™
DR L7l TAHT FHADHLOE DR ETHK] 25 THD . 2
9 L ERPBEORTITH LRI F & 3G v [HIRD &0
BYE] TiE BUEEHEO T B2 RITIE L BV EMEAS AL T RENE %
PR T & 2V T, X2y ofofimicid [HE] SIS L RBIESX
FTWBDR, $hbb, B VI EEZE L TRL 25201, [
FORTRENE] LV ) MENLHEETH b @RIANTEEZR S ODFIEZ
Y, e T HS OIS L SHRHEN T 52 L TRONLDOEIE
FOMRETHE, LoT TANPIEL ML 720 &) 2 613, [REE
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& THAE] 2T 22 L I3H E SO, TNODPABALED, H Il
VLEZOOMETH S Z L x P AND LERVD7E, TEPBEETH
B72DI0E, VNI VR D% ) [ReRBE LT 2 5700 L 7Bk
R T B UENRD DD, TNUNDOFEMEED D v,

WP oRERIE TR & [ ] o®DEEWE o7, TR
BEZBRAUE, AEFZOMRE L RIBAZRHZ LT, THVb=h =
T o=kl AT 28] oy [kl B2 -7-05 B
T, U=V XZBHETEIRTI VG ZORBHE RS, 29 LzUN
TNIZBWTIE, AMIZES OB AEEIIERTAHFETHD,. £9T
HBENDLIE, FHLW) BN RIEENTRETH > TED, fHiEl
SRR [HERL LTESERL] 20 THhb, &I AHH, BAEBOMHE
WBWTIE, 29 Lz (@] L0 d [ 0l3) 3t LAEET
HBHEHICEZ D, [fifem] & MbF A SN AR oS (ke
B 2 FEmIZEH TR VDR, TS TREEEZIIFATEL)
DZETHY, N=FTNV==—F =N T Ll DRErHE. &
DRI L THDOPS Y T E{RDETLHIAI2=5) T v Thb,

BROD LR T, WHFLED [XFF 4L -7 M PRI S72OTH
D, ZO[HERHIICHRLEL DS 72MFEN (T RAV R - T v H—
)V Edmund Husserl D2 7 CTHICHE bh o) N FH—Thole %
LT, SONATH—ORBRIENAIZ=ZF YT AL (—2D) i
BIERIZE I ER DD TH L, [t (ZZ OMH LA DOBER
HHEEZE T LA IMlE (20 d 5500 ) Z\ a3t k)
DIFFECPHDE LN T VLD EHNT 28 TH S, HE-> T [
i IR EBET T A1EE. ZOAWITHE S OB SHA S, H
LABELOHUEDOTEANTHLI L ZIEDLDTHS, HOOHMEZHFET
I, MHEE L TOREKIZESII Y FTE2DOTHY) ., FEBRIZ,
NATH—=IE TARRAE LTORE] 2fZFEL, M YEREEpz ki
FTRLT7 FIV7 - & b5 — Adolf Hitler & D F F X 2B L72e Z 1L
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T E2FTHRL, FFA - FAUDPHENE L TR LR IT S IZ 25
YAKBERTH S, Zhide b7 —oRNRES GEEB) %#Biaoft
FUWE S 725 DAL T H 5 2% [ AR BUAO T, R E
RN EEERLALRETHL] 3533224 T7=XAlde b
TN L TED L) BRISENRTELDIED ) Ho

BUAOM TR 2B 2% HbAt 2 L 271, HlZIE e 9—0
£ e N \FEZER £ %2 B CRLOBITES T4, ©AHA YT
VOIFRIZIE TEE] AHEERTWEHNS, b b I —0 AR T 5%
DX 7% [MEDLEH] REFIGRTIONL 2 LR, 7225 22
THETREF, EFAKREREZRIGE, ELViimz g A3 doito
BEAIRIBICE TIPSR Tw b 0T, AEZEERIGET S5 03k
T ERWL, U BRI AFEZERN ERA R SN WD B TE
B\, (FF A« FAYRT1) A MF LA Aristotled™E & 72Kt 1) ¥
7 OWGEEHIFE I HRE OB & Al b0 LR ,)

ZLT BELL, v O FH—04REHE ZVwbo0,)
LFEETERERE—RDO[NA T —HE] IZKOVWTW 2T TH L, 72
PO ZE, IV AD)XRFT) AL EHEHT AT, HHOII 2=
FVTZALRPRLEIETHEDE, Thbb, VYRT) X L% BiEE
THIET, 33225 ) 72 AL L BET L, MEEHMEL, o
3225 YT ZRALEYRTYALCEEEDLILT, 332247
YWBNATH AT AL EREVIED S,

LAaL, Y FUISHTEINRS Y XL0NEE [F0 L) kAR
WEETHE] LVH)TEIThb, VRNTYAXLOKREHRLELT, YRFY
ARXETI =YY T ZALGEHIATRELZOTH S, BUAZEMIZH % #E
CPE, NIRRT Y XL 228 ) T2 A Lh0WTrze RIE R
TR T v, YRT Y X8 %2 ERE RO EIZRGES S b D
D, i 2 AN OBF IO TERL PR dD LD, 33225 YT AL
ZRIUL, BRSNS L 00, BEOREIIE T IF S, AR
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FHD &) % MED 2 BEHRE & 0K TH BT 5wtk s
b0 7205, ZOZHIR—ORWIZERIIEZZ ) Lo Tnav, ZELEL,
I 2= ) T2 AL ERIPRTIUE, IR T2 ) K LEBRL., &
WIEHR T 220672, 2LC BEHRT 2L &, [ARM] (R [#H¥%)
VI MED FICHZ 5. I ¥ =)V - 7 — 3 — Michel Foucault 23[F
3 L W) The Order of Things | DFERTRLIZE D 1T,

bW

DETRTEZISIC, VRFYVALERMEELALZYXRT V=2
3225 )T VNENTE)ETEH Y FVORA PES Z A LIFLT
KD B BER D, UNT Y ZLRBEATREZBSTH D, K

AR TE /2L 2AH T, ZOMRBIZYRT ) ZALXFZYRT)AL5T
EERIEDTLIEV, VRGNV =0I2=2F) 70323228 ) 7007
ERLGoTLEINLSLE, BT DI, AMFIVRIVTHLH), TI2=
FVT UV THAENPDODOTNIZRBILI RN, 2wyl e, LT, 2
32=25)T7 U THHEILERENE NI THOPHLDOEATHE] 2
ExIEOTLE) . ZOXH T, [ERWEIEK] Aabichiud, fRoLR
DEM S ERERT (%] THrIrxikdTLE Y. Fxix [HE
HHANM] HDhe TE S [BEECEW] D0, VRIVDEZIF
BETHED, RAMNEFZAMODEZIBRATH D,

ZZFECT, AMRFIANRNIANELTIIZ=ZF Y T2 AL GmEMZTE
e 33228 T ZALIELFEMED W B DIES ) ho FA
EZ ) 7ZLWE Lowas, R TRERERS ] L) b0 FELT
Wb TAUADL D RERENSAIERERFISHE) HE1E, 22 BGAN
ARG ) ALTHIT 2 2 LIIRUFERE, L) o, BREOHESF) L
W) BDREBETHIETE 20T 2w 672, 9 LA,
<AV - 74V 7 — Michael Walzer @23 2 =41 7= AL [
il R—EDMEZFFOHD L. "La L. TOREICO W TIEM %
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VB viE, TA)ADOBERIIRKDLEIEDBTELND LGV, TAY AL, V3
¥+ 74 ¥ A1y 7 John Winthrop® I v + >~ - ¥4 — Cotton Mather’z & D5REHKH
[ LD | &) BAMEO-RR 2 Hig U722 &2 S A L 72 LR 7223, 24 & [k
12, XYY % 3I¥+-7F 71 ¥ Benjamin Franklin® & 9 7 [Hk] (230 < f7@)3:5%
BEBOBEREPSER LY Lz, 2OZ L2 LERFRY Y7 v - N=aT 4 v F
Sacvan BercovitchiZ LA F D X H I2F DT 5,

I am suggesting that “the process of Americanization” began not with the decline
of Puritanism but with the Great Migration, and that the jeremiad, accordingly,
played a significant role in the development of what was to become modern
middle-class American culture. (18)

PTNV—2IFIR Y Y& 9 EFT S ¢ “Deconstructing any discourse by Ralph Waldo
Emerson would be a hopeless enterprise, extravagantly demonstrating why Continental
modes of interpretation are unlikely to add any lustres to the most American of
writers”(156)0 €L T TV Y D7 A Y AT % ZOFliAT A ) A DV NT )
ALXCHETEED EREFHCFBL T2,

Py bAA. IRESZ ) LzFRIZ, Y+ vy — - XY - <4 7 )L A Walter Benn
Michaels& A5 4 —% >~ + F v 7 Steven Knapp®D LKy 7 « A4 %> 7w [E
i “Against Theory” ] 12 { ZH o T\ 5,

For the nontheorist, the only question raised by the wave poem is not how to
interpret but whether to interpret. Either the marks are a poem and hence a
speech act, or they are not a poem and just happen to resemble a speech act. But
once this empirical question is decided, no further judgments—and therefore no
theoretical judgments—about the status of intention can be made. (736)

(B BZoRF®HHEO [HH] LP-> T EE 2V DADT. 20 [EH] L
IDDODHFAEIEREZL O T [E3] X [5E] THoLr2 L ziho, Bino/NaR
BRDEIR TLD1ZhoTLE ) o T, [MEHEDENR] 2HETHLRANES =
ZME [FEE] 290 LT05E23 ) TWTYH, EBIZIZ TS UASodb ozt L
TVRIZTELVDRE (Do LHEIZE I & T THhAWMEELIRTE W, 2w
HTETHD)o

Y TFVORGEO BRI T O 2 2o 2 & “Why should our political
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identities not express the moral and religious and communal convictions we affirm in
our personal lives? Why insist on the separation between our identity as citizens and our
identity as moral persons more broadly conceived?” (220),

PTEIN -V aN T4 —] DX BFEHNRTIROAIEEZFRLTE0F, UN
FVRALTIRRLVNFT YT AL TH D, I TOEMIZEILOES T, 7V
DT LHICHH LTS,

Reagan drew, in different moods and moments, on both the libertarian and the
civic strands of American conservatism. The most resonant part of his political
appeal derived from the second of these, from his skillful evocation of communal
values such as family and neighborhood, religion and patriotism. What set
Reagan apart from laissez-faire conservatives also set him apart from the public
philosophy of his day: his ability to identify with Americans’ yearnings for a
common life of larger meanings on a smaller, less impersonal scale than that the
procedural republic provides. (22)

ZO5IHICHAH L HIZ, aF IV F - L—74 ¥ Ronald ReaganidfFMARTIR (V3% 1)
7 V) LEHNRESROMEZ AT BB TR Z BB - 720 FAZUNF YT
YTERVOT,) BREYNY YT UHY (RRWIITERES) FERTIROAAE & 25578
TELODPELGHEHVA, UNF Y 7 SRR HH S RS i, Emm
LHBPHBRINLIFEBIZEZHTN DS, v, &35, T2
ADOYNFY) T FL LA [PHEFEE] ISEVOTIE W) FRIEETBE, 20
ZLESAFZLE, STTOHYFNVRFIRTYZALEYNF )T ZALERFA LT
LELDD D,

¢ AU DTFICH BT O L) 2it#lid s 5.

But this raises a question that political liberalism cannot answer within its own
terms. Even granting the importance of securing social cooperation on the basis
of mutual respect, what is to guarantee that this interest is always so important
as to outweigh any competing interest that could arise from within a
comprehensive moral or religious view? (224)

HAZTHWTLETHLLWVD, 29 LEHWIZER [wvw/Shhwv] 262 %F, UN
FNVALFIRTYALTZN I EDTHD, bhRAIZ, WAERIIHT LTV XD
AT 1 “Utilitarianism does not take seriously the distinction between persons” T & %
(Theory 24) o

Ty FMIRHEE (IR Justice] 12BWT, T—3 27 V-7 1 ¥ Ursula Le Guin
DEFEEE MY R EHEZ F P L. “It would be wrong to violate the rights of the
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innocent child, even for the sake of the happiness of the multitude” & #& 2 1 Py Fl 2§
FRIFTULA, ARV AL THEHTaIa=y ) 7=240, kL
WY ALY bRE AL (A2 i3 Lk, DhR s 2 5 & LRI ie z
BATVED (A1),

PR BEERIBEIEERH =T 4 P % - P - 7Y a4 Elijah P. Lovejoyld, 18374F (2
A0 7 ARF = P ICTRIEDOREL 2T, BESIN TS (Foner 23),

O NA FH =D [FAE & B Being and Time] (\ZIZLLVF D X 9 % —FiAsd 5 : “The fact
that language now becomes our theme for the first time will indicate that this phenomenon
has its roots in the existential constitution of Dasein’s disclosedness. The existential-
ontological foundation of language is discourse or talk” (203)s Z 212 % & 912, fFfEm &
EmOMEEIW - THW Y EEE 2 VBRICH Y. KR ESY CEBISEFH T 200
LIZLTE&T

0 EMGRDSIREOTREIEIC OV TIZ, ALY 7 —OUT OB EBROZ L,

But these claims failed utterly to express the feelings of most of the war’s
opponents, feelings that had to do with the systematic exposure of Vietnamese
civilians to the violence of American war-making. Almost against its will, the left
fell into morality. All of us in the antiwar camp suddenly began talking the
language of just war—though we did not know that that was what we were
doing. (7)
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