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Abstract

According to Rorty's point of view, there is no authority called Truth to
measure social values; established practices in society are not based on
Truth but are dynamic products of free conversation, consensus, and
agreement among members of society. Rorty's hope that it is possible to
provide a criterion for measuring social values without appealing to the
truth and solely through free-floating conversation has provoked many
criticisms. The most central part of these criticisms, in line with what
Richard Bernstein calls "Cartesian anxiety," refers to the concern that if
there is no Truth, everything is lawful! In other words, for many critics,
Rorty's standpoint against truth, his denial of the fixed foundations of belief
and social obligations, inevitably means that we will have no reliable
criteria by which to criticize the current beliefs and practices of society.
Each argues differently that Rorty's view deprives society of the critical
capacity to evaluate social values. In this article, with an analytical
approach, we examine Rorty's point of view in the framework of this
critical line. We aim to demonstrate that these criticisms are based on a
misunderstanding and an incoherent reading of Rorty's views. According to
the conclusion of this research, his pragmatism not only does not mean
denying the possibility of criticizing the current practices of society, but it
is an innovative attempt to provide a plan of non-truth-centered critical
constructs designed, in line with post-modern thought to escape it from
Cartesian anxiety.
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Extended abstract

1. Introduction

Rorty's political project is formed in line with his criticism of the traditional Platonic notion of Truth.
He describes the Platonism tradition as a failed attempt to attain Truth. For Rorty, this failure is
directly related to the nature of Truth. Truth is too transcendent, so to speak, to be either recognized or
aimed at (Rorty, 2000: 2). Rorty argues that truth is only attainable from "God's-Eye View" and that
"God's-Eye View" is unattainable. We are always limited to the human perspective. We may say either
"I believe sentence S is true," 'S is true," or both. Going from the former assertion to the latter is not a
philosophically pregnant transition from the "human perspective” to the "God's-Eye View." It is
merely a stylistic difference (Rorty, 2000: 56). He extends his stance against truth to the realm of
socio-political life. According to Rorty's argument, since reaching or even getting close to the truth
cannot be recognized, one should be skeptical of the claims of philosophers and politicians who think
they have found the truth or that their political approach is based on truth. Accordingly, while in the
Platonic tradition, order and justice are pursued in the pursuit of a transcendent truth that can serve as
a reference for resolving social conflicts, in Rorty's utopia, no authority based on truth is acceptable.
He imagines a world "in which the idea of finding an authority to which to subject ourselves is
gradually getting replaced by the idea of coming to an agreement among ourselves™ (Rorty, 1999:
110). Context-dependent justificatory conversation constitutes the essential pillar of Rorty's political
view. Since truth could never be reached, we should suffice by justifying our beliefs to our audience.
Truth is what our peers will let us get away with saying. According to Rorty, studying order and
justice in human societies does not require a context-transcendent, metaphysical description of truth.
There are no criteria for measuring current society's practices over the head of the conversation; Social
values are the product of free consensus and agreement of society members.

Rorty's hope that free-floating conversation can measure society's values without truth has
provoked much criticism. The most central part of these criticisms can be articulated under the title of
"Cartesian anxiety." This term, first coined by Richard Bernstein to present his criticisms of Rorty,
captures the anxiety that abandoning a fixed and unchanging truth about ourselves and the world
around us leads to a kind of extreme relativism or skepticism (Bernstein, 1983: 18). Simply put,
Cartesian anxiety refers to the concern that, in the famous words of Dostoyevsky, "without God [read
truth] ... all things are lawful then" (Dostoyevsky, 2009: 762). Many of Rorty's critics follow the same
line of criticism. As this article puts it, their opposition to Rorty stems from a kind of Cartesian
anxiety. Each of them argues in different ways that Rorty's stance against truth, his denial of the fixed
foundations of belief and social obligations, inevitably leads to the conclusion that we have no reliable
criteria by which to criticize the current beliefs and practices of society. More precisely, they believe
that Rorty's position deprives society of the critical capacity necessary to evaluate social values. This
article argues against this line of criticism. We aim to demonstrate that Rorty's pragmatism not only
does not imply denying the possibility of criticizing the current practices of the society, but it is an
innovative attempt to present a plan of non-truth-centered critical structures, in line with postmodern
thought to escape it from Cartesian anxiety.

2. Significance of the Issue

According to the Platonic tradition, social order and justice are measured based on a fixed, unified,
and transcendent truth. The more of the truth we uncover, the more common ground we will find, and
the more tolerant and inclusivist we shall therefore become. The metaphysical dilemmas and piled-up
anomalies arising from the Platonic approach to the notion of truth have provoked a reaction in the
postmodern world that can be called "post-truth politics.” This title refers to the general decline of the
traditional validity of truth in political discourse (Forstenzer, 2018: 6). In other words, the importance
of truth as a measure of social values has been doubted in postmodern thought. According to this
thought, the traditional idea that there is one true narrative about the reality of the world is not only
wrong but obnoxious (Engel, 2002: 2). Hereupon, the significant issue that postmodernism is
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grappling with is to arrive at a plan of non-truth-centered critical constructs to evaluate the current
societal practices.

This article topically discusses Richard Rorty's political pragmatism as a response to the
postmodernist issue mentioned. In this regard, it is significant to address Rorty as one of the most
prominent defenders of the post-metaphysical approach to the concept of truth. Although Rorty was
reluctant to have his thoughts classified as a postmodernist, by replacing the fixed notion of truth with
a flexible product of social relations, he bears much of the intellectual responsibility for beginning
post-truth politics (Forstenzer, 2018: 4).

3. Research Methodology

In this research, we will collect information using library resources and present the content through a
critical-analytical approach. We will begin by explaining the main criticisms directed at Rorty's ideas
within the context of Cartesian anxiety. Following this, we will analyze and evaluate Rorty's political
views concerning those criticisms.

4. Conclusion

Much of the criticisms raised against Rorty's political pragmatism are rooted in a misunderstanding
and an incoherent reading of his views. According to the view put forward by Rorty, the inability to
stand beyond the Human perspective does not imply the inability to criticize social practices. Social
critics can evaluate and argue for the practices of society. They merely cannot claim authority for their
point of view over the head of what can be achieved through conversation. Although Rorty rejects the
traditional notion of truth, his position can include the view that some ideas and practices are harmful
and distorting and must be reconsidered. However, Rorty's contextualized account of the structure of
social criticism does not satisfy his opponents. This dissatisfaction is apparently not due to his
proposal's lack of critical capacity. It seems that Rorty's critics oppose his idea because they consider
the achievements of such a narrative to be less than what Platonic narratives, which rely on a context-
transcendent truth, promised. However, in the face of these criticisms, it should be noted that
postmodernism is a reaction to the failure of the traditional approach to fulfill these same promises.
Measuring social values is facing serious challenges around the world today, in both traditional and
postmodern parts. While in traditional parts, following a Platonic approach, the search for a
transcendent truth to overcome these challenges continues, Rorty seeks to update the concept of social
criticism in line with the more tentative sensibilities of postmodern thought, in which truth is deeply
suspect. From this point of view, "Cartesian anxiety" is not an accurate criticism of Rorty's thought.
On the contrary, his political pragmatism is an innovative attempt to provide a plan of non-truth-
centered critical constructs in order to escape the postmodern world from Cartesian anxiety.
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