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In this article I want to outline a number of characteristics wruch together configure cJ 

certain style to our times This 1s meant tu rjraw us into a more deliberate assessment 
of where we are heading given the way we think and live nowadays Central to the 
article Is a oeuet that we 1n this young republic with its long (rndrqenous) and relatively 
short (colonial) history need discourses marked by reasonableness and organised 
future drrectedness ' Moreover I am of the opinion that this 1s not often and widely 
enough the case 1n South Africa 

I thus want to h1gnl1ght some of the .vays v,e talk and live wtuch I believe to be 
annthetrcal to hvmq for a future which will serve us all well I also want to assume that 
we are committed to hvmq well and to harnessing the best possible future for ourselves 
through present beliefs and projects moreover that we ger1erally believe more or less 
that to live well means to live reasonably - adrruttinq of course a very long history of 
changing ideas about wnat "reason" arid reasonably" mean I will briefly descr rbe 
below two conceptions of reasonableness one by Alfred North Wh1ter1ead and one by 
Stephen Toulrrnn both which I f1w1 pat.cutar ly attract: ,e 

The unreasonableness of our urnes could De likened to a certain whiff 1n the air 
something which :s hard to qr asp but M11ch seems tCJ demand being articulated 
Outstand.nq aspects '.Jf this wrnff ar e tr1e macness surr oundrnq "Princess Diana s life 
and death tnrrvmq businesses ai-neo at 'rr axeovers' personal weltbernq through 
carryrnq and wearing "crystals" f-eng Shu ( mterror decorating taken up here 1n a 
rnvsucal/rnystenous way) paying large amounts of money for "rnotrvatronal experts 
/eg Mike L1pk1nJ and seeking advice fr om a kinds of "gurus" 1eg Deepak Chopra: I 
find these grounded - 1f tnat 1s the right wore - 1n unreason That 1s to say thP.y dre all 
faiths of a strange kind beliefs without coherence argument evidence 01 c:vti11 
attent.or- to that Mi en rn.qht make one expert/quru more effective than another It 1s as 
1f followers o' these I arid no dcuot ritt:f,r, fast,,onable tr erds del1berdtely tr11ow c:autI1H, 

I :JSe here the succinct torrnuranon of :me of the anonymous referees of trus paper one: 
whose comments on ar earlier .ers.on r1opefc11iy pushed rm, towards ')reater r.Iar1ty 



to the wind In the name of going for that which feels right and good' Moreover a 
particular reading of "postmoderrusrn" that Is that view on things only distantly related 
to Lyotard's ( 1984) cnticrsrn of meta narratives seems somehow behind I or In frontl 
this eruption of unreason Posunoderrusm Is that collection of views which are 
recognisable In ridiculinq talk of standards and truth and In a feel for "alternative' 
things from hair styles to facades on buildings Before exposing these mtuinons and 
defending these claims in sections II and Ill below I clarify concepts central to the 
article and the aim and broader context of 11 

I mean by "our times" this decade the Nmeties in South Africa and that part of life 
elsewhere which Is drawn into things here through the media. and with "we· I mean all 
those who partrcipate in the discourses of our times as willing or unwilling · masters" or 
"slaves" (vis-a-vis any particular discourse) I define reason as a commitment to critical 
public debate and reasonableness as following the dictates of that which has been 
debated and Is In the process JUSt1f1ed and defended I think of reason as that 
overarching project which ties people into communities where a high prerruurn Is placed 
on furnishmq reasons for what Is believed and done These are therefore ranonai 
communities In that they are concerned with that which makes debates possible and 
productive "Productive" In the sense that through standards of justrncatron and 
ratificauon we are able to adjudicate - reasonably - between competing beliefs These 
commitments and projects involve us both academically and practically academically In 
terms of asking second-order questions ieg about evidence logical and/or rhetorical 
argument narrative confiqurations and other ways of JUSt1fy1ng and rat1fy1ng what we 
believe and do) and practically In the ordinary sense of gIvIng and asking for reasons 
for actions · 

The daily shape and content given to ·Nhat we take l1v1ng well and/or l1v1ng reasonably 
to mean does however show an enormous variety from situation to situauon - thus 
often suggesting irresolvable differences between epochs cultures or contexts of 
cornrnumcatron I tend to think that there Is a common thread to this that Is the future 
oirecteoness of our attempts at hvrnq reasonably In this (and other terms I I agree with 
Alfred North Whiteheads conception of reason 

Whitehead (195RJ ,n t11s all but torqotton little book. The function of reason 1f1rst 
publrshed In 192'!) takes us beyond the unpasse between a conception of reason 
which excludes too many ano another view which grves up on frnd1ng common ground 
between drfter en: groups He defends the function of reason In terms of the ecuve 
attack on the envuonrnent by all h1qner forms of life that which he suggests Is more 
than adaptatron rH the" surv.vat of ttie f1tt<:st" and e,pfanatory of the fact tha: the trend 
In evolution Is 11, war ds It ,s with this !t,c1t I cJqree that what Is comrnor '" .j,tterent 

Cf Heideqqer It 'l:)fi I for lus lectures cr1 :11:it r,rit,or, first mennoneo and crsc.is se-o t,y c e,br' = 
,n the seventeenth u,ntury rnlnl esr sine- ral1one which for Heidegger comes to be the 
"principle ot reason· 1 1 'l96 '.l I th" cJem:rncl "that recJsons be rendered" wh,ch "has 111s1nuated 
itself between tf•p tt1111hng person :ir1rJ tt,e,r world In order to takr- pos svs s.on of riumaro 
coqrutron" i1b1d 74, 



epochs cultures or contexts of comrnurucatron rs our human tendency to be future 
directed 

Whitehead (1959 8) writes that the function of Reason (rs) the promotion of the art 
of life (1e to be alive. to be alive In a satisfactory way and to acquire an increase In 
satistactroru" So that "reason" for Whitehead Is that which gives cuecuon to our 
beliefs desires and projects that which Is rnore than mere bioloqrcal adaptation He 
then goes on to suggest that "fhere Is Reason. asserting itself as above the world 
and there Is Reason as one of many factors withm the world The Greeks have 
bequeathed to us two figures whose real or mythical lives conform to these two notions 
- Plato and Ulysses The one shares Reason with the Gods the other shares It with 
the foxes " 11b1d 1 O) 

Our faith In bios tneoreukos has waned since the demise of metaphysical th1r1k1ng In 
general and totahzrnq th1nk1ng In particular On the other hand. our apprecranon for 
the vita ecuve has grown (Habermas 1992 32J The latter rs the life exernplitreo by K111g 
Odysseus (or then. Ulysses) - that mortal rnan loved by the gods The one Homer 
characterises as a shrewd. cool and wily tacnc.an the master of many exploits raider 
of cures the master of craft and battle and of stories and much more' (cf Robert 
Fag I es wonderful translations of Horner The Iliad ( 1991 ). and The Odyssey ( 1996/) 

For many ferrunists multrculturahsts and others who take on the reign of Plato In the 
west "thinkinq with the foxes" rs the kind of reason which will save us from exclusion 
and unfair mstrtuuons ( cf Rorty 1998) Are they nqht? By ernphasrsmq the ascent of 
practical reason over theoretical arnbiuon we are I believe no closer to a conception of 
reason which could achieve rnore than an escape from the reign of "dead white 
European males" IBloom 1995 39 / That Is to say a conception that takes on the 
dittrcult task of estabhshmq that wrucn Is common to all people - over and above our 
shared biology 

Another view I find ent.cmq rs the 'reasonable reason" Stephen Toulmin (1990) 
defends In Cosmopolis but I am not sure that he goes far enough away frorn Europe 
and North America to overcome the consequences of the social polrtical and especially 
economic drvrsions which tum many brlhons of people into "others" divrsions that too 
often serve to provide the wherewithal for mamtammo a certain exclusivuv as far as 
what Is understood by reason goes PIa1nly when Toulmin advocates a cer lam 
rapprochement between the modes of thought and styles of life typical of late 
Renaissance (eg an emphasis on the oral particular local and timely) and those of 
high modernity (eg and emphasis on the written. universal general and timeless/ I 
hear warning bells for South Africa ( cf Toulmin 1990 30-35) 

Toulmin 11990 1861 writes 'Since 1945 the problems that have challenged reflective 
thinkers on a deep phuosootucat level with the same urgency that cosmology awl 
cosrnopohs had In the 17th century are matters of practice mcludrnq matters of life arid 
death Three sets of problems have attracted special attention - those of nuclear war 
medical technology and the claims of the environment none of them can be adcresseo 
without br1ng1ng to the surface questions about the value of human Irle and our 
responsrbuny for protecting the world of nature as well as that of hurnaruty /\11 ttic 
'changes of rmrvi' that were char acter.stc of the 17th century s turn fr on r1urnar,rs111 t,, 
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ranonalisrn are as a result. being reversed The rnocern' focus on the wrrtten the 
universal. the general and the timeless which monopolised the work of most 
philosophers after 1630 - Is being broadened to include once again the oral Hie 
particular the local and the timely " 

I hear warning bells at this point because I want to ask whether we can go this route 1f 
we haven't fully arrived where Toulmin and his society are? Will this not again make 
those who cannot but operate 1n oral. particular local and timely modes the step­ 
children of those who can and do decide how to reason and be reasonable? I get the 
same sense of futility when all those previously excluded from dominant discourses - al1 
"others" - such as women and people of colour retreat away from dominant codes the 
written universal. general and timeless modes of thought 1n this case I am pleased ,n 
this to call on Susan Haack s agreement (cf Haack 1998 137-148. but really this whole 
work) 

I worry that the oral the particular the local and the timely seems doomed to drift off to 
disappear into the mist of time - the forgotten past - unless brought to the fore to our 
attention through being written In codes and preserved 1n texts which reach beyond the 
.mrnediate towards the universal 1eg human rights; the general Ieg the academic 
task) and the timeless (eg as a resource for participants speakers and hearers who 
are called to provide evidence/argument for that which 1s said and done) 

Moreover. a world 1n which we genuinely change over completely to the timely 
particular local and oral (not that Toulmin suggests this) will be a world of such 
simplicity and imrnediacy that I cannot conceive of it Are not our eyes blind our rands 
dumb and fingers numb when cut off t-crn that which is written uruversal general and 
timeless for example the stories and symbolic forms which informs any particular 
interaction? 

Our tongues for example can be made mtelhqent and articulate through knowing more 
than how to ormk (which comes naturally) In other words. when we learn to know 
about the things to attend to 1n wine the scents tastes and so on to sense In 1t and to 
read the wine "I .ts varied and rich potential This articulate exercise of a natura' 
function moves the tongues dumb movements way beyond vvtiat Is rmrneo.ate And 
surely this 1s the same tor any aspect cf our lives? My point ,s. the modern· focus on 
the written the unver sal the general and the timeless might indeed be broadened to 
include the oral ·tic particular the local and the timely but surely the latter foci cannot 
replace the formor without a certain loss of 111tell1gence? 

I therefore regard t11e pust rnocJern l1cerwc as a mixed blessing tor us n as much as ,t 

seems to hold o, ,, a pr onuse for "rJ1ftercnccs" ,md 'otherness" while leav1n;i untouched 
both the causes ,J11rJ r;onsequenr;es uf br;;r1g rj,fferent rfr om wtwn,?) arid otr-er I thar1 
what?1 

I nevertheless t,·1rJ l oul111111 s rJescrIptIur1 ot · rr.asonabte reason" attr acuve because tie 
takes seriously thosr1 lessons postrnotapnvsrcs which strips Reasor, of .ts arrogance 
(cf Haber mas 1 '1CJ)) More par11cularly he attempts answers to the cJ,tticult questions 
about how we roulrJ be reasonable 111 a mariner that Is sensn ,e to !he cor"ext a1'd 
consequences , " o.rr ar·t1ons and tt1e 'ct,;i11q1nq I criteria and standar js fur eva:uat,ng 



things, people and events That Is to say In a manner wtl 1ch acknowledges chanqe 
across times and places arid different languages cultures. genders and colours 

I do believe that 1t Is unreasonable nowadays to deny the evils perpetrated in Hie name 
of Western Rat1onal1ty as a totalitarian project (I capitalise the words to indicate this 
status/ as L.yotard (1984) Ir. particular argues one aimed at a particularly 
unreasonable reason (as Toulmin points out about the Scientific project since 
Descartes) In this regard "blind universalism" that Is. that quest for certainty or 
absolute standards of Truth (once again capitalised to capture the absolutism) hrnited 
by ignorance of changes across time ( cf Kuhn 1970) and cultural differences. clearly 
leads to a too narrow reading of wnat Is reasonable (cf Toulmin. 1990) Taking these 
lessons seriously ought not to paralyse one one ought not to be too wary of evaluating 
claims and assessing beliefs for fear of acknowledging better supporting evidence or 
more or less reason for acting one way rather than another Such paralysis and fear Is 
what might very well be behind some of our more .rr atronal moves away from objective 
evidence and towards emotion and feelings 

The task of artrculatmq a concept:on of reason to live by Is even more pressing In a 
"new-old" world like South Africa I would however. not want my cntrcrsrns of the way 
we live and talk to sound like the all too frequent "songs of loss" wailed by 
beneficianes/supporters of the previous regime s allotment of privileges and 
wttnholdinq of rights In order to draw some boundary between these. allow me to state 
that I believe things to be quite well with the New South Africa Some died and suffered 
terribly to bring about change some worked less ausprciously for this and others 
merely wished for change. some are peeved about the new faces In old places and 
others are worried about their and their children s future In this African land "Will we 
(wrute English- and Afrikaans-speaking settlers) become a faint memory like the 
Portuguese In Goa?" they wonder There are also those who appear before the Truth 
and Reconcihation Committee (TRC I and wtlo deserve much more than this. and there 
are those before this halt holy forum wtlo deserve much less "troos" (comfort) for Hie 
grotesque parts they played rn our past 

The relatronsrnp between the social polrtical and economic conditrons of a time and 
place and peoples "investment 1n" certain ideas and a particular discourse (ways of 
l1v1ng and talking and associated power-relations) Is a complex issue wruch I will not 
take up here (cf Toulrnm 1990 70. and Elias 1994) Thus apart from the many 
mter estrnq comments and complex. stories wtuch can be made and told about the 
process of change /and various groups or u idtvrduals ability to adapt to this) since the 
first democratic election (the birth of the New South Africa) It must be noted that I want 
to do something else 

I want to articulate patterns In our th1nk1ng and doing wtucn spell trouble trouble In the 
sense that they seem :o erode the oossrbuitres for discourses marked by 
reasonableness and organised future d1rectedr1ess Moreover I want to argue In what 
follows that ooth of these are crucial to the way we live now and how we will harness 
the future It Is because I believe that how we talk and live shows what possible future 
we are busy making that I want to articulate wriat I earlier called a "certain wruff In Hie 
air" I want to h1ghl1ght specmc patterns In our talking and l1v1ng by way of ask111g 'Is 
this the path we want to pursue through the present?" and "Are these patterns ow 
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choices for a future?" I think the answers are negative and In additron that these ways 
of talking and l1v1ng will not stand up to proper exarrunauon 

One of the characteristics of life nowadays Is that events and places fa" apar: can 
nonetheless influence each other thanks to efficient technological links across the 
globe (cf Giddens [1992] for a clear analysis of qlobalisation) In this regard changes 
in South Africa (eg the first democratic election 1n 1994) occur on a world stage and 
similarly, events elsevVhere impact on things locally (eg ideotoqrcal shifts such as the 
demise of Soviet Communism) This global relatedness also means that talk elsevVhere 
(eg. intellectually fashionable ideas) Is in various ways taken up localiy I eg forming 
"Gender Studies Units" at universities) This article too establishes a link with wnat 
goes on beyond our geographical borders 1f only to J0In those who voice some concern 
about North-American and European intellectual lives The patterns I 11st In the second 
part of the article are therefore some local light on vVhat appears to be similar trends 
elsewhere 

There Is a body of work wtucr: calls our attention to " a deliberate neglect of rustory 
the trashing of works wtuch do not fit contemporary fads and prejudices the loss of 
Biblical and poetic memory and the truly remarkable enmity to the idea of standards 
( Porter 1996 1 ) 

This literature specificatly emphasises aspects of our intellectual climate 1' our now 
including "us" to the degree that we can be thought to particrpate In global projects) ' 
which suggest impoverishment a trend wtuch Is also called one of "dumbing-down· 
(idem ) This literature suggests that instead of merely superficial changes In that wrucr: 
we regard as intellectually worthy there are In fact deeper rifts appearing In our 
intellectual life rifts wtuch if left unchecked Will undermine the quality of our lives 
Henry Porter 1n reviewing the works of Bloom I 1995) Haggart ( 19951 and Steiner 
(1996) wntes as follows about the general sadness expressed by these prophets of ii' 
tidinqs' "In each of their books you find the overwhelmmq sense of loss. almost 
bereavement for the death of things that averagely well read people took for granted 
They are measured voices men wno have spent a lifetime reading and crucially 
whose education started before World War II What binds them Is not a reactionary 
political mstinct nor even a querulous distaste for modernity but rather the idea that the 
interior lives of succeeding generations not just scholars will become gradually 
impoverished " 1 Porter 1996 1 <' I 
If these authors are even half-r1gt1t tr1e1r read111g of the :exts and other symbc!ic forms 
(1e wntten documents such as newspapers and signs rules and norms general, 1 

wrucn characterise the way we .rve now Is indeed worrisome lnteltectua and other 
winds from North-Amcnca and fur ope do 111fluer;ce life on the southern tip of Afr:ca and 
I for one believe niat post -modern cJ1scolJlse for example has been/stu: ·s parncutarlv 

' Note that I me,-111 t,y 'our t1111es" trus dec;Hie tile N1net1es 1n South Africa and that part of life 
elsewhere which 1s drawn into ttrn1qs i1Pr<> t11r,1ugt1 tt1e media and with "we' all those whc 
partrcrpate 111 the cJ1sr nurses of our t11m·,, :is w1ll1nq or u11will1ng "masters" and 'slaves· .rs-a­ 
vis any par11cul;,, dis, ,,,Ifs•' 1 



unhelpful as far as our South African problems and our education tasks go as argued 
elsewhere !Craig 1998) 

If the way we live Is antagonistic towards an intellectual project wh ich aims beyond the 
irnrnediate local and contextually relevant (cf Bloom. 1995 Hoggart 1995), and shows 
a disrespect for and lack of responsibihty towards textual knowledge, In particular (cf 
Steiner. 1996) how ought we to think and talk about ourselves? By way of clar1fy1ng 
this. consider the following more or less fashionable commitments (from Porter's review 
of these works on our intellectual climate) 

• senstuvnies/sensibrliues such as anti-chauvrrusm antr-eiiusrn anti- eurocentncrsrn 
anu-uruversahsrn and anti-phallocentncrsrn ·' 

• the pursuit of "relativism" politically correct speech and behaviour. and 
• a commitment to "relevant" education (1 e the view that what Is learned should be of 

immediate and apparent use) 

On the face of 1t. at least from a certain angle these all seem more or less pohticatly 
acceptable even laudable aims - or at least. Iarnrhar enough to the South African ear 
The question Porter In his review of Bloom Haggart and Steiner, forces on us, is. do 
these merely spell change or do they spell definite impoverishment? 

It seems risky to take 11 for granted that change mev.tably leads to rrnpovenshrnent For 
example It Is not clear that the fragmentation of reuqious author ity and the 
accompanying changes to secular learning and knowledge or the replacement of Latin 
with vernacular languages both dramatic shifts during the sixteenth century caused a 
decline In the intellectual life of future generations (cf Thompson 1995 52-63) 
Similarly we dare not assume without further mvesnqatron that the way we live now Is 
(or Is not; destructive of a certain quality to our mtellectual life One. such small attempt 
at an mvestrqauon Is what we turn to below my observations about our times and the 
ways 1n wh ich we talk and live It Is a small attempt because many of the observations 
that follow do not yet have any truth status although I have attempted to argue In a way 
wh ich opens my claims to reasonable scrutrny I intend section II as parts of a narrative 
on life In general here In South Africa nowadays It Is obviously a perspective on 
things nrrut eo by my snuat.on and as such this story specifically calls on being 
completed by the reader (Benjamin 1969 Ricoeur 1984. 1985. 1988) I make some 
points rhetor ically !where evidence 1s scant and the logic of the argument weak; and 
configure the patterns 1n terms of themes or plots using coherence as some measure 
of reasonableness 

II 
1. Not knowing about knowledge. A lack of second order questioning and thus 
Just1fy1ng - 1f It can be called such - and making claims 1n terms of notions and actions 

4 Antagonisms from the following quarters as captured by Bloom " 
Marxists. Foucault-mspireo New H1stonc1sts or 0econstructors 
descnbed as members of the School of Resentment" ( 1995 20) 

Feminists Afrocentrists 
all those wnorn I have 
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which rn.troate against changing unreasonable beliefs F'or example 
supportmq/believmq in 
• the dernocratrsation of knowledge ("now each has a turn") 
• moving down to grass-roots where abstraction 1s not known/cannot be fauna 
• an approach to srtuations which suggests that 1f 1t Is hard 1t 1s wrong/if 1t does not 

immediately reveal itself/make obvious sense 1t 1s wrong ( especially written texts 1 
and 1f 1t Is worth 1t, 1t will confront the r eader/Irstener/thmker with an rmrr-etnate 
naked force - In full presence and completely revealing 

• the levelling of know1edge for example making out as 1f all things which sound the 
same are the same or that there 1s no more to say about what comes out of mouths 
then that they In fact do so demonstrating that 1t Is just not acceptable to ms.st - 1n 
public - on a point of view regardless of the strength of the supporting evidence 
there 1s always a "but" from the guts which counts and acting as 1f being "well read' 
1s a dead virtue like "piety" (eg as the fat one said at a conference "no more 'book 
learning' we want food on our tables':') 

These notions actions and standards related to knowing and knowledge are 
destructive of reasonable conversation and enquiry because they refuse recourse to 
standards of justification and evidencmq (as well as debates about these: by way of 
accrediting some claims (and not others) with some truth value This refusal 1s given 
legitimacy in light of particularly "thin" readings of the point of post-modern discourse 
ones which resist second-order questioning In general and abidrnq by I or taking 
seriously) standards of justification and r anfrcatron 

Genuine debates about the d1fficult1es related to 1ust1fy1ng some claims as truth and 
others as not do not constitute grounds for nratronatrty that 1s moves against 
demands to Justify (furnish reasons for) claims This rrrationahty or then a "tbm" 
reading of the problem of the m-poss.brhty of creatmq a neutral place from wh1ch to 
adjudicate rival claims 1s what I call here "postrnoderrusm" When such moves are 
socially sanctioned or vice versa when postrnoderrusrn finds its support from ordinary 
patterns of acting we drown In murky waters - as I argue here and In the article as a 
whole 

How liberating the reahsatron (or rnore often hearsay: - for some - that there Is no one 
unrversal timeless l ruth about any one tt1rng (cf Kuhn. 1970. Lyotard 1984) This 
news rndeed travelled fast an,J led ma-iv to ttie conclusron that now "anvtr-nq goes' - 
now each of us ran come forward with our own dearly held beliefs Further related 
news Is that each group/culture rs enclosed 11f not trapped) In standards of truth 
goodness beauty and so on which rnakes t.ndrnq "neutral" grounds unta,rted by ar-v 
one partrcular set ,if I contextually rPIPva11t I beliefs about beliefs and jusutrcatron a lost 
nope This s1q11c1ls fur some the encl of the possib.l.ty of cornmensuratuutv ar-o thus 
seerrnngly the slirJ,, 111to "anvttunq QOPS, 1 hanks are due to Susan Haack 119951 for 
question.nq th.s e,trer11e form of rf!la11v1srn However her story has not •1ad the unoac: 
1t deserves 111 ;,r·;idp1111c circles tt1•'rl, ,s still too mucn v.tahtv 111 beliefs about tne 
"oernocransaur»- nt knowiedqe" tt1at Is tt1e vI(ew that knowledge car, be rnade and 
unmade by all al,ke Just like cast.no a banot In tf1e election of candidates 'or 
government off1cP 



In the absence of concerning ourselves with the rules of formalised (westernv) logic or 
standards by wh ich to Judge the soundness of an argument and without recourse to 
shared standards for Judging the valrdrty or truth of assertions. each can only say 
hrs/her bit and hope for the best (wh 1ct1 usually has something to do w1tt1 "likeness to 
be liked and other nasties" as discussed below) - unless of course you take the 
butkshu) by the horns and make a case (or cases) for ways m wh ich to Judge some 
claims as knowledqe and others not (cf Haack. 1995 to whose work I have already 
referred) 

On a more mundane level the problems with knowing and knowledge come to the fore 
1n the actual attempts by "researchers· (1n various guises - often calling themselves 
"action researchers") to produce some kind of data or mtorrnatron on some or other 
aspects of our lives In this regard asking people about all kinds of things through an 
"mterview" and dressing this up as a "kinder cut" 1n human affairs because it 1s 
"qualitative" (rather than quant.tauve ) 1s worth a story or two I tell one little one only 
below 

Long ago Jerry Fodor had the wonderful idea about the "infirute sets of hypothetrcals" 
the questioner strikes when asking the actor on different occasions about things 
requesting her opinion. as 1t were on aspects of our lives 5 On the same note La Pierre 
(1n the USA during the World War II era) showed that what people say (wher1 
questioned about their attitudes to things) eltcitedj and what they 1n fact do (1n this 
case actually eating with a vrs.trnq Japanese couple) are very different 

In addition. the status of our own access to our own "inner" thoughts has suffered so 
many cnticrsrns that one wonders about the need to still dig around there For example 
the various fatal attacks on Descartes· view of the subject introspectron and the hrruts 
of our own access to our conscrous/ratronal motives for actions (cf Rorty 1983 Freud 
1984 Ryle 1990J clearly question the use to which what we say we think and feel can 
be put Yet every Tom. Drck and Harriet persists 1n building polrcies (rf not Rome) on 
the personal open unthought or as offrcrally designated "unstructured open-ended' 
rntervrew 

The mterv.ew clearly has a role when investrqatmq those aspects of reality which the 
actor has some unique perspective on tne "subjective world" with rts "sincenty claims" 
as Habermas ( 1992 rxJ calls th.s m opposrtron to the "objective" and "social" worlds wrtti 
their truth and rightness claims respectively It 1s. however my contention that 
rntervrews are used way beyond projects armed at mtorrnanon about the subjective 
world and that 1n fact their use ooscures distmctions such as those between "trH, 
coqrutive the regulative and the expressive uses of language" (idem) More to tho 
point mterviews are used mappropriately as techniques of data production because of 
'not ~now,ng about knowledge 

c He sao this so long ago that I cannot find a reference to ,t rt must be ,n sornettunq l odor 
wrote dur,ng the early sevent.e s 
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2. Drowning in sympathies and sensibilities. Licence for the excessive o.sp.ay c:,f 
emotions and feelings about each other and our worlds that prevent reasonaole 
conduct This 1s shown 1n the following 

• "snot & trene" (the public display of an excess of emotion! 1s "in" (1e tasruonable. 
• confessions are 1n the TRC (and Oprah Winfrey vvhat an alliance' see oe.ow. 

setting the tone 
• those who have been or are bleeding (the various ways people are capable of 

suffering) have all 11 takes. that is no acdrtronal evidence or argument 1s requrr eo tc 
be heard cripples, women blacks fools even multiple murderers but tne latter 
only after confession 

• the face I name person Irie rdentrtymq details of someone particular 1 1s .ns.stentv 
called back from behind the role (msututronal posrtion constrained 8y rules ana 
conventions) 

• prirmtrve (simple) 1s 1n (the so-thought "richness' of the obvious. the wisdom" of me 
«not): soprustrcation 1s out and 

• we are all the same everything counts equally al, products are wortnwrute and no 
one should be rnade to feel less clever/competent/talented than anyone does else 
does 

These sympathies and sens.brhtres prevent reasonableness because they prevent 
further mquiry and scrutiny of that which 1s behind the expressed feelings anc 
emotions that wrucf the sympathies and sensibrutres are posed ,n lieu of so to speak 
My case against the sympathies and sensrbiht.es listed above turns on the .ntu.uon triat 
too much schmaltz (cloyrnq senurnentantvr .s bad for th1nk1ng 

What I attempt to capture with this category 1s a move away from ccqrutron towaros 
feeling something more rerruruscent of soap operas and films deliberately playmg on 
emotions than the dep.ctron of tne seemingly unending suffering of tne poor ano 
wretched A clov-nq senttmentahty which seems to prevent reasonableness because 
the sympathies and sensibihues included prevent further rnqurry mto that wrucr :s 
behind the expressed feelings and emotions - Irie reasons for the emotions 

If we agree that t'.i1nk1r1g 1s reasonable to the degree that we feel cornpet.eo to furn1st• 
reasons for our claims 1ns1gnts and projects reasons and reason,ng :n the forms cf 
supporting I ernprr 1cal I evidence and I logical) argument then the next move seen·s 
relatively clear cut That 1s to say schmaltz serves as a block to the demands for 
reasons because: our I espouses to ( deliberate I plays on our e.uotons makes 
drstancrat.on that 1s a cr.ucal attitude to tnat wrucn evoked the respor se d1'i,cu11 
Rather. ones attitude becomes one of belonging that 1s sympathy So t ,s •1u:Iia.·1', 

(as an expressron of fellowship wtuch recoqn.ses somettunos/drsotays as L>rcn1t: tive c,f 
further mqunv) r:11f/1cult tu pr,,ss oevono displays of en.otron ,t makes :ne :west vie· 
seem so 1nt1u1r1d11 arid so like a11 interrogator 

3. Unholy (new) alliances. f'drt11ersh1ps forgerJ to, s:Jspe, t •t:asor~s cx,es :·1,i1 1er·1-w: 
lies arid turr1111g d til1nd eye tu tt11ngs Scrne u' ti Hose all1a11ces are 
• newcomers d11rJ dicey ones opening tt1e doors c..iosed by apartne,ll 11c,\ a1sc !e: ,r.,0 

wrong ones 111 (eg ur1de1preparecJ stwJe:11ts ·;lever students >',1'"·- .vurp 1c11bJ 
adequate ,,d,11 .it1or1 upport1w1t,es nuN feep ti,,: 1r,111pc,11v CJf tn,, ~ •. ,,,: a:•c la:, 



wll o too are admitted through the lowered entrance criteria to mstrtutrons of 
learning! 

• dinosaurs. that 1s. left-overs from the past chnqrnq onto the last of their privilege 
and fresh others (eg people of colour and women) needing old experience 
together they make strange bedfellows and 

• anti-elitists and their henchman a small group wno just do not know. a huge clump 
of inert humanity 1n the middle and some wllo know is a configuration wllich allows 
the "best of the worst" (the spokes persons of the middle clump) to rise into secure 
positrons of power while the "worst of the best" are out in the cold (the bottom of the 
top group) and the top of the top are elsewllere grazing on greener grass Yet, the 
"best of the worst", is a great deal worse than the "worst of the best" - wllen using 
the normal distribution curve as a guide of some kind 6 

Unholy (new) alliances promote unreasonableness to the degree that they deliberately 
or unwittingly obscure that which sustains the relationship - conditions wtuch require 
uncritical even hypocntical mteractions to remain out of sight and mind These 
alliances place participants 1n a "hear no evil. see no evil. speak no evil" pact of 
silence 

The recent changes 1n South Africa have literally reshuffled things people meanings 
and so on We read this 1n the old stones now retold with the prefix "new" as 1n "new 
elite" and "New South Africa" Also. the new has pushed the old (as 1n the "old regime") 
far away from our self-understanding - except for those wllo cannot escape the TRC 
All of this 1s clearly Just part and parcel of change New alliances become pathological 
wllen these require uncntical and even hypocritical mteractions because 
reasonableness demands self- and other -scrutmy 1n terms of motives reasons and 
justifications for our claims 1ns1ghts and projects If the new alliances cannot be 
maintained in the face of such scrutiny the price 1s reasonableness If the new 
alliances are seemingly more important - 1n the name of the (presumed) "greater good" 
of socio-pohtical transformation - then reasonableness 1s sold down the river I do not 
think 1t serves anyone well to place unholy alliances and reasonableness 1n such a 
dangerous balance 

The point of this category is to h1ghl1ght alliances perhaps brought together by holy 
projects Ending apartheid such as has been achieved up to now 1s as close to 
blessed as our projects on earth can be But and this 1s the unholy part 1t has thrown 
together strange partners "evaluators" and "consultants" propping up new faces and 
their projects and the new elite propping up old interests around dinner tables We 
need to be reminded however of the wisdom 111 the realisation that not all people should 
agree 111 the name of saving reasonableness This wisdom 1s most adrrnrably captured 

Cf Hacjmq ( 1995 105-114) on the career of the normal distributron curve which tie denne s In 
terms of two quantit.es the mean and some measure of dispersron Dispersion Is 
important to the measurer If all the measurements cluster about the mean we th,nk of the 
average as reliable If they are spread out we think 111s not A Normal distribution Is defined by 
its mean and standard devianon" ! 106- 7) and the invention of homme type ''the average 
man" 
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In the following epithet "as JY nou 1veer eenkeet met my saamstem dan dcnner ek ;c1/' 
(1f you agree with me one more time I Ii thrash you) · that Is to say sometimes 
consensus Is a signal that something Is amiss Ithe lion ano the lamb cannot 
agree/reach an accord on the food to eat) 

All this newness has also given Johnnv-come-Iatehes and reborn non-racists reborn 
non-sexists etc new prominence They have of late discovered that any or all of tre 
following are all right women people of colour homosexuals and other "others" that 
these labels do not. In fact. define all there Is to say about "others· thgat Is "homes· 
do not have sex all the time women can do the same things people do aria people o' 
colour can run the country These latecomers are nowadays busying themselves N!'.r: 

convincing others about their ( 11ewI insrqhts but they ignore the chances that Jonnrues 
will always come too long after the meal The re-born vigour of those who of late lo, e 
all. Is however popular for all kinds of new parlour games because they are so guilty 
and demand so little from new power such Is the life of new alliances 

All sympathies and polrtrcally correct sens.orunes notwahstano.nq !1fe Is not a piece cf 
cake The drttrcult task Is to acknowledge d1Herences while aiso acknowledg1n,;i hurr,cin 
(1e uruversah rights duties and tasks vrs-a-vis the future of ourselves and our p.ane: 
(cf Jonas 1984 for a fine analysis of this .esponsibrhty) This demands reasonable 
conduct which Is therefore. worth defending For example we must recognise talent 
and support excellence while also gIvIng more people a fair chance to be excehent 

If the New South Africa with its old legacies Is to prosper vast numbers of illiterate 
under-educated and ill educated people the poor and workless millions and sc or 
must be helped along the way and here talent and excellence Is needed to co so in 
other words we should be wary of the "best of the worst they who talk the :a1k 
(because they cannot otherwise I and walk the walk because all paths lead to tne 
majonty government of the day iand I dare say the next few days too) We need Hie 
best of the best but 1f they have left for greener pastures at least the · worst of the 
best" at least riot much separates the latter two once again In terms of a normal 
distribution curve 

4. Likeness, to be liked and other nasties. An emphasis on superf<::::allv r,Ieasa·,t 
disposruons by way of getting by without change For example 
• attachment to a croar showing of Hie "rigl1t'· , pontrcatty correct woras postures 

commitments anc1 «iennfrcauons 
• networking as ,J substitute for products wtuch speak tor thernsel ves a world JI 

"s/omme d1nQe' (th111qs v.17,ch do not speak for themselves I wh·cn comanos 
niceness tu otnor s before anrj after ali else 

• workshopp.no.tan.shoppuu) to push dec1s1ons out from an;o,1gs'. equals a,, 
unutterably v,,i(Jar ex per rence wtieri accornparueo by partrcrpants talr ,rg cf M:ar cig 
drtter ent liah ttiat ,, r:Jelrb,c,ratdv ta" ,nq 0n rJ1tterent rc1les/r,::is1t10',s fror', -1..+' cl1 re 
speak 

Said. 1n the n,~ady day'.':> ot tt1e N0!1or1dl : Jer11u:.r]t1c "1overnerit t)y· a J'_Ji.;r·:aiist iu ,:ine 
Wynand Malan s a, dt:11t suppo11er,, 



• saying "1n my expenence the importance of this cannot be underestimated" counts 
as an assurance of fact that this mouth utters knowledge 

• looking like an academic for example ,s taken to mean that you are one money to 
the dress-for-success vorce-trarrunq rrnaqe-rnakinq shops' and 

• believmq that things (people too) are all good or not at all (eg 1f Allan Boesak 
served "the struggle" well his other actions are beyond reproach too) 

An emphasis on superficially pleasant dispositions also as a basis on which to make 
important Judgements of the "whole" (eg person or situation) Is worrisome because I 
believe that the really rmportant things do not lie scattered on the surface easily 
accessible to anyone without much effort (to change one charactenstic of common 
sense according to Clifford Geertz [ 1983] around) 8 In these terms this emphasis 
prevents adequate scrutiny of "life which Is hard" 9 

This category ,s about the people who look right and seem all right - strangers who hug 
others In public and on formal stages with apparent conviction and those who make a 
good impression on all they meet and do not know My fear ,s that they might have had 
"advice" from the "professionals" on the way to talk walk look right and appear all 
right "And" you may want to ask "why Is this a problem?" 

My mtunron Is that an emphasis on appearances and superficially pleasant dispositions 
Is pathological because such a disposrtion cannot grasp the complexity of life 
Moreover grasping this seems crucial to those intent on doing more than what common 
sense or the taken-for-granted allow Allow me to defend this 

We say "if you cant beat them 10In them" and perhaps this Is what Is happening with 
this thing called "image consultancy" something which Is certainly ,n line with Rorty 
( 1983) for ones view of the endless possibrhtres for self-creation Image-makers 
acjust the hair style voice and clothing of what we call the "persona" of someone 
according to the requirements of a specific platform audience or set of purposes and 
all of this for a bit of money (I take on the irnpucauons of the fragmented post-modern 
conception of the person elsewhere cf Craig 1997 ) The "consultant" must interpret 
and work wittun the given norms of how a business person or poutrcian or public 
relations officer "looks" "sounds" and In general, comes across to create the image 
required by a specific career and its const.tuencies or audiences 

Geertz, 19831 lists the following charactcnst.c naturalness. an "air of of courseness" (pfl5I 
that Is that things are simply as they are practicalness In the sense of sagacity to be 
"prudent level-headed !and to) keep (your) eye on the ball" (p87J trunnes s that Is "the worlrJ 
is what the wide-awake. uncomplicated person takes II to be" (p89) nnrnethco.camess which 
caters for both "the pleasures of inconsistency and "the intractable d1vers1ty of experience· 
(p90J and accessrbteness that is "the msistence that any person w1tt1 faculties reasonably 
intact can grasp common-sense conclusions land) will not only grasp them but embrace 
them" (p91 i 

· Cf Caputo 11987) foe a crscussron of projects which either betray or grasp this c:oniplex1ty 
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One question thrs suggests rs 11 self-creation 1s done pr.manty wrtt, a particular 
audience/purpose 1n rrund. then H11s merely confirms rather than o.sconu-rrs the power 
of old vocabularies and normal ( as opposed to abnormal er 
translormrng/transformatrve) discourse The image-makers 1n this regar:J are tner: 
nothrng more than handmaidens of the status quo rather than voices announcing a neN 
set of games and standards ( cf the typical hairstyles of black female rv contmuuy 
announcers) And this rs the problem with talking walking loor<rng right a-io appearing 
all rrght these are all safeguards against change because triey confirm old 
vocabularies arid exrstrng power-relations They thus eprtorruse that wn.cn reason must 
save us from false-consciousness unconscious desires and other hrdden rrr auonahue s 
(cl Nietzsche Marx and Freud s projects - those Rrcoeur [1974 148) calls the 'masters 
of susprcion": 

5. Dicks and jokes. Drstrnctrons wtlrch are not maae and wtuch as such ooscure tnose 
wrucn must be made For example what does rt mean (and does rt matter wner 
• a presidency rs placed on the balance and 
• humour rs knocked out as a way of coping wrth each otner or replaceo wrtr 

polrtrcally correct speech between us? 

Does rt matter wnen a president says (among other thrnqs) "Kiss 1t"1 Is this funny, Is 1'. 
the same as Charles (the future Krng) 'Nho wants to be a tampon? That rs to say are 
erther JUSt silly - "human all too human· - vulgarrtres or deserving of moral and polrtrcal 
outrage? Must 'men" and "women" 'blacks and wrutes' etc be opposed and Jokes 
about "others" banned as sexrst racist etc? 

Reasonableness would seem to depend on making drst:nctrons I eg between wna: ,s 
tasteless harmful bad evrl) rn ways that also opens these drsuncnons I and our 
reasons for them I for further exammat.on So not making important d stmct.ons ano.or 
obscuring ones wruch must be made weakens crucial stands against morau, 
outrageous conduct I deteno this as follows reasonableness can only come to-ware 
wtlen that for 'Nh1ch reasons are to be grven rs clearly articulated In other words a 
vague and rll defined "thing" does not ehcrt the lull force of either scrutiny 111 terms of 
reasons for rt or the standards to apply to evaluate the reasons grven To take thrs 
further one could ask Do srlly human vulqarines matter?' In other words will the wo·ld 
be worse off rf this "krnd of thrng' (eg an ashtray rn the shape of a vagina a Brble 111 
the company of d perus a President and a future Krng s sexual desires r 1s not brought 
to tnal? What must these trials oelrver 1n the name of qoooness> In other words shoulo 
we not attempt to rJ1st1ngu1st1 betweer: 90011 ano bad and bac taste? Is s:Jct a 
drst1nct1011 not r Pdsor1able') 

Moreover 1s 11 11.,st1f1cilile to sirm,..i ttIese coricerris wrth pol1t1cally correct speec, anc 
respect for ear:1I ,,tt1t:1 dnd especidlly 'tt1e ott1ef'';> I want to argue thcit 1t 1s crtJc1al to jc 
so because wP r1u I1ut 1n fact make lrfe safe t1y fudging d1st1nct1ons Making a sexrst 
Joke rs (pert1apsI 111 tJad taste t1ut tl11s rJoes not usually or 1nev1tably lea,js to or ca.Ises 
morally repret1ens;rtile actions tietween mr,rI and women In s11rnlar vern the evil ,ve 
perpetrate dlJarrJst t:ildl other ((eiJ "frnal solt1t10IIs· '\:ttrn1c cl(aansrnsi· ,wrI:,c,ne raI •.a 

do not seem tC> 1·,e ,n r1umorous worlds rf anything t11ese seem rnore ':learl) pa:·t :cf 
deadly serious p, ,:,111sat101I conflicts of Intl:r,:sts an/J t,attles for ::lwtrcl I.,ower a·1c 
resourc:es 



6. First come first served? Are mere connections to particular historical grounds for 
posrtrons and beliefs acceptable? 

• looking for roots by way of defining an identity and thus beliefs and projects 'Nhy 
look for 'roots"? Is rt to fix oneself/your tribe/your claims 1n the irnaqined 'glorious 
past wtuch as such 1s presumed to give you mahenable rights in the present? 
and 

• because old Verwoerd 1s regarded as "the father of apartheid" the grandsons very 
ordinary life-story 1s published and hrs opinion on matters related to change 
Afrikaner guilt and the New South Africa counts "Kan JY nou meet'?" (or how 
ndiculous can we get'71 

These attachments to historical grounds for posrtions and projects make turrushmq 
reasons superfluous rather. the task becomes searching for or clairrunq a particular 
(especrally an ausprcrous) beginning Operating on a "first come first served" basis 
depends on faith 1n a linear structure With its first (uncaused) cause or origin and final 
event or Judgement This view of things gives judgement 1n its terms. the power to wipe 
the slate clean - like entering Heaven/Hell the End of History or Utopia as a way to 
establish with certainty who t,1 blame and punish or to demand guilt and self­ 
castiqation/ flagellation from 

Moreover 'Nhat does searching and Iindmq your "roots" mean? An attempt to escape 
having to convince fellow particrpants 1n the here and now that you have a case? How 
can this work? Roots - also wnen used metaphorically - do not have an evidential 
structure' At best roots are accidental anchors. and 'Nhat they anchor - here and now 
can be uprooted In addition. to be of a clan. tribe. ethnic group race or nation-state 
are such arbitrary placements 1n lives constrained/enabled by the post-geographical 
meta-country made possible 1n cyberspace through teletechnology (cf Craig 1997) 

So emphasising "wno got 'Nhere first" (countrv-wrse or 1n terms of having fathered a 
system of ideas) 1s really of passing interest only as far as these serving as reasons for 
a claim or project goes I say this because what comes before something else 
causally perhaps - hardly serves as iusuticeuor. for that something as rt rs (or 1s taken 
up: 1n the present Also "who got 'Nhere first" rs such an odd way of th1nk1ng about 
trne history - the rrullenrua that we have beer around 1n one way or another and that 
'Nh1ch led to rruqratrons and changes all over the place 

Similarly the end of Time our destinatron as a species or the T radrtron we (as 
mdrvrduals or groups or mhabrtants of a globe) are moving towards 1s shrouded 1n that 
'Nh1ch we do not have access to the future This alone makes dabbling 1n "futurology" 
I 1e the business of attempting to harness the future by way of discerning possible 
scenarios from the trends wti1ch seemingly connect past to present and present to 
future) so tempting The point of mentioning this here 1s that life outside of a messtaruc 

I do not rere deny the right of owners to reclaim land taken away under the "forced 
removals" of /.parthe,d District S1, 1n Cape Town for example Rattier I want to show a 
specific set of mo ,es that attempt to wipe the slate clean very rnucb like Hie architects of 
apartheid tried by removing people of colour from "white South Africa" 
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structure that Is when we do not wait for the final Judgement to wipe the slate clean 
demands that we make sense of the present and that wrucn we do have access to So 
to defend reasonableness Is to defend that by which we are able to make sense of a 
world and social mstuunons which are always older than each one of us out ,vh1ch 
demand that each one of us engage things as best we can so as to cnanqe them ,.t,en 
necessary 

Ill 
There Is always sornethrnq opaque about ones present engagements We 'humans 
are unable to scr utrruse ourselves and our lives 111 the act: s I of composuron Pr1rased 
differently we are unable to find an cbjective or better still ornnrscient perspective on 
that whrch rs In the process of being constrtuted the present as lrved-tor-the-future Yet 
if and when we do discern a drrectronal.ty to our lives we are also placed In a Detter 
position to choose how to live now and tor the future For example once we became 
alerted to our destruction of the planet we could plan remedial moves to restore or at 
least prevent further depletion of important natural balances 

The porn! Is that self-understanding Is always (and perhaps mercifully so I one step 
behind our present engagements This does however not define the academic task 
that Is, to my mrnd at best focused on making expncrt distornons In th111k111g and livrng 
In other words It Is to continually turn towards that undertakmq defined by the 
rruunctrorr "an unexamined lrfe Is a lite not worth uvmq" This Is a demand,ng task It ,s 
however one that Is open to all who will follow the dictates of reasonable conduct that 
Is. furn.srunq reasons for actrons and then subjecunq the reasons gI,·en to ongoIrg 
public debate 

lrnphcrt In what I propose above Is the susprcion that post-moaern th1nk1ng Ir, its worst 
form that which I defined as "postrnoderrusm" above has a destructive role to pIay 
when searching after ways In which to live reasonably It does this by sancuomr-q 
partrcular forms of life or modes of thought ones described above as to.rows the ar.t - 
sprstermc stance of Richard Rorty for example has its ordinary equrvalent In what I 
called "not knowing about knowledge· In section II the post-modern applause of tr-,e 
oral. particular. local. and timely agarn finds its shadow In "drowning ,n sympathies 
and sensrbrhtres" and "Irr st come first served?" described above Furthermore trie 
desire to blur crsuncnons and wipe out o.scrprmarv boundaries welcomes mat ·1say ::if 
th1nk1ng ernpnasrseo under "drcks and jokes" and our own particular response to talk of 
ends seems captured by a desire to be "relevant" 

It Is common cause nowadays to talk about "ends the end of Phtlosophy or then In 
particular the en.i of second order questions and meta-theory and d v.t~oie host of 
other thrngs besides 1eg Cod author ship the mdrvroual the natron state .vester:­ 
ctvrhsat.orn AwJ r ,t ..our si: tt1ese declar at.ons signal tile derrnse of ways :if :1 >11119 ari:1 
talkrnq r ather tt1a:, deat11s 111 lllme curive'1t1011al '.tcrl',s '.hat Is as ·1,:,cat1n9 '.'1e 
cessatron of lite 111 su1tre11t t1e11HJs Till, worst· ,-,111J s1gr1alled nowadays t, ttose ,\•1:, 
sometimes fly tlH: post-modern flar_i Is taI~ of H-e c,ncj cf goals SL.er- as 1·,11'1 d",'. 

knowledge 1Horty 111981 

I see tt1e goals rif trutt1 cJrid ,11Lwlerjgu as erHJs .ve c:cJ<111ct aHrnd U Jer- ;ira'.,, :1 tt , 
young republic NI'.'1 its I()11\J ,111,JIyenous1 arid rbatIvcIy st10rt 1,-01::1 d1 1-, S'C:1 'vVe 



need these regulative ideals 1f only to get rid of the legacy of differences so deeply 
entrenched under apartheid Goals such as shared standards for truth. rightness and 
goodness seem to bind us into a community one where we will furnish reasons for our 
actions and use standards to judge these wh ich reach beyond the rmrneoiate interests 
of the interlocutors If we give up on what 1s common to the human task. our grounds 
for "relevance" too will shrink until only one I can stand firm on her/his views on things 

the unreason of the dictator Saying this does however not close the matter of 
re.evarv:e 

I guess that some of the patterns listed above are attempts to be appropriate for here 
and now leg "unholy (new) alliances" and "likeness. to be liked and other nasties") I 
am unclear on the importance of talk about being "appropriate" for our locale but find 
debates about being Africanist rather than Eurocentric. eco- rather than egocentric 
gender sensrtive and generally mclusive of all others. important enough not to have 
these foreclosed When these discussions come with their own brand of exclustvrty 
then they are foreclosed For example even c1t1ng Harold Bloom (The western canon) 
rather than say Franz Fanon t The wretched of the earth) might mean nowadays that 
one places yourself (or 1s placed by others) either on the "right" (high) or "wrong" moral 
ground A h,gh moral ground rrnght ensure 'a warrant for voice" as they say 1n 
discourse analysis that 1s with the right to be heard (cf Parker 1992 for a more 
detailed analysis of the person-posrtrons with a certain currency) but I do not think 1t 
secures reasonable debate 

As far as relevance goes I regard the call for a particularly (South) African academic 
tradrtron to be one which cannot be "answered" - wrthout further ado - 1n the sense of 
us then deliberately busying ourselves wrth the creation of a Tradruon My point 1s 1t 
seems as odd to wake ourselves up from day to day With the call "let's make History" 
as to call on us to "have a Trad1t1011" It seems to me that a traditron 1s most clearly a 
way of doing things. of understanding and hvmq which comes about over time as 
people pursue the variety of goals that define a life and our lives Moreover that unless 
this variety 1s deliberately unified into a story (with a beginning middle and end) a 
Tradition thus "rescued" from the events and actors beliefs. desires and projects 
involved. carrying on the business of life remains just carrying on acting Phrased more 
elegantly 'life does not narrate itself 1t 1s lived" (quoted 1n Rrcoeur 1985 78J Such ciri 
emplotment and thus the rescue of a Tradition are illustrated 1n the work of Andrew 
Nash , 19971 011 tile Stellenbosch phuosoph.cal tradrtion 

In this regard the patterns described above are at best a sketch of the WcJY wP l1vP 
now on our way towards creating a particular trao.non These patterns are therefore 
about tile flotsam and Jetsam as 1t were of carrying on the business of l1v1ng for zi 

future - that ·Nh1ch may very well come to close off options further down the line unless 
attended:o 

Caputo starts his work Radical hermeneutics as follows ··we have 1t from Ar1sto11,-, 
himself t'lat life 1s hard' ( 1987 11 which means that we have to stick w1t1 H11s rJ1fficulty 
and not betray 1t 1n our projects Betraya1 mevnably leads to less and not rnore sense 
more o.stortrons and not fewer For Caputo metaphysics was one such attempt at 
betrayal In this art cle I nave tried to articulate local ordinary ways 1n which we betr ay 
the cornolex.ty of life anc lirmt our possibihtres for the future 

53 



To live well 1n the face of tt1e many uncertarnnes about things which det.r:e our human 
situation (here 110w and anywhere) for example how to be able to Judge the facts and 
values which come our way as well as what to do and belief from case to case 
demands that we ask about reason L1v1ng reasonably 1n the face of the long and 
changing history of ideas 1n this regard means at least asking for and gIv1ng reasons 
for our actions and contrnumq to scrunruse our beliefs about our beliefs 1n this 'egarJ 
This does not make our Judgements and choices safe only open to cr.t.c.sm and thcs 
justificatron or change 

My view on l1v1ny tor a future that will serve ,JS all well tnerefore tu-r.s or tne .ea.isat v 
that life 1s complex Moreover that to be human means to have a l1m1ted perspectI ,e o­ 
trunqs!' (we are not ornruscient ornrupresent and omrupotent) sc that we ca:' 0:1:y Jc 
as well as reasonableness pennrts We can of course do much worse 
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