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Introduction

AccordingtotheanalysisconductedbyKoNomura,environmentalpolitics

can bedividedintothreedistinctdomains,namely environmentalpolitical

theory,comparativeenvironmentalpolitics,andinternationalenvironmental

politics（Nomura 2010,4）.This research paper intends to enrich the
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discourse surrounding the first domain,namely environmentalpolitical

theory, by reviewing the fundamental principles of politics and the

environmentwiththehelpofCharlesTaylor'sworks.

AsJohnDryzekhighlights,beforethe1960s,theterm "environment"was

notcommonly used.Contemporarily,numerousnationshaveimplemented

environmentallegislation1） and established governmentaldepartments to

addressthisissue（Dryzek2013,3-5）.ThestudyconductedbyDoyleandhis

team hasdeterminedthreefundamentalenvironmentalattitudes:Resistance,

Reform,andRadicalism（Doyleetal.,47）.

Resistancetowardsenvironmentalistsarisesfrom individualsandgroups

who deny the severity of environmental degradation and impede the

integration ofecologicalissuesintothepoliticalagenda2）.TheHeartland

Institute3） is famous for its skepticism towards climate change.Bj・rn

Lonborg4）wasaprominentskeptic（P・lsson2020,149）.

Someindividualsandgroupstakeareformistposition,seekingtomake

moderateandincrementalchangestothesystem ofliberaldemocracywhile

maintaining its fundamental tenets. The United Nations Environment

Programme's sustainable development initiatives reflect this perspective

（Doyle etal.46-47）.NeilCarter's extensive work,The Politics of the

Environment,providesvaluableinsightsintothereformstaking placein

Europe（Carter 2018）.Additionally,the research conducted by James

Connelly and his team offers useful information on the European

environmentalmovementandgreenpolitics（Connellyetal.2012）.

Proponentsofradicalideologiescontend thatmoderateapproachesare

inadequate for addressing systemic issues.They argue that swift and

substantialpoliticaltransformation,akintoenvironmentalmovementssuch
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scientistswhodepartfrom thescientificconsensus（Dryzek2022,67,69）.
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HisbookisTheSkepticalEnvironmentalist,CambridgeUniversityPress,2001.



asEarthFirst!,5） isessential（Doyleetal.,46-47）.DavidRothenberg6） cites

Arne Naess, an ecological philosopher, as stating that deep ecology

comprisesthreeimportantcomponents:theintrinsicvalueofnaturefor

humanity,ecologicallawsgoverning human morality,and therightof

endangeredspeciesanduniquelandscapestoremainunaltered（Naess1989,

16）.

CharlesTayloroccupiesadistinctiveposition thatunitesthereformers

andradicalecologists.Heisnotanactivistbutaphilosopher.Heiswidely

acknowledgedasasignificantfigurein parliamentary democracy.Hehas

participatedinfourelectionsfortheCanadianParliamentasacandidate7）.

In his opinion,contemporary democracy confronts numerous obstacles8）.

Furthermore,heisacutely awareofthewidespreadfeelingsofeconomic

disillusionment that many individuals experience within contemporary

democraticsocieties（Taylor,1968,1970,1974,1976）.

Taylor,apoliticalphilosopher,hasdedicatedhimselftoexamining and

expounding upon politicalthought.Hisextensiveresearch hasfocusedon

the conventionalpoliticalsystem in Europe,and the various political

ideologiesthathaveemergedfrom it（Taylor1991b,2004）.Byofferinga

fresh perspectiveon politicalphilosophy,hehascontributed to political

theory.He argues that one of the aspects of contemporary political

philosophy,utilitarianism,isaccountablefortheeconomicdisparitiesand

theerosion ofindividuals'dignity thatarewidespreadin variousnations

（Ibid.）.

In his work,Taylor sought to integrate Enlightenment ideas with

ecology,drawing on the perspectives ofRomanticistthinker Herder to

develop an ecological viewpoint. Taylor's efforts successfully merged

liberalism andromanticism,andhisfindingswereinfluencedby Herder's

beliefthathumanbeingsareconnectedtonature,withhumanvoicesbeing
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５）EarthFirst!isaUSdirectactiongroup（Doyleetal.131-133）.CharlesTaylorisnot

amemberofthisgroup.

６）Rothenberg'sintroduction（Naess,1989）.
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８）Taylorwrotemany essayson thesepoints.Thebook,ThePattern ofPoliticsis

important（Taylor1970）.



seenasexpressionsofthenaturalworld（Taylor,1975,1979）.Accordingto

Isaiah Berlin,Herder's romanticism could be classified as expressionism

（Berlin,1965）.

TaylorchallengedoneaspectoftheEnlightenmentphilosophy'sconceptof

aperson,particularlyCartesiandualism'snotionofmanofsoulandbody.

Thisseparationofapersonintosoulandbodyresultsinthedivisionofa

manintotwodistinctbeings:theselfandthephysicalbody.Thebodyis

inherently naturaland connected to theexternalenvironment,whilethe

mindisseparatedfrom nature.Consequently,humanspossesstheabilityto

manipulateboththeirbodiesandthenaturalworld.

This paper comprises two primary sections.The first part includes

Taylor's critique of Cartesian tendencies,which encompasses four key

aspects:humandualism,separationfrom nature,atomisticdetachmentfrom

nature and society,and instrumentalism.The second part consists of

Taylor'stheoreticalproposal,encompassing fivecomponents:theunity of

human and environmentalentities,theexpression ofhuman and natural

elements, the reflection of human and natural aspects, ecological

perspectives,andlanguagesandecology.

（1）Taylor'sCritiqueofCartesianTendencies

a）TheCritiqueofDualPersons

AccordingtoKoNomura,theseparationbetweenhumansandnaturehas

drawn considerableinterest,particularly during theAnthropoceneepoch,

especially on whether individuals are fundamentally distinct from or

connectedtothenaturalworld（Nomura2022,57）.

As Ko Nomura,Roger Scruton etal.,and Charles Taylor mention,

contemporary individuals experience estrangementfrom the environment,

largelyduetotheisolatingtendenciesofmodernepistemology.Theprimary

causeofthisisolation istheduality ofa person,which comprisestwo

distinctparts:themindandthebody.Inthefollowingsections,thispaper

willcritically examinethisnotion ofhuman duality（Nomura 2022,59;

Scruton2002,3-80;BakerandMorris1996,11-22;CharlesTaylor1965,326-

327）.

AccordingtoGilbertRyle9）,themythaboutbodiesandmindspropagated
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byDescartesissopervasiveamongtheoristsandevenlaymenthatitmay

be deemed the official theory. Many philosophers, psychologists, and

religiousteachers,with minor reservations,endorseitskey tenets.The

official doctrine posits that every human being,with some supposed

exception,possessesbothabodyandamind.Furthermore,itassertsthat

everyindividualconsistsofbothabodyandamindandthattheseaspects

aretypically coordinated.Aftertheendofthehistory ofthebody,the

mindmaypersistandcontinuetofunction.Humanbodiesexistinspace

andaresubjecttothemechanicallawsasphysicalentitiesinspace（Ryle

2023,13）.

Onecan observetheexternalphysicalprocesses.Therefore,a person's

bodily lifeisaspublicasthatofanimals,reptiles,trees,crystals,and

planets.However,nobodycanseeother'smindsandtheirprivacy.Onlythe

individualhasdirectaccesstohismentalstatesandprocesses.Asaresult,

apersonlivesthroughtwoseparatehistories:onethatinvolvestheevents

andprocessesoccurringinandtotheirbody,whichispublic,andtheother

thatinvolvestheeventsand processeshappening in and to theirmind,

whichisprivate（Ibid.）.

Thedistinction between themind and matterisabasicone.Physical

objectsinhabitasharedarea,oftenreferredtoasspace.Mindisamental

phenomenon and occurs in separate spheres.There is no directcausal

relationshipbetweeneventsinonemindandthoseinanother（Ibid.,15）.

Based on theofficialtheory,themind isbelieved to residewithin a

person's private inner world, which is distinct from the external

environment.Eachindividualisthoughttopossessaninnerlifeseparated

from others.Whilepeoplecan observe,touch,andcommunicatewith one

another's physical bodies, they remain incapable of perceiving or

comprehendingtheinternalmentalprocessesofothers（Ibid.）.

Heisunabletoquestionhisinnerthoughts.Nevertheless,hemustremain

skepticalabouteverythingexternaltohim.ThisiswhyDescartesconfronts

theenigmaofcognizingtheexternalworld.Toaddressthischallenge,he

necessitatesepistemology10）（Ibid.）.
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The contemporary rationalist theory propagated by philosophers like

Descartes, Hobbes, and Locke, encompasses various epistemological

perspectivesthatcontendthathumanknowledgeisrootedintheperceptions

thattheintellectacquiresfrom theexternalenvironment（Scruton2002,29-

39;Taylor1966,233-234）.

Recognition,widelyregardedasthecornerstoneofallknowledge,refers

tothementalprocessingofinformationgatheredthroughthehumanbody's

five senses.According to this theory,recognition entails the accurate

representationofanobjectiverealitythatexistsbeyondtheconfinesofthe

mind,aswellastheinternalportrayalofareality（Taylor1987,3）.

Recognition is characterized as the cognitive process reliant on the

physicalform,whileactionisportrayedasthebodilymovementguidedby

theintellect.Asrecognitionandactionarerecurrent,theyareperceivedas

an enduring interdependencebetween themind and thebody（Descartes

1982,32-34;BakerandMorris1996;50-51;Russell2009,455-458）.

Theintricaterelationshipbetween themindandbody alsoencompasses

therelationship between individualsand theirenvironment.According to

DavidHume,perceptionisthefoundationforthemindtoform impressions

and terminology（Hume 2003,61-76）.Following Locke's philosophy,the

mind combines impressions and ideas to facilitate recognition and

accumulatingexperiences.Experienceshavetheirplacewithinanindependent

mindseparatedfrom thesurroundingcircumstancesandevents.Thisnotion

providesinsightintothenatureoftheworld（Locke,1894,VolⅠ,118-165;

Russell,2009,490-495）.

Thestrictpartitioningofexperienceandtheexternalenvironmentresults

inadivisionbetweentheindividualandtheirsurroundings.Therootsof

Cartesianism,amodeofthoughtthatdistinguishesbetweenpeopleandthe

world,canbetracedbacktothephilosophicalsuccessorsofLocke,Hobbes,

andDescartes.

Thiswayofthinkingischaracterizedbythedualism ofmindandbody,

wherethebodyisseparatedfrom themind.InCartesianism,theexternal

world,comprisingthesurroundingenvironmentandthebody,isconsidered
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theindependentvariable.Themindisseparatedfrom theexternalworld.

Themindgetsexternalandinternalexperiences,suchasreflection,whichis

itsindependentworld.

Taylorpositedthatthenotion thatrecognition involvestheconnection

betweenexternalstimuliandthecorrespondinginternalstateisnotonly

applicabletotheworksofLockebuthasheldrelevanceupuntilthepresent

day.Thisviewpointisconsistentwithcontemporarynaturalscienceandis

also advantageousformodern computer-based cognitiveactivities（Taylor

1965,326-327）.

Despitetheeffortsofepistemology,aconvincingtheoreticalapproachfor

achieving thisalignmenthasyetto bedevised.Even though numerous

experimentshavebeenconductedandsubstantialevidencehasbeengathered,

theoutcomeissimply anotherrepresentation.Theharmony ofmultiple

representationscontinuestobeamystery.

Thequestionofwhichexperimentalmethodwouldultimatelyleadtoa

conclusion remains unanswered.Despite attempts to grapple with the

problem of the existence of the external world, the issue remains

unresolved.Ontologicalconsiderationsgivewaytomethodologicalconcerns,

resultinginadimlylitroom filledwithdoubtandconjectureaboutthe

environmentandtheprecariousstateoftheplanet.

b）TheCritiqueofaPersonDisengagedfrom theEnvironment

I previously stated that individuals were within a dimly lit space

characterizedbyuncertaintyandspeculationregardingtheenvironment.Due

to theseparation between themind and thephysicalbody,theworld

aroundthem becameanobjecttobeobserved.InCartesianepistemology,

thisobservation wasconducted by thesensesassociated with thebody

（Descartes1982,32-34;BakerandMorris1996,84-85）.

Theexternalstimulithroughthebodyaretransmittedtothemindand

themind movesthebody asifitwerea machinedesigned to do so.

Moreover,thisactivity ofrecognition andaction takesplacein only one

person'sbody.InCartesianism,apersonisadisengagedsubjectwhodoes

notengageintheenvironmentaroundhim.AccordingtoTaylor,however,

peopleengagein natureand society in amultilayered mannerin many

waysincluding shared language.They engagein society internally and
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externally.They cannotleave society.There can be no doubtwithout

language,and no reflection withoutlanguage.The self-contradiction of

Cartesianism liesinthefactthatthepersonwhoroutinelyengagesinthe

world makes the self, the disengaged one. The hitherto "dominant"

rationalistperspectivehasthusgiven usthedisengaged subjectasour

model（Taylor1991a,63,67;Taylor1992,102）.

Modern andcontemporary rationalism hasledpeopletodisengagement

from participationinnatureandsociety.Thepeopleareoblivioustothe

surroundingcultureandhistoryandlosesightofthebondsofnatureand

solidarity.Taylorhasastrongsenseofurgencyaboutthisself-centered,

narcissistic,anthropocentriccontemporaryculture.Thehumanimageofthe

disengaged individualcreateshigh barriersand divisionsbetween human

beingsandsociety,andbetweenhumanbeingsandnature（Taylor1991b,40;

Taylor1989,383）.

Theprevailing view oftherationalthinking subjectin rationalism is

rootedintheontologizationofrationalproceduresandmethods.Thehuman

subjectthereby liberatestheindividualfrom theconstraintsofexternal

existenceornon-existence（Taylor1991a,61）.

Thus,theinnerconceptleavestheontologicalconclusionontheexternal

world.Thisconceptbecomesneutraldependingontheprocedures.Theinput

ofinformationbecomesamereregistrationoffacts.Evenifthiswayof

thinkinghasitssourceinthecommonsenseofcivilizationdatingbackto

pre-modern times,it has been reinforced in the post-modern era.In

Cartesianism,reason wastransformednotasacapacity torelatetothe

order of the universe, which could be called rational, but as a

methodologicalcapacitybywhichwethinkappropriately.Rationalityissaid

to havecaused an importantshiftin earliermodesofthinking,asit

becameacarefulexaminationofthethoughtprocess（Taylor1991a,64）.

c）TheCritiqueofAtomisticPerson

Individualswho do notengageareforced to isolatethemselvesfrom

natureandsociety,whichhasbeencompatiblewithpost-modernculture.In

modern culture,self-responsibility hasbecomean importantpartofthe

culture.Inparticular,scientistswhopursuedsolitaryresearchalsoplayeda

modelrole.For example,Copernicus,Galileo,Darwin,and Freud had
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particularly heroic research styles. They idealized self-autonomy and

demonstratedfirsthandthattobefreeinmoderntimesistoassumeself-

responsibilityandtotrustone'sjudgment（Taylor1987,7）.

This epistemologicaltradition,modeled on these scientists,is deeply

weddedtothevirtuesoffreedom anddignity.In doing so,Taylorsaid,

therewerethreekeypointsintheepistemology.Thefirstisthe"subject"

asan ideally liberated self.Thesubjectmustbefree,rationalistic,and

completely distinctfrom thenaturalandsocialworld.Thesecondisthe

punctualview oftheself.Theterm punctualusually explained asthe

meticulousnessofbeing on time,hasauniquemeaning forTaylor,who

definesitashavingaliberalandrationalisticmindindealingwithsociety

andbeingthesubjectoftransformingandrestructuringsocietytopromote

its welfare for himself and others. This has extremely elitist and

bureaucraticimplications.

Thethird,whichisalsoalogicalconsequenceoftheabovetwo,isthe

emergenceofatomism,in which theindividualisunderstoodtobevery

independent.Atomism,coupledwith theelite'seffortstomanagesociety,

emphasizestheidealsofgovernanceandthereform oftheself.Thisisstill

apowerfulmodelforsocialengineeringtoday（Taylor1987,7-8）.

d）TheCritiqueofInstrumentalAttitudestowardsEnvironment

AccordingtoTaylor,theelitist,social-engineeringindividualthatatomism

representsdoesnotseesocietyasaplaceofourdevelopment,butasaset

ofnecessary instruments.An instrumentalunderstanding ofsociety will

hardly givepeopleasenseoffulfillment.Ultimately,aspeopleseek self-

sufficiency,theinevitabletendency toretreatintoprivatespacewhenever

possible emerges. It is said that modern society self-enhances such

privatization.Of course,the intensification of privatization widens the

cracksbetweentheindividualandsociety（Taylor1985b,304）.

Inparticular,thegrowthofscience,technology,andmodernindustrialism

hasgivenhumansnewpowerstochangeconditionsinnatureandsocietyas

they wish. Furthermore, Western industrial society has increasingly

expandedtheprivatizationoflife,destroyingtheoldlocalcommunitiesthat

were previously important in people's lives.As a result,the idea of

happinessandgoodlifeasthepropertyofasingleindividualoranuclear
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family has gradually become accepted. Hence happiness became the

dominanceofnature,forindustrialdevelopments（Taylor1985b,304）.

Nature, Taylor understands, is sometimes human itself. However,

rationalism sincetheEnlightenmenttreatsnatureasanobjectwaitingtobe

modified ormanipulated toproducecertain results.Thepurposeforthe

modificationisdetermined,ordered,andimposedontheobjectbyhumans

（Taylor1968,149）.

ThismodernWesterninstrumentalreasonseessolutionstoenvironmental

problemsastechnical.Thisisthesocialandpoliticalmainstream view in

moderntimes,wherehumandignityisdefinedintermsofhuman'sability

todominatetheobjectifiedworldthroughinstrumentalreason（Taylor1989,

384）.

Theconsequenceisa materialisticview oflife,including thenatural

environment,inwhichtotakeoneoutstandingexample,wecanthinkof

thisuniverseasnothingmorethanasourceofraw materialstobeoffered

forourpurposes（Taylor1991b,89）.Indoingso,problemsofenvironmental

pollutionorecologicallimitsmayarise.However,theythinkthoseproblems

canbesolvedbytechnicalmeans,thatis,bybetterandmoreextensiveuse

ofinstrumentalreason（Taylor1989,384）.

AccordingtoJamesMcEvoy,thisapproachtonature,whichhasitsroots

in thewritingsofEnlightenmentthinkerslikeDescartesandLocke,will

have its heyday in our age of environmental destruction. This

instrumentalistunderstandingshapesthepracticesandinstitutionsofour

time.Incapitalistsocieties,natureforproductionisconsideredmaterialfor

humansthemselves（McEvoy2001,197;Taylor1966,232）.

Inthisinstrumentalistapproachtonature,natureisseenasaneutral

territoryunderstoodtobefordomination,andpeopleareconsideredfreeto

break away from theirbackgroundsand circumstanceswhen they shape

themselvesinthefaceofarealitythatincludesnature（McEvoy2001,197）.

According to Glen Lehman and Joy A. Palmer, freedom in the

instrumentalistapproachisassociatedwithaneconomicworldview linkedto

individualism andpassivefreedom.Passivefreedom ismorespecificallythe

freedom ofindividualsto pursuewhatevergoalsthey deem appropriate.

Freedom inherently involves more than radicalself-autonomy and what

individualismwouldhaveusbelieve（Lehman2015,164;Palmer1998,ix）.
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AccordingtoJohnS.Dryzek,theinstrumentalattitudetowardnatureis

the Promethean attitude.He employs the mythology ofPrometheus,a

figurewhofamouslytookfirefrom Zeusandenhancedhumanity'scapacity

toshapetheworld.Prometheuspossessesanunwaveringbeliefinhuman

ingenuityandtechnologicalprowess,whichtheyholdasameanstoconquer

anyobstacle,includingenvironmentalchallenges（Dryzek2022,53）.

AsDrizek mentions,thedominantindustrialorderhasbeen taken for

grantedforseveralcenturiesintheWest.TheIndustrialRevolutionbrought

abouttechnologicaladvancementsthattransformedmaterialsintovaluable

resources.Concurrently,Europeancolonialexpansionprovidedaccesstonew

continentsforexploitation.Capitalisteconomicgrowthcametobeviewedas

astandardaspectofathrivingsociety.Eventhosewhoenvisionedafuture

beyond capitalism,such asKarlMarx,celebrated technologicalprogress,

economicgrowth,andthesubjugationofnature（Ibid.）.

Today,virtuallyallgovernmentsprioritizepromotingeconomicgrowthas

theirprimaryobjective.TV newsiscenteredonthenotionthateconomic

growth isinherently positive,encompassing increasesin wealth,income,

profits,and employment（Ibid.,54）.However,thisemphasison growth

oftenleadstodetrimentalconsequences,intermsoftheenvironment,such

asincreasedpollution,trafficcongestion,andacceleratedresourcedepletion.

Notably,these environmentalimplications are rarely,if ever,reported

alongsidetheeconomicmetrics.Despitethis,thepolitical-economicdiscourse

within liberalcapitalistsystemstypically remainsdisconnected from any

awarenessofenvironmentallimitations（Ibid.）.

（2）Taylor'sTheoreticalProposal

a）TheUnityofaPersonandtheEnvironment

As discussed so far,the modern epistemologically isolated individual

perceivestheoutsideworldthroughanindependentbodyandmind.Such

Cartesianism detached humansfrom ameaningfulrelationship tonature.

Ultimately,theEnlightenmentseparatesman from nature,destroyshis

identity,dullshiscreativity,andkillshisinitiative（Taylor1968,150）.

TaylorworkedwithMerleau-PontyandlearnedtheworkofWittgenstein,

tobreak through theempiricisttendencies.ThethemesofMerleau-Ponty
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andTaylorconvergedinthesameplace.Theydeterminedthatempiricism

and Cartesianism regard the individualas a disengaged subject.They

strongly criticizedsuch asubjecttheory.Merleau-Ponty andTaylorused

the body theory,while Wittgenstein employed the linguistic theory to

critiqueCartesianism（Taylor1998,105）.

This section will begin with Taylor's understanding of Heidegger.

Heideggerbelievesthatindividualsarebeingsintheworldandagents.The

difference between Heidegger's agents and the singular subject of

Cartesianism isthatHeidegger'sagentsareplural.InHeidegger'sontology,

the existence oflife is collective.Society is the predominantfactor in

determining an individual's identity.Heidegger's argument against the

previouslymentionedCartesianistfeatureofatomism isaparadigm-shifting

critique.Heideggerbelievesthatwemusthaveagraspoftheworld,and

observe and controlits various conditions.In short,as an essential

foundationofthetheory,wemustparticipateasagentscopingwiththings

（Taylor1987,11-13）.

An individualisindeed an engaged agent.Theagentengagesin the

culture,thewayoflife,theworld,andnature.Atthesametime,italso

hasanaspectembeddedintheworldinwhichitengages.Sotheagentmay

bedescribed to betheagentasembodied.Embodimentmeansthatthe

humanagentisalwaysconcretelypresentintheworld,livinginaprofound

relationshipwiththeparticularcircumstancesofthemoment（Taylor1991a,

61-62）.

Merleau-Ponty developedtheconceptofabody thatstraddlesboth the

mindandnature.Thebodyisakindofunity.Thebodyisconsciousofits

environmentandcanadaptitsbehaviortoitsenvironmentappropriately.

Merleau-Ponty'ssubjectisnotdetachedfrom thebodyandconfrontsthe

objectsintheworld.Thesubjectmaintainsitsunitybyengaginginthe

worldandnaturearounditandtreatingtheworldinthewayitis.Tobe

consciousoftheselfasasubjectistounderstandtheselfasabodythat

acts.Consciousnessreferstotheconsciousnessofourrelationshiptothe

world.Consciousnesscanexistonlybyengagingintheworld.Inthissense,

thehumansubjectis・tre-au-monde（beingintheworld）throughthebody

（Merleau-Ponty2014,lxxvii;Taylor1967a,113-115）.

Asmentioned previously,Heidegger'sidea oftheexistenceofvarious
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individualswasbeingintheworld.Merleau-Ponty'sideawas・tre-au-monde.

Both termsappeartoposition theworldandnatureassuperiortothe

individual.AccordingtoArtLaitinen,theideaof“beingintheworld”is

also“beingorientedtotheworld”（Laitinen2008,72）.Thustheindividual

and nature are deeply connected. In modern epistemology, however,

subjectivity isdisconnectedfrom theexternalworld.Tayloristrying to

statethatitisthrough"myengagementintheobject"thattheobjectis

graspedandunderstood（Taylor1987,12）.

Wittgensteinputtheexampleofthegameofchess.Thequestionofhow

weplaythegameofchesscanonlyberaisedinthecontextofagame.An

actofchessgameshouldbeinthegamerules.Theactcontainstherule

itself.Ouractsshouldbeintheruleoftheworldandnature（Wittgenstein

2009,§108,§197）.

What,then,arethecontentsofthesocietiesandnaturethatmakeupthe

world?ForMerleau-Ponty,forexample,thesubjectwasinseparablefrom

thebody.Hetriedtoshow ourperceptionoftheworldascloselyrelatedto

ourknowledgeofhow toengageintheworld.Ourperceptionoftheworld

isourconsciousnessofourenvironment（Merleau-Ponty2014,lxxxi-lxxxii）.

Perception istheactofmaking theexistenceknown tous.Moreover,

perception is said to be implicit in us from the beginning. This

consciousnessisan implicitconsciousnessto engagein theworld.The

consciousnessofengagementin theworldisthefoundation ofallother

forms of consciousness.However,we often prioritize our own,more

developed and obviousformsofconsciousness,eventually forgetting our

fundamentalconsciousnessofengagementintheworld（Ibid.）.

We usually forget our perceptions described here. However, our

perceptionsarethefoundationofourknowledgeandthebackground.The

endlessrepetitionofengagementwithaparticularembodiedform makesits

embodimentanimplicitrule,animplicitperception,andabackgroundfor

thenextengagementwithanembodiedform.Embodiment,aspecificact,

appears as possible only against the background of the accumulated

embodiments.Thisbackgroundisthefoundationoftheworld.Theworldis

shapedbyformsoflife,byhistory,andbybodilyexistence.

Therefore,the background is in a paradoxicallogicalposition.The

background is unfamiliar to us.To clarify the background,another
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backgroundisneeded.Weliveasengagedsubjectsinthebackground.An

engaged subject has a background but a disengaged subject has no

background.Byclarifyingthatknowledgehasabackgroundattachedtoit,

theCartesianimageofthedisengagedsubjectcollapses（Wittgenstein2009,

§108,§197;Taylor1991a,70）.

Tayloralsodiscussestherelationshipbetween backgroundandcontext.

Contextissubsidiarytothecentralobject.Thebackgroundisnoteasily

perceptibletous,anymorethanisthecasewithwhattakesplaceonthe

darksideofthemoon.Backgroundshelpusunderstandwhatweperceive

directly;they summarizetheimplicit,unspoken context.Thebackground

appears with the engaged subjectand is the contextfor the subject's

apparent experience. Thus, to clarify something is to assume one's

background（Taylor1991a,69）.

Taylorstatesthefollowing."Ican only definemy identity againsta

backgroundofimportantmatters."Therefore,hesays,if,liketheCartesian

epistemologicalindividual,we remove history,nature,society,and the

demandsofsolidarityfrom ourconsideration,andseenothingbutwhatwe

findinourselves,welosethecandidatesforwhatisimportant.

Forexample,onlywhenapersonlivesinaworldwherehistory,nature,

andhuman needs,areclear,hedefineshisidentity with hispower.We

singleoutourrelationshiptonature,todefineouridentity.Wegetour

identification,torespectnature（Taylor1991b,40）.GlenLehmanarguesas

follows.Only when wethink ofourselvesasembodied,engaged,coping

subjectscanweunderstandhow weareincontactwiththecosmos.Thatis,

wecanlearnnatureandbeincontactwithit,onlywhenweconsiderthe

importanceofnatureasanintegralbackgroundtoourwayofbeingand

becominganengagedsubject.Thecalltoharmonywithnaturewithinand

outsideourselvesremainsalive（Lehman2015,165）.

Asdiscussedsofar,TaylorishighlycriticalofCartesianepistemology,

statingthatepistemologicalthinkingdisconnectsapersonfrom theworld

andnature,tothinkofthesurroundingenvironmentasatoolforone's

use.However,weshould keep therelationship between peopleand their

environmentasarelationshipofengagementandembodiment.Thissection

discusseshow therelationshipsbetweenpeopleandtheenvironment,suchas

societyandnature,areaffectedwhentherelationshipbetweenpeopleand
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theirsurroundingsisreviewedinthisway.

b）TheExpressionofaPersonandNature

Thepeopleunderstand how they areby relating themselves,through

language,tobackgroundswith importantvaluemeanings.Atthispoint,

onemakesa worthy judgmentofthingsby finding them desirableor

detestable.Thiswilleventually makejudgmentsthatthingsoughttobe

treatedin thisorthatway,which indicatestheemergenceofnormative

consciousness.

Thenormswouldincludebothnormsabouttheenvironmentandnature.

This role oflanguage is thatin which worthy meaning appears.The

function oflanguagetoenableworthy judgments,ortoproduceworthy

meaning,isconsideredby Taylorasaconstitutivefunction oflanguage.

Taylor'sterm ofconstitution createsalltheimportantwaysofbeing -

feelings,activities,and relationships -of a person.This includes,for

example,a person checking with himselforstating to otherswhathis

feelings are about,which Taylor sometimes characterizes as expression.

Thus,theconstitutionisalsoanexpression（Taylor1992,106）.

TayloremphasizesHerder'simportantachievementsin linguistictheory,

notingHerder'sdevelopmentoftheconceptof"expression."Languageissaid

to create new feelings,goals,relationships,and strong values,among

others,through "expression."Languagecan thereby transform ourworld,

buttheworldreferredtohereistheworldofourinvolvement.

Language introduces new meaning into our world through expressive

activities.Languagecan createnew relationships,and itcan also renew

relationshipswith others.Theserelationshipswith strong valuescan be

made new.So the constitutive function of language produces creative

"expression."Itisargued thatthevery telling doesnotmerely indicate

whatisalreadyobvious,butopensuppossibilitiesthatarenotyetpresent

（Taylor1992,107）.

This emphasis on expression has been the intellectual tendency of

Romanticism. Isaiah Berlin called the tendency expressionism. The

Romanticsincludedeveryonefrom HerdertoHeideggerandHegelandeven

influenced the utilitarian tradition through John Stuart Mill. This

Romanticism is said to have worked critically against Enlightenment
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rationalism,which regardedhumansasindividualsubjectswith astrong

desiretomanipulatetheworldaroundthem.TheRomanticssaw humanlife

astheexternalexpressionofhumanpotential（Berlin1965,54）.

Theexpressionistview developedtheidealofcommunionbetweenmenand

nature.Thisidealissaidtohavebecomeoneofthegreatthemesofthe

Romantic period. Expression became an expression of the mind, an

expressionofthepowertolive,andthroughexpression,humanlifewould

beharmonized.Humanswerethoughtto restoretheirrelationship with

natureasanexpression（Ibid.）.

c）TheReflectionofaPersonandNature

When harmony with natureisrestored through expression,theterm

reflectiveissometimesusedasaconceptthatincludesthis.Accordingto

Taylor,Herderdiscoveredthereflectivefunctionoflanguage.Thefunction

oflanguageisnotmerely todescribean object.Forexample,when we

createnew relationshipswithpeopleorreaffirm intimateones,language's

broaderfunctionsbeyonddescriptionareatwork（Taylor1992,103）.

Whenwespeakwordsthatimplyjealousy,orwhenwespeakwordsof

subjectiontopressure,bythisweconfirm,ratherthandeny,ourfeelings.

Languageemanatesfrom you and returnstoyou.Itistruly reflective.

Tayloralso givesan example.A person mumbles"How"when hefeels

pressure.Taylorarguesthatthisisawayofconsolingoneself,whichin

Japaneseisbelievedtobetheutteranceclosetothesoundofasigh.Itis

preciselythelanguagetospeakthatcomesbacktothem andchangesthem,

fulfillingareflectivefunction.Language"articulates"andatthesametime

"shapes"aperson'sfeelings（Taylor1992,104）.

Reflectioncanalsobeobservedconcerningnatureandsociety.Inthecase

ofEnlightenmentrationalism,naturewasregarded asan instrumentof

humans.However,using the concept of reflection,humans also have

reflectiverelationshipswithsocietyandnature.Individualswhoengageas

membersofsocietymaychangesocietyorberepelledbyit,dependingon

how theyengageinit.Inanycase,languageandactionemanatingfrom

thehuman sidereflectson humansthrough themedium ofsociety.The

samecould besaid aboutnature.Thework concerning nature,through

scienceandsociety,isreflectedtowardshumanbeingsbynatureitself.
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Whenonetriestounderstandreflectiontoothersoraboutnature,this

understandingmayincludeavalueornormativecontent.Itscontentmay

notbeabletoappearwithoutthebackgroundsofembeddedcultureand

historymentionedearlier.Amongthebackgrounds,thesemanticdimension

becomesavaluablereflection.Reflectionworksinthesemanticdimension.

Forexample,themeaningoflifeisapatternofdutiesandrightsoflife.

Freedom and the basic orientation of life that indicates historical

backgroundsshapeourwaysofbeing（Taylor1958,11;Taylor1992,103）.

Weliveourlivessurroundedbymeaning.Meaningisinthewordswe

exchange and in every sign we give.Mostofus live in an artificial

environment.Thisisespecially trueoftheinnerlanguagewespeak to

ourselves,orthosewhoarenotpresent（Taylor1985a,248）.

Therelationship between human beingsand natureshallbementioned

here.According toFergusKerrandHeidegger,humansmustunderstand

whatnaturedemands.Beinghumanastheultimategiftbythenonhuman

providesa foundation forthinking aboutecologicalpolitics.Thingsare

demandingthatweallowthem todisclosethemselves.

AccordingtoJaneBennett,thenotionoflifelessorthoroughlyexploited

mattercontributesto human arroganceand ourdestructivefantasiesof

dominationandoverconsumption.AsKoNomuramentions,weexistina

stateofconstantinteractionwithabroaderspectrum ofnonhumanforces

thatexistwithinandaroundourbodies（Nomura2022,58）.Thesematerial

forces, which possess beneficial or detrimental effects, enriching or

impoverishing,elevating ordegrading us,demandourattention andeven

deserveourrespect（Bennett2010,ix）.

However,as Kerr mentions,an important point for Taylor is not

Bennett'snonhumanforcesthemselves,butthatifwewanttomaintainour

identity as human beings,we need to be in contact with nonhuman

creatures,andbeopentothem（Kerr2004,99-101）.

d）Taylor'sExpressionistEcology

Wemustbeopen tonatureandin harmony with nature.Wehavea

certainobligationtosubmittoalargerorder,whichalsomeansthatwe

sharewithothercreaturesamutuallysustainingweboflife（Taylor1989,

384）.AccordingtoMaxOelschlaeger,humansarepartofthefabricoflife,
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andthereforeitistooarroganttodenymoralconcernforsuchawebof

life（Oelschlaeger2002,117）.

AsJamesMcEvoystates,modernidentityandthehumansubjectarein

thecrisisofenvironment.Weshouldrealizethatwearepersonsin the

worldandnature.Wemustrecognizethatwecometoknow ourselves,only

whenweareunderthesituatednatureofhumanexistence,wellpositioned

inournaturalandsocialenvironment（McEvoy2001,197）.

According to Taylorand Raymond A.Rogers,westruggleto realize

higherandfullermodesagainsttheresistanceoftheprosaicandshallower

formsofourunderstandingofourauthenticity.Anexampleofthemore

prosaicandshallowerformsistherelationshipbetweenhumansocietyand

thenaturalworld,asillustratedbytheperspectiveofenvironmentalpolicies

that recommend resource constraints. This is only a pragmatic and

instrumentalappeal.In contrast,weneed toseeourselvesaspartofa

largerorderthatcanmakedemandsonus（Rogers1994,166;Taylor1991b,

89）.Theshallowerformsandhigherandfullermodesofunderstandingthe

authenticityoftheselfherearecloselyrelatedtoecologyshownbelow.

Ko Nomura proposesto reexaminetheanthropocentricview（Nomura

2022,58）andaccordingtoGlenLehman,Tayloroffersoneunderstandingof

deep ecology. Against the contemporary anthropocentric attitude that

assumeshumansaretheend goaloftheuniverse,Taylorexploresour

ability toperceivevariousvaluesin thenaturalenvironmentandrelates

thesevaluestoecology（Lehman2015,133）.

Whenweperceivethevaluesinthenaturalenvironmentandareinawe

ofnature,wesometimesexperiencea senseoffullnessthatshakesour

everydaysenses.Tayloridentifiesseveralcontemporaryecologicalethicsas

oneimportantway ofthinking aboutthesourceofhumans'powerto

achieveastateoffullness,whichtheyfindin"Nature"andinthedepthsof

theirinnerbeing.Thevariousformsofecologyattempttoreconstructanon-

exclusivehumanism onanon-religiousbasis（Taylor2007,9,19）.

AccordingtoChristianDiehm,theterm deepecologywasfirstintroduced

by the Norwegian philosopher Arne Naess in 1972 to characterize a

distinctivegroupemergingfrom theecologymovement.Incontrasttoso-

calledshallow environmentalism,whichfocusesonprotectinghumanwelfare

in rich countries,Naess argues thata new deep ecology movementis
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arising（Diehm 2020,2）.

AsGlen Lehman maintains,Taylor'sargumentsabouttheenvironment

overlap with the principles of deep ecology.Taylor understands that

manipulativeanddominantattitudestowardnatureblindustothevalues

ofnature.Tayloragreeswithdeepecologiststhatweshouldexplorethe

valuesoftheworld（Lehman2015,135,164）.However,Lehmanstatesthat

whileTayloragreeswithsomeprinciplesofdeepecology,hetriestoavoid

the common tendency of deep ecologists to put the interests of the

ecosystem abovetheinterestsofhumanity.Taylorisasuccessorofthe

good aspectofEnlightenmentand joinsliberalism and ecology.Taylor,

however, posits that men have too much power over the natural

environment（Ibid.,143）.

Taylorrecognizedtheneedforsustainablesolutions.Taylor's1976paper

"ThePoliticsoftheSteadyState"impliesthefollowing.Namely,thehuman

communitymustbeawareoftheecologicalbalance,whichshouldatleast

promptustothinkabouttheproblemsassociatedwithoverpopulationand

resourcedepletion,whicharebecomingproblematic.Tayloremphasizesthat

wemustcreatenew waysoflivinginthenaturalenvironment,achieving

thisaslongaswerelyonaphilosophicalnewapproach（Ibid.）.

AccordingtoTaylor,inaninstrumentalistindustrialsociety,thegoodlife

isequatedwiththeexpectationofaninsatiableincreaseinprosperity.This

comeswith theexpectation offurtherdemandsforgoods,services,and

abilitiestocontrolnatureforindividualpurposes.Thisinstrumentalistview

ofwhatitmeansto behuman,so prevalentin modern civilization,is

human'sdominion overnature,shaping itaccording to theschemeswe

freelychoose.Thesesocietiesmeasurethesuccessandvalueoftheirsocieties

byproduction,thatis,bysteadyincreasesintheirdominanceovernature.

ButTaylor'srecommendationofasteadysocietyisasocietythatdemands

ustoacceptabalanceofimproving ourwell-being andecology（Taylor

1976,53）.

Taylordoesnotrefuseeconomicgrowth.Theproblem iseconomicgrowth

thatunnecessarily consumesresources.Hesaidresourceconsumption and

balanced growth can also be envisioned.Itis growth thatfocuses on

qualitativechange.Forexample,whenacompanyimprovesthequalityof

itswallpaper,revampsitsdesign,andproducesamorebeautifuldesign,if
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theactualuseoftheresourceremainsthesame,thiswillresultinahigher

quality of life while reducing the consumption of nature. Taylor

recommendsthistypeofgrowth.Ofcourse,ifweread thequality of

wallpaperasthequalityofsociety,wecanunderstandtheimportanceof

Taylor'sproposal（Taylor1976,49）.

e）LanguageandEcology

Taylor's ecology is based on the linguistic theories of Wittgenstein,

Merleau-Ponty,Herder,andHeidegger.SoniaSikkaalsostatesthatTaylor

builton Heidegger'sconstructivistandexpressionistlinguistictheory and

believedthatlanguageisnotjustatoolforcommunicating independent

representationsofreality,butinasenseconstitutesrealityandopensaccess

tomeaning（Sikka2018,135）.

Taylorgivesan exampleofwhen thingsarewild.Thewild demands

disclosurenotonlyastheworldbutalsoastheearth.Toputitanother

way,humansshould feelasifthewild demandsthedisclosureofthe

meaning ofthewild itself.ForTaylor,weshould beconsciousofthe

finiteness of nature and respect the preservation of species and the

conservation ofgeology.Thisposition isnotinconsistentwith economic

improvementandscientificactivity in nature.However,ifmen makethe

rainforestresourceoftimber,eithersimplyoutoftheneedforindustrial

developmentorfrom apurely technicalstandpoint,disclosureofmeaning

becomesimpossible（Taylor1992,125）.

From aninstrumentaliststandpoint,evenifweprotecttheresourcesby

not cutting down allthe trees,one does not feelas ifthe wild is

advocatingforthemeaningofthewild.Hence,thewildcannotappearin

thesemanticdimension.Intheend,insemantics,thewildisextinct.The

extinctionofmeaningforthewildleadstotheextinctionofmeaningfor

thehumansconnectedwiththewild.

Instrumentalism assaultstheveryessenceofmanasalinguisticbeing.

Evenifwefindasolutiontoglobalwarming,hesays,ifitistechnological

and forgetsthesemanticdimension,itwilleventually destroy us.For

Taylor,learning tolivewith thingsin thisworld,including nature,will

save the planet.To overcome our present crisis,we need,about this

universe,alltheinsightswehavetolearn（Taylor1992,126）.
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Among the important contemporary issues,are those that must be

exploredinlanguage,thatevokesresonanceintheheartoftheindividual,

suchasissuesconcerningloveandthepositionofhumansinthenatural

order（Taylor1991b,89）.AsShinChibaandHirofumiTakadaalsostate,

through resonancewith theflow oflifein natureandresonanceamong

people,we become able to perceive transcendent opportunities that go

beyondwhatislimitedtotheindividualorhumansociety（Chiba,Takada

2022,19-20）.

Taylorstatesthatifwecanregainasensethatthenaturalenvironment

andwildlandsarecallingtous,itwillhelptostoptheseriousecological

destruction（Taylor1991b,90）.Tayloralsostatesthatwe,ashumans,live

inescapablyinalargersocial,andevencosmic,context（Taylor2016,23）.

Throughlanguage,humansperceiverichmeaningsaboutnature,andsuch

meanings,byreflectingontheself,cancreatenewfeelings.

Languagewouldincludenarrative,poetics,andliterature.ShinChibaalso

notesthatmodernRomanticism'spoetics,literature,art,contemporarydeep

ecology,and thepraiseofnatureby poetsand naturelovers,allecho

humanity'saweforthedignity,mystery,andsacrednessoftheearthand

nature.Healso notesthattoday'sGaia（Mother Earth） hypothesisor

Spaceship Earth metaphor is a new way of looking at nature that

"preservestheinherentvalueanddignity ofnatureitself"separatefrom

humanity'sinstrumentalvalues（Chiba2022,270-271）.

AsFergusKerrnotes,TayloralsostatesthatHeidegger'sunderstanding

ofbeinghumanastheultimategiftofsomethingnonhumanprovidesthe

basisforecologicalpolitics.Wemustconsiderthatthingsdemandusto

disclosethemselvesinaparticularway（Kerr2004,100）.

In hisecology,Taylorcritically discussesthehuman manipulation and

dominationofnatureasobjectifiedobjects,classifyingitasshallow ecology.

To elaborateon thisissuefurtheron theauthor'spart,itseemsthat

Tayloralsocriticizestheenhancementargument,whichregardsthehuman

bodyasamachineandmanipulatesit.Taylor'sview ofbeinghumanasthe

ultimategiftbynonhumancreaturesindicatestheneedtocultivateadeeper

insightintolifeasagift,bothforhumansandnature（Taylor1991b,89）.
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Conclusion

CharlesTaylorcritiquesCartesiandualism,whichdividesindividualsinto

separateentitiesofthemindandbody,arguingthatthisdivisionleadstoa

separationbetweenhumansandthenaturalworld,andnatureisviewedas

a resource and tool for human economic pursuits in the eyes of

instrumentalistsandanthropocentrism.

Incontrast,Taylormaintainsthathumanbeingsandnatureshouldbe

united, and advocates for a comprehensive and non-anthropocentric

perspective that yields distinct branches of political science. Political

scientistswhoadoptan instrumentalapproach focuson politicalsystems

such asgovernment,parliament,politicalparties,elections,and political

movements,andviewthepoliticalsystem asdistinctfrom theecosystem.

KoNomurasuggeststhatweshouldhearthevoiceofnature（Nomura

2022,58）.Taylorassertsthatourlives,emotions,andvoicesreflectnature

andthatnaturecommunicatesitsintentionsthroughhumanexpression,so

wemuststrivetodiscernnature'sintentions.Taylorpositsthatweshould

functionasthenexusbetweenthepoliticalsystem andtheecosystem.In

Taylor's images of society, citizens and politicians act as non-

anthropocentricagents,workingtogethertocreateanauthenticdemocracy.
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