James Robinson

September 21, 2005

Themes in Political Philosophy 3340

Dr. Lee

Journal 03

The Transcendence of Experience, or the Experience of Transcendence, and Political Truth

“[Q]uestioning is not skepticism but a manifestation of what Socrates called intellectual (eros), an awareness and pursuit of the revelatory nature of what is.”
 The very nature of political philosophy is to pursue the “possible.” To apply philosophy to politics or politics to philosophy, implying that philosophy itself is intrinsically political, is to examine “current truths” and ask, “why?” Why can’t this be better? Is there something better? Inherently, there must be an experience of “pain” in order for the possibility of an alternative to be realized. Humans innately experience something which then initiates thoughts about the experience. We experience the pain of injustice which translates into actions. This “pain,” whether it is personal or sympathetic, must transcend the realm of personal experience in order for others to share in the idea of the politics of the “possible.” “Pain” is only authentic within our own reality, making the transcendence of pain a “reproduced experience.”
 It is the feeling of this “reproduced experience” that allows for us all to go beyond the experience of others and make the pain of injustice our own. This is the key to reaching universal political truths.

Do the affects of incapacitating poverty on children transcend the realm of personal pain? This is unquestionably an example of personal pain transcending the personal realm and becoming a public pain. In a sense, there has truly been a reproduction of an experience of pain within the political sphere. This in a way reveals the nature of political issues. Personal feelings are made a public issue which makes the subject inherently political. 
“The truth of a belief is in any case independent of what caused it, and its source may not be worth seeking. I know the two-times table, for example, not because I thought of it for myself-who could do that?-or heard it proved, but because someone whose name I have forgotten taught it to me in primary school, and I do not have to remember the teacher's name to be sure that it is true. The name does not matter; the challenge (How do you know?) is no more than a rubber knife.” 
 
In this statement George Watson reveals an element of the paradoxical nature of political philosophy. Having discussed how “pains” can be transcended and become the reasons behind our political ideologies, Watson brings to light the idea that asking “why” about the nature of the transcendence of “pain” is entirely irrelevant in many cases. The knowledge of an experience is all that is necessary. There is no importance in when or how the personal pain of the impoverished transcended the personal realm, but that we understand the pain of the impoverished and the need for an improvement, the possible, is the only relevant matter. This is the paradoxical nature of political philosophy. Philosophy demands the question “why” and philosophy is intrinsically political; however, we discover that in political matters, as well as other matters, the question “why” can be irrelevant.
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