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M A I N DIRECTIONS OF POLISH P H I L O S O P H Y * 

The bieigmning of pihilosoiphical research i n Po land dates f r o m the end 
of the X V century. The Po l i sh philosophy f r o m the Renaissance period 
has to its credi t more than ome importamt achievememt, h i g h l y appreciated 
im that period, also abroad. This philosophy is commected w i t h the f i rs t 
period ot the blossomimg of the Cracow Jagiellomiam Umiversity. Two out-
stamding commemtators of the Artistoteliam and medieaval logic l i ved im 
Craciow at the emd of the X V cemtury. Niot on ly im their interpretatioms', 
but im certaim c r i t i ca l remarks they showed am imdepemdemce of thought 
amid maturi ty, wor thy of attemtiom. 

The f i rs t of them, Jam f r o m Glogdw, published, amomg other thimgs 
Exercitum novae logicae and Exercitum super omnes tractatus parvorum 
logicalium Petri Hispani. The second, M i c h a l f r o m Wroclaw, issued the 
Introductorium dyalecticae quod congestum logicum apellatur. They were 
both professorse at the Cracow Unive r s i ty and had their disciples and 
Siuccessors. 

Sebastian P e t r y c y f r o m P i l sen (1554—1627), the f i r s t philosopher 
wiriting i n Po l i sh , l i v e d and' worked i n Cracow i n the second half of 
the 16th and the beginning of the 17th century. He m a i n l y dealt w i t h 
Aris tot le , whose Ethics, Politics and Economy he translated into Po l i sh 
(1618). He presented his own philolosphical views, as it was the custom 
at that time, i n the f o r m of commentaries to Aristotle 's pract ical pub l ica ­
tions. It i s wor thwhi l e to emphasize in this conne:ction that i n his 
epistemological reflections he put a, stress on the value of experience 
and of the induct ive method. 

A l s o another philosopher of that t ime, A d a m B u r s k i (1560—1611), 
besides Jakub G ö r s k i (1525—2583), was a representative of revived 
s to ic ism in Poland. In h is work, published i n 1604, entit led Dialectica 
Ciceronis he came out in favour of empi r i sm and; put fo r th the postulate 
to use the induct ive method i n natural sciences — even before Bacon. 
F i n a l l y , attention should be d rawn to- the rather r ich phi losophical-
pol i t i ca l l i terature of that period. In this connection of part icular interest 
a re two authors: J a n Ostrorog (1431—1501) and A n d r z e j 'F rycz Modrzew-
s k i (1503—^1572). Ostrorog published in 1477 Monumentum pro reipubUcae 
ordinatione, i n Which work he called for a r e f o r m of the state i n the 
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m o d e m sense, outpacing i n d i f fe ren t questions Mach i ave l l i w h o m he 
preceeded by a whole generation. 

The fu r the r development 'of Po l i sh phi losophy was aidversely a f fec t ­
ed b y the loing struggle between protestatism and Catholicism, the lat ter 
f i n a l l y prevai led owing to the in f luence of the Socie ty of Jezus o n l y 
du r ing the r e ign of Z y g m u n t III (1587—1632). The Jesuits were oppres­
s ing free thought for a long time, not on ly at the Cracow Unive r s i ty , 
where they held a. strong iposition, but also i n numerous lother academies 
and colleges, both i n the domains of re l ig ion and philosophy. A s a result, 
P o l i s h philoisophy lost contact w i th the modern thought developing 
vigiorously at that t ime aind reverted to scholastics i n its degenerated 
f o r m . A l s o other important circumstances' — such as fo r example wars 
last ing fo r more than 70 years (1648—1721) the in terna l pol i t ica l decay, 
the d iminu t ion of the dynamics of the Po l i sh spi r i t (die Verminderung 
der Spannkraft der Polnischen Geistes) — s e r i ö u s l y impeded the devel­
opment of phi losophy. 

The inf luence of the ou t l ived scholastics was broken down only 
abiout the midd l e of the 18th century. In this connection, perhaps the 
most d-ecisive was the ac t iv i ty of Stanis law K o n a r s k i (1700—1773), 
a l though his phi losophical works considered w i t h i n the whole of his 
l i t e r a ry achievements, are ra ther of secondary importance. In; connec­
t ion w i t h this, new interests in modern philosiophy came to l ight . C o n ­
tact was established anew w i t h West European philosophy. Translat ions 
of fo re ign philosophers appeared i n pr int , there were travels abroad i n 
order to s tudy under the care of outstanding philosophers, f i n a l l y 
attempts were made to gain a. P o l i s h audience for philosiophy through 
the med ium of Po l i sh wr i t ings . Na tu ra l ly , one refer red to the phi losophy 
of the Enl ightenment A g e preva i l ing at tihat t ime. 

A t f i r s t the philosophy of W o l f f was introduced, f o l l owed b y the 
ideas of Leibniz,. Soon, however, under the in f luence of Condi l lac , the 
F rench philosophy preva i led and along the route the Eng l i sh iempiiricism, 
pa r t i cu la r ly Locke , and later the Sciotttish school. The inifluence of K a n t 
also became noticeable. In this connection, the phi losophical wr i t ings of 
the Sniadecki broithers are of an educational value. B o t h were sierious, 
independent researchers. The older of them J a n Sniadecki (1756—1820) 
was a. mathematician and lastronomer, whi le the younger one, J^drze j 
Sn iadeck i (1768—1838), was a na tu ra l scientist. They both dealt, h o w ­
ever, w i t h phi losophical problems and exercised i n this f i e l d â  long 
las t ing and dominat ing inf luence. J a n Sniadecki , i n a work en t i t led 
Philosophy of the Human Mind (1819), engaged i n a rather c r i t i ca l 
approach to K a n t and was severely at tacking metaphysics. A t the same 
t ime, however, he accepted Kan t ' s thesis that science refers on ly 
to phenomena; on the other hand he formula ted himsel f an idea, o f 
"good" metaphysics, whose task w o u l d be to work out the most general 
problems ar is ing f r o m scient i f ic cognit ion and Which thereby wou ld be 
based on experience — a conception w h i c h was later on pu t to the 
fore also i n other countries. 

Jedrze j Sniadecki on the other hand, i n his work On the Uncertainty 
of Judgments and Sciences Built on Experience (1799) — undergoes 
a v is ib le inf luence of K a n t , g l o r y f y i n g the Critique of Pure Reason and, 
i n its sp i r i t put t ing inte l lectual cognit ion higher than experience. A t 
the same t ime, and in a v e r y s igni f icant manner, he points to the 
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dangers i m p l i e d b y a pu re ly empi r ica l factor of natural sciences aind 
postulates the inecessity of critiical acoount ol experience, i n w h i c h h e 
appears as a predecessor of some foreign philosophers of the 19th 
century. N e x t he makes a distinct tu rn i n the direct ion of the Scott ish 
school. 

Severa l outstanding fol lowers of K a n t also act in the f i rs t decades 
of the 19th century (for lexample J . Szaniawski , F . Jaronski) , as w e l l 
as two Germanis Vo ig t and A b i c h t who worked for some t ime i n Polaind. 
Cr i t i c i sm, however, never p layed a leading role in Po l i sh philosophy. 

A distinct change i n Po l i sh philoisophy took place dur ing the l i f e t ime 
of the Sniadecki brothers. The works of wri ters of German ideal ism 
(Hegel and also par t ly Schel l ing and Fichte) w^ere eagerly read, and 
numerous outstanding persons t ravel led to Germany to see its main 
representatives. Fo r several dozen years, the German ideal ism had won 
a decisive inf luence on P o l i s h philosiophy. The period of idealism began 
i n Po land later than i n Germany and lasted longer, almost un t i l the 
1870's. Some epigones of ideal ism, for example the w e l l known re ­
searcher into the works of P la to and messianist Wincen ty Lutoslawski , . 
are exer t ing their inf luence i n Po land to this ve ry day. 

Character is t ic for this period is the appearance of many outstanding 
phi losophical inidividualities, ,such as for example J . Hoene-Wrohski 
(1778—1853), J . Go luchowsk i (1797—1858), J . K r e m e r (1806—1875) and 
A . Cieszkowski (1814—1894). They have been also called i n Poland 
"Po l i sh Messianists", for the so-called Messianic thought p layed in a l l 
the systems of the above mentioned philosophers an important role, 
par t icu la r ly as regards Hoene-Wrohski . In opposition to the Sniadecki 
brothers they were nei ther natural scientists (only Hoene-Wrohsk i was 
at the same t ime a mathematician), nor professional philosophers. A l l 
of them obtained a humanist ic education and took up an appropriate 
attitude. 

Besides, characteristic for a l l Po l i sh idealists was the system manner 
of philosophiizing. A lmos t every one of them was bu i ld ing his own 
philosophical system, may it be said without elaborating for it a broader 
monographical basis. Points of departure fo r these systems were 
supplied b y G e r m a n idealists. T h e conceptual apparatuis also stemmed 
froan them for the ma jo r part. In spite of that, a l l the P o l i s h idealists 
endeavoured to go beyond the German idealistic philosophy, and even 
to overcome it at various points. A s a result none of the above mentioned 
philosophers was for example a Hegel ian i n the strict sense of the 
word. The manner i n w h i c h the German ideal ism was t ransformed i n 
Po land is characteristic for the entire Po l i sh idealism, despite the 
differences between ind iv idua l systems. Religious f a i th played an 
important role i n the shaping of these systems, namely f a i th remaining 
general ly v/i th i n the f ramework of Chr is t ian ism. A s a result, almost 
eve:'yvv'here came into being a d is t inc t ly theistic Weltanschauung. The 
notion of God replaced the Hegel ian idea and occupied the central 
position. This led to far reaching transformations of Hegel 's t h i n k i n g 
wiithin i n d v i d u a l systems. Secondly, it was endeavored everywhere to 
overcome Hegel 's ra t ional ism or at least to supplement it i n most various 
manners. Namely , almost everywhere the tendency appeared to emphasize 
the role of feel ing and w i l l both i n cognit ion and the attitude of man 
towards the wor ld . T h i r d l y , a l l Po l i sh idealists introduced into system 
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consitruictions nat ional elements, par t i cu la r ly the problem of the pecul iar­
i t y lOf the Po l i sh nat ional character, the problem of the fate and ex-
oepitional mission of the Po l i sh niatiion i n the development of mank ind , 
pa r t i cu la r ly i n the creatibn lof a t rue and absolute philosophy. O n the 
one hand this led to a specif ic histiorliosophy and o n the other hand to 
the so>-called P o l i s h Mess ian ism (for example i n the wor'ks of Hoene-
Wrohsk i ) according tO' w h o m the Polisih na t ion w o u l d be the Messiah of 
n-ations and destined to save human i ty by its isufferings. Th i s Mess ianism 
comes to the fore, even abstracting f r o m philosophy, also i n the P'oliish 
romant ic l i terature. B u t one should not consider the latter as philosophy, 
as we are prone to do f requent ly , f o r i t is o n l y an expresision of poetic 
phantasy and poetic fa i th , but not pihilosophic theory. An'Other matter 
is the fact that i n pu re ly philosophical matters per ta ining to Messianism 
the border l ine between phi losophical research and personal fa i th and 
feelingis of the philosopher is almost completely effaced. Responsible for 
thiis are not o n l y the spiirit of the epoch, but also the conditionsi ini wh ich 
P o l i s h phi losophy lhad to develop i n those times. Outstianiding, philosophi¬
ca l personalities emerged at a, t ime — w i t h resul t ing cer tain insuf­
f ic iencies i n the shapiing of notions and sc ient i f ic expeirience. The 
magniitude of i n d v i d u a l w o r l d outlooks and metaphysical theories could 
not therefore sa t i s fy the severe requirements of creating notions and 
leadership. M a y i t be said that s i m i l a r phenomena appeared at tihat 
tiime not on ly in Polisih philosophy. A s i n other countries, this hais 
in f luenced also i n Po land negat ive ly the fu r the r development of ph i lo ­
sophy. A regression set ihi everywhere. 

The general sp i r i tua l atmosphere i n Po land began to dhange fo l l owing 
the defeat 'Of the upr is ing against Russia i n 1863. A t the t ime when the 
most outstanding, o ld representatives of the Po l i sh ideal ism were s t i l l 
al ive, acting for the most part i n the sp i r i t of the i r respective systems, 
both i n Polisih l i terature and i n pol i t ica l mi l l ieus , a divorce had come 
about f r o m the spir i t of romant ic ism. The west European empi r i c i sm 
a n d piositivisim began tio gain ani ever griowing impact. A diistinct l i t e ra ry 
movement came into being, cal led the "Warsaw pos i t iv ism". It was con­
nected w i t h a r e tu rn to na tu ra l sciences, to a his tor iography oriented 
i n a posit ivist manner (par t icular ly i n Cracow), w i t h the put t ing fo r th 
o f a programme of "organic w o r k " i n the po l i t i ca l and social domain. 
The P o l i s h idealist ic philosophy became al ien to the t h i n k i n g of that 
t ime. In connection w i t h this an unpropit ious c l imate fo r pihilosophy 
preva i led at that t ime, althought the works of philosophers such aiS 
J . Stuart M i l l and Spencer were d i l igent ly studied at that t ime. Thus, 
the Warisaw positivisim haid f ew fol lowers , engaiged i n pu re ly pihiliosoph-
i c a l research. J . Ochorowicz was one of the most importiant among 
them (1850—1917) who came fo r th w i t h a positivist programme al ready 
i n the seventies'. However , his pos i t iv ism d i f f e red i n several essential 
points f r o m the thought of Comte. I n part icular , he d id not share 
Comte's opinions as regards in terna l experience and phychology. This 
is understandable owing to the fac t that Ochorowicz h imsel f was 
d i s t inc t ly interested i n psychological problems and devoted himself 
en t i r e ly later on to that science. 

A m o n g other posit ivists may we also ment ion K r u p i n s k i , A . Eger, 
and also the leaders of the l i t e ra ry pos i t iv ism: A . Swi^ tochowsk i and 
P . Chmie lowsk i . The general phi losophical atmospihere of th is per iod 
(the 1870's and 1880's l e f t an impact o n quite a number of philoisophizing 
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na tura l scientists; a i l of them assumed a positivist attitude, that is 
more precisely an empir ica l attitude, just as it occured in other countries. 
The philosophizing physician, W. Biegahski (1857—1917), who i n later 
years devoted h imsel f ent i re ly to philosophy and who rendered great 
services in lay ing the foundations of the philosophy of medicine and 
medica l cognition, also sfemmed f r o m these circles. It may be said in 
this connection that his inf luence belongs to a later period of Po l i sh 
philosophy. Nei ther the activities of H . Struve (1840—1912) should be 
underestimated, who, as a, professor at the Russian univers i ty in Warsaw, 
made a great cotnribut ion to the philosophical cu l ture in Poland. His 
numerous and w e l l wr i t t en works are, however, of a rather eclectic 
character. A l l this period, taken as a whole, was rather a transit ional 
period. 

A t any rate, this period shaped in the coming generation of pro­
fessional philosophers, beginning their act ivi ty in the nineties', a. re luc­
tance to great, i l l founded or not founded mataphysical systems, or 
a longing for phi losophy f u l f i l l i n g the requirement of scientific 
discipline. The postulate of "philiosophy as an exact science" would be 
raised more and more f requent ly f r o m various sides also in the nineties'. 
Thus for example i t was done in Cracow by Stefan P a w l i c k i (1839— 
1916), i n Warsaw by A d a m M a h r b u r g (1860—1913), who was known 
as a connodsseur of Greek philosophy and an adherent of Neo-Kant ian i sm, 
f i n a l l y in L w d w by K a z i m i e r z . J w a r d o w s k i (born in 1866). 

Twardowsk i , a pup i l of Fran-z Brentano and oaice Privatdozent 
i n Vienna , and then in the years 1895—1931 professor of the L w o w 
Unive r s i ty , unfolded in L w o w a very l i ve ly and most effect ive act iv i ty 
i n the f i e l d of pedagogics. In the course of only a f ew years he created 
there a big philosophical research centre wh ich was constantly gaining 
in importance, and was predominant i n Po land i n the f i rs t decades of 
the 20th century. Twardowsk i educated several generations of inde­
pendent ly w o r k i n g philosophers who are today teaching at numerous 
P o l i s h universities. Na tura l ly , part of them are fo l l owing other ways 
than his. 

The ext raordinary s ignif icance of Twardowsk i oonsisted in the fact 
that he d id i n fact outl ine i n a certain sense a new period of the Po l i sh 
philosophy. Namely he impiosed on the philosophical research in Po land 
a new style of work. W o r t h y of attention is the fact that Twardowsk i 
achieved i t not so much by his w^ritings, but owing to h is personal 
inf luence. For actual ly he d id not publ ish many works .̂ Nei ther has 
he ever wr i t t en a voluminous book or created a system. Th i s was niot 
accidental , but the result of the deliberate w i l l of a, researcher. In sharp 
opposition to a l l system constructions, T w a r d o w s k i wanted to write, 
just as his pupils , only monographs on single, closely def ined problems 
w h i c h were d i f f i cu l t to grasp. The s t r iv ing for the greatest precision 
of analyses, sc ient i f ic responsibi l i ty fo r every formulat ion, every thesis, 
moved to the fore of his entire sc ient i f ic and pedagogical act ivi ty. The 
posit ive result thereof are to be seen above a l l i n the creation of 
precisely defined notions, i n the introduct ion of subtle language and 

^ His most important works include: Idee und Perzeption (1892), Zur Lehre 
vom Inhalt und Gegenstand der Vorstellung (1894), Conceptions and Notions (1898), 
On the so-called Relative Truths (1900), Funktionen und Gebilde (11911), On the 
Essence of Notions (1924). 
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subiStaintial d i f ferent ia t icns (see the later method of "separation" i n th€' 
use 'by phenomenologists), out of concern fo r the univocal meaning oi ' 
istatements put fo r th and thei r precise just i f icat ion. The negative result^f 
—' i n the e l imina t ion of a l l i n su f f i c i en t ly clear theories and notions,, 
i n the exc lus ion f r o m philosophical investigations of a l l problems whioti: 
seem insoluble, and i n the ait least temiporary re f ra in ing f r o m taking; 
up problems fo r w h i c h the to date research faiilled to create suff ic ient 
foundations. O n the outside this expressed i tself i n the re ject ion of all. 
metaphyisics, i n the setting aside of the supreme theoretical proiblem's 
of epistemology and i n the na r rowing of philosophical res^earch almost 
ent i re ly to detiailed invest igat ion of a descriptiive-pisychological nature, 
of a logical and a formal-ontological nature (problems of the object 
theory). 

A s I have already mentioned, T w a r d o w s k i was a p u p i l of Brentanci^ 
and a lways remained i n dhose relations w i t h the so-cialled A u s t r i a n 
school. In many points, Ihowever, he par ted w i t h his master and was 
independent, thus outdisstancing numerous Brentanists . A t present, 
w h e n we are already i n the possession of Husser rs phenomenological 
and ontological investigations, as w e l l as of his pupi ls , the researcliL 
of M a r t y i n the domain of the psychology of the language, Meinong 's 
reflect ions i n the domain of the theory of the object, it is o f ten lover-
looked that in a l l these domains T w a r d o w s k i w i t h his analyses becoming; 
more and more precise was a precursor i n numierous domains anc[ 
not an epigonus. His d is t inct ion between act, contents and object of 
the representation, his poin t ing to the fact that each act of consciousness' 
had an intent ional objject corresponding to it, the t ak ing up of the; 
analysis of so-cal led "general subjects" (later ca l led i n G e r m a n y Spezies, 
idealer Gegenstandj)^ his investigation of the f o r m a l s t ructure of the 
obj ect, his studies on various funct ions of the speech and differeni ; 
varieties of language forms — a l l that was car r ied out i n the 1890'f,' 
could be ci ted here as a jus t i f ica t ion of m y thesis of the great s i g n i f i -
canice of Twardo 'wski «not o n l y for P o l i s h philosophy, but also ph i lo ­
sophical trends outside Poland . A l s o his attempt, undertaken a f t e r the? 
Logische Untersuchungen b y Husser l , to overcome psydhologism i n 
a d i f fe rent manner than d id Husser l i n that work, shou ld be taken into 
account. In his work Functions and Derived Conceptions he def ined 
conception units at the product of subject ive operations, as it was latex* 
done also abroad, may i t be said even without the knowledge of the; 
result achieved b y Twardowsk i . It is true that A u s t r i a n and G e r m a n 
researchers went much fu r the r in their research than T w a r d o w s k i i n 
many cases, but this does not alter the fact that i t was he who hacl 

g iven the f i r s t impulse. 
B u t perhaps it is not an acciident that T w a r d o w s k i i n some analyses 

d i d not come isio much to the fore. Outside 'of certain secondary aspects 
of h is sc ient i f ic ac t iv i ty , this is ce r ta in ly l i nked w i t h his, pr ic ip le o l 
absolute 'clarity, fo r that pr inciple leads i n practice to omi t t ing more 
d i f f i c u l t problems w i t h regard to w h i c h i t is impossible to ar r ive ai: 
de f in i t e ly c l a r i f i ed resultis. O n the other hand this is connected w i t l i 
the method Which makes it possible to examine a lways o n l y isolatecl 
detai led profblems. Th i s brings to l ight also the danger harboured b y 
Twardowski ' s method of philosiophiizing. 

Twardowski ' s programme of w o r k w o u l d be probably possible to 
realize i f , f i rs t , one could b r ing about, a communi ty of selfless researchers; 
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f u l l y understaindmg one another, and, second, i f somebody w o u l d take 
the leiad of !thiisi communi ty , grasped great sets of problems and directed 
the consistent and planned elaboration of those problems. Twardowsk i 
a lways endeavoured to create such a communi ty of researchers. In 
spite of that he did not f u l l y succeed to carry out sudh a programme 
of wior'k, fo r the second condi t ion was not f u l f i l l e d tio somie extent. 
In fact, taking into account Twardowski ' s methodologial pr inciples that 
condi t ion could not have been f u l f i l l e d . Namely , i f lone undertakes, out 
of pr inciple , the work ing out on ly of i n d i v i d u a l isolated problems, 
inev i tab ly disappear f r o m sight, p roblem interconnections. Prec i se ly this 
creates the danger lOf f a l l i ng into f ragmentary contributions and 
a shal low presentation, of problems, but also in to ineffect ive work on 
fa l se ly set problems, f o r the authentic sense of a l l deeper problems 
comes to l ight o n l y against the background of a vast interconnection 
of problems and is more closely defined' by it. What is miore, problems 
car ry w i t h them their ow;n tension. It we set them aside in order to 
work them out i n more propit ious circumstances, nevertheless they 
d is turb us and lead to a s i tuation i n w h i c h we accept unconsciously 
and without control certain suppositions and prejudices, w h i c h later 
on, not having been exposed, haiunt us and create unfavourable con­
dit ions for our conscious work. No wonder then that wherever it was 
possible to single out problems i n a precise manner and without 
diistorting their sense, results were obtained i n Twardowski ' s L w o w 
school wh ich certiainly were wor thy lof attention!, that is as, regards 
special logical and some descriptive-psychological problems. Bu t 
a distinct stagnation set in a f te r a number of years in the approaching 
'Of more geineral and more fundamenta l problems, w h i c h — when a new 
impulse appeiared — brought about a departure of a group of T w a r ­
dowski ' s outstiandiing pupils and contributed ind i rec t ly to a gradual 
fo rmat ion of a new movement. 

This impulse stemmed f r o m modern mathematics and new logical 
research by Frege, Schroeder, Whitehead, Russel l , Couturat and others. 
J a n Lukas iewicz , one of the oldest pupils of Tward'owski, was f i r s t 
i n Po land to undertake these investigations and began, about 1910, to 
work independently i n this direction,. In the course of several years he 
gathered round h i m many young researchers. Thus the foundations were 
l a id under Po l i sh logistic wh ich is now i n f u l l blossom. 

A t fiirst it iseemed that everything remained the same: at tention was 
centred on a new and v e r y special set of problems, but they were 
w o r k e d out as f o r m e r l y i n the same monographic style. Bu t , gradual ly 
and imperceptibly, one could say on the marg in of this specialized 
research that a. new philosophical stand was coming into being — 
despite the fact that at present the ma in representatives of Po l i sh 
l o g M i c do not want to be cosidered as philos-ophers. B u t this too is 
s ignif icant for the deep contradict ion between the n e w logistic SiChool 
and Twardowski ' s basic stand. 

That w h i c h i n the case of T w a r d o w s k i was' only an extreme scient i f ic 
caution and restraint, turned i n the case of those dealing w i t h logistic 
into scepticism, and even at times into disregarding whole areas of 
philosophical problems. That w h i c h Twardowsk i cionsidered to be a care 
f o r the precision, of the conceptual apparatus and correctness of 
l inguis t ic formulat ions, later turned into an analysis of words only . The 
monographic manner of solving ind iv idua l problems, characteristic fo r 
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Twairdowski , degenerated into the negation of any un i ty of philosophy: 
th-ere is no philosophy, but only a mul t i tude of "phi losophic" disciplines. 
Twardowsk i ' s s truggle against any emotional or vo l i t iona l in f luenc ing 
sc ient i f ic research, his postulate to preserve precise ver i f i ca t ion cr i ter ia 
d u r i n g the solut ion of every phi losophical problem, turned into the 
so-cal led "An t i i r r a t i ona l i sm ' (the te rm introduced b y K . A j d u k i e w i c z ) . 

The ant i i r ra t ional i sm oonsiists on the one hand i n scepticism w i t h 
regard to any immediate knowledge w h i c h is neither a sensory expe r i ­
ence, nor an in ternal psycihological experience, but on the other hand 
bel ief i n the omnipotence of contemporary methods of mathematic-
log ica l research. In fact, the two moments remain i n close connection 
w i t h one annother, fo r from the empir ica l point of v iew, w h i c h rec­
ognizes on ly external and internial ofoiservations, it was impossible — 
f o l l o w i n g tihe b reakdown of psychologism i n logic •— to motivate logic 
ph i losophica l ly otherwise than by reaching a radica l phys ica l i s t ica l ly 
t in ted nomina l i sm on the one hand and on the lOther hand', under the 
in f luence of modern and fo rmal i s t i ca l ly interpreted mathematics — 
a conventional ra t ional ism and a sceptic re la t iv ism. A fo rmal i s t i c -
physical is t theory of the laniguage took shape w h i c h made the sense of 
a l inguis t ic t e rm nothing else but an operational irule of iapplying sensori ly 
perceived signs i n g iven combinations (this haippened already a:round 
1920, that is many years before the analogous attempts of the so-called 
Y i e n n a neo-positivism). Instead of the eidetic in tu i t ion wh ich was 
rejected, one used the conscious application of coinventions in the 
creation of basic notions and i n tihe selection of axioms to w h i c h one 
adds la ter an ext remely re f ined deduct ive method. B u t each convent ion 
can be opposed by another convention, resul t ing lateir i n scept ical 
relait ivism. E v e r y theory can be accepted i f i t is on ly f o r m a l l y fault less. 
W e l l , even the notion of t r u th for whicih once fought T w a r d o w s k i i n 
Eact looses its sense, whi le the not ion of rea l i ty obtains a. re la t iv is t ic 
interpretat ion. In this manner, despite a l l the basic ihostili ty towards 
metaphysics, the result was that precisely among logic exponents two 
i n their essence metaphysical theories of r ea l i ty came into being, one 
created' b y L . Chwis tek and the other by K . A j d u k i e w i c z . Chwis tek 
ad^opts the mul t i tude of realities, wh ich wou ld be d i f fe ren t as reali t ies 
and w i t h i n w h i c h one could place oneself at w i l l . Those are namely : 
the rea l i ty of impressions, the rea l i ty of representations, tihe na tura l 
r ea l i ty and the phys ica l real i ty. A j d u k i e w i c z on the other hand speaks 
of the mul t i tude ôf equal images of the wor ld , each of them dependent 
o n a l ingu is t i ca l ly constructed conceptual apparatus. iVlong this road he 
a r r ived , despite h is d is t inct ly physical is t basic stand, to metaphysical 
idea l i sm based' on a physical is t theory of language. 

These are i n a most general out l ine the philosopihical foundations 
of the logistic movement i n Poland . Its representatives bel ieve that 
proceeding f r o m thei r basic stand and logistic research they w i l l be 
able to r e f o r m philosophy as a whole. One may judge i t as one wishes. 
It is indubitable, however, that the pure ly logical achievements of 
Poles are mot lonly on the l e v e l of present-day knowledge i n this 
domain, but i n many points opened n e w horizons also for fore ign re­
search, as shown by the works of such scholars as C. J . L e w i s , Langfoird, 
Quine, Scholz, Carnap, and others. The logic t ra in ing introduced b y 
logic specialilsts among the P o l i s h philosophers is niot devoid of s i g n i f i ­
cance also fo r the fu r the r development of pihilosophy i n Polaaid. 
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The head of the logistic school, the so-called "Warsaw" school, was 
J an L u k a s i e w i c z (born in 1878). Since 1916, a professor in Warsaw he 
gathered there round h i m a number of g i f ted researchers who in part 
are also Twardowski ' s pupils. The most outstanding among them 
inc lude today: S. Lesn iewski , A . Ta r sk i , T. Ko ta rb ihsk i , J . L indenbaum, 
K . K u r a t o w s k i (Warsaw), A . A j d u k i e w i c z (Lwdw), T. Czezowski (Wilno), 
Z . Za\^drski (Poznan). The already mentioned L . Chwis tek (Lwow) is 
also active in the f i e ld of logistic, but he do-es not, wish to be counted 
among the Warsaw group. In i t i a l ly he w^as a pup i l of W . H e i n r i c h and 
of the mathematician S. Zar iba , i n Cracow, later, however, under the 
inf luence of B . Russel l he came to logistic. The deceased Cracow math­
ematician J . S leszyhski also made a, valuable contr ibution to logistic 
research (see i n part icular h is boiok entit led The Theory of Proof). 

Natura l ly , i t is impossible to present here in greater detail the 
results of these logistic works. There exist about 100 h igh ly specialized 
papers in this connection. We must draw attention, however, at least to 
severa l Luks iewicz ' s main works. 

Lukas iewicz is dist inguished above a l l by a good knowledge of 
Aris to t le , stoic and medieval logic, as shown by his papers "On the 
P r i n c i p l e of Contradi(Ction i n Ar i s to t l e " (1910) and the ar t ic le on 
stoic logic (in "Erkenn tn i s" 1935). His logistic wr i t ings should be 
mentioned here: The Logical Foundations of the Calculus of Probability 
(1913), Two-valued Logic (1921), Elements of Algebraic Logic (1929), 
Philosophical Remarks on the Many-Valued System of the Calculus of 
Sentences (1930), and others. The theory of deduction is the main 
domain of his interest, as w e l l as the methodological s t ruc tura l moments 
of the deduction system. The construction of many axiomatic systems 
of the theory of deduction, proof lof the interdependence of their axioms, 
and also the CiOinstruction of a method making it possible to prove the 
consistency of logical axiomatic systems — those are perhaps the most 
importants results of his research. Lukas iewicz himself la id the main 
emphasis on his discovery of three-valued and later of many-valued 
logic. Next to the values " t ru th" and "falsehood" a th i rd value is 
intirodiiced, this results later in the inva l id i ty of the priniciple of 
excluded middle. Lukas iewicz a r r ived at that idea around 1920 — on 
the one hand by demonstrating numerous contradictions in the logic of 
Ar is to t le , and on the other hand owing to reflections on the problem 
of indeterminism. Bu t he ar r ived at the later development of many-
valued logic independently f r o m any philosophical problems. Bu t one 
can notice here a distinct analogy to non-Eucl idean geometries. 

A t the end of the twenties Lukas i ewicz took an extremely negative 
stand towards phi losophy in the t radi t ional sense. He negated the 
existence of any scient i f ic value also in great philosophical systems. 
The sharpness of his c r i t ic i sm subsided somewhat in the fo l lowing 
years. Bu t the convict ion that a r e fo rm of philosophy can be effected 
only b y logistic and its method has been characterizing to this day 
his fundamenta l stand. 

T. K o t a r b i h s k i is the philosophical Warsaw group leader. A l though 
he remains in close contact w i t h those dealing w i t h logistic and made 
a review of the main results of their work in his book Elements of the 
Theory of Knowledge, Logic and Methodology of Sciences (1929), 
i n i t i a l l y he was interested in problems of pract ical philosophy and 
at tempted to bu i ld a theory of action, w h i c h he calls praxeology. 
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Despite a l l fear of metaphysics, p reva i l ing lam'oing Twardowski ' s pupi ls , 
K o t a r b i n s k i i s i n Ihiis deepest essence a metaphyisician, w M c h 
is v is ib le aboive a l l i n his " re ism". O f course, Kotarbihsk, i w o u l d 
protest against character iz ing his " re i sm" as a mietaphysical theory, 
fo r he interprets i t f requen t ly as a simple r e f o r m of the language. In 
fact, K o t a r b i n s k i makes the attempt of reducing many Art is to t le ' s 
categories tiO o n l y one: the categiory of substance, or, speaking his 
lainguage, the category of things. Thus, o n l y things can exist, but there 
are non other properties, relations, qualit ies, phenomena, processes, no 
events. In keeping w i t h that only names of things are genuine names 
and o n l y they should be used i n a "correct" language. A l l other names, 
such as "redness", "equal i ty" , "struggle" and the l ike , ei ther are no 
names at a l l and do not s i g n i f y anythiing, o r could be en t i re ly reduced 
to naimes of things, but even then they should be ra ther avoided. In 
par t icular one should formula te only such indicat ive sentences w h i c h 
i n the place of a subject have genuine names of things. The so-called 
pansiomatism is a par t icular instance of re ism, according to w h i c h there 
exis:t on ly mater ia l things and sensit ive M the same t ime. O w i n g to 
i ts metaphysical contents, re i sm is v e r y close to the material ist w o r l d 
outlook. O n the other hand, i f it is examined f r o m the "semantic" point 
of v iew, it seems to constitute a r ad ica l ly carried, out protest against 
the object ivizat ion of everything that does not indiicate any mater ia l 
^structure. A t the same t ime, however, K o t a r b i h s k i t ightens so m u c h 
the no t ibn of "existence" that according to h i m only things "exist" . 
Thereby a l l other propertiies of an object are (eliminated and the whole 
tiheory assumes lOnce more the face of a metaphysical approach. 

A m o n g other more phi losophical ly oriented wr i t ings lOf the logist ic 
group one should also ment ion the works b y K . Ajdukiewic>Zi^," and 
also the work by A . Ta r sk i The Notion of Truth in Formalized 
Languages. A j d u k i e w i c z was f i r s t i n Po land to introduce a r ad ica l ly 
formal is t ic examinat ion of the language. H i s main thought i s to b u i l d 
out of logistiic and semantics a languagie of a new theory of knowledge. 
In this connection he arives to the a l ready mentioned v i e w on d i f fe ren t 
images of the wiorld. F i n a l l y , one should also ment ion the phi losophica l -
natural is t ic ref lect ions of Z a w i r s k i and several younger scientists (for 
example I. Dqmbska and D . Steinberg') ^. 

T h e campaign against metaphysics conducted since the nineties' of 
the past century encountered resistance lOn many sides. Thus professor 
M . War tenberg f r o m L w o w — nota bene an outstanding connoisseur 
of the K a n t philosophy, to w h i c h he devoted several big works — 
publ ished i n 1907 a book under the characteristic t i t le Defence of Meta­
physics. A l s o the above mentioned Messianist W . L u t o s l a w s k i many 
t imes protested against the l iquida t ion of metaphysics. There is no 
need to emphasize that also neotomism came out against this attempt, 
and was w ide ly spread among the catholic c lergy. 

Not the logistic detai led investigations were attacked f r o m many 
sides, but the in t roduct ion of the logistic manner of t h i n k i n g and 

2 Above all Zur Methodologie der deduktiven Wissenschaften, Sprache und 
Sinn, Das Weltbild und Begriffsaparatur, etc. 

ä Naturally there exist also other reseiarchers interested in the philosophy 
of nature, for example J. Metellmann whose book Determinism in Natural Science 
(1934) lis worthy of attention. They do not belong, however, to the logistic group. 
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method into phi losophical investigations, as w e l l as the a'bove oiutlined 
basic stand. Twardowsk i himself d id it i n a characteTistic manner 
already i n 1921 i n an ar t ic le ufnder the ve ry eloquent title "Symbolomania 
a n d Pragmatophibbia". B . Gaweck i attacked the presented b y K o t a A i h -
s k i programme, of d iv id ing philosophy in to many detailed disciplines, 
as w e l l as the overestimation of the role of logistic. 

A l s o R. Ingarden, p u p i l of E . Husser l came out against various 
phi losophical v iews represented by the logistic school. Thus, i n a paper 
directed against K o t a r b i h s k i he endeavoured to prove that the postulate 
(of dissolving philosophy in special sciences was i l l - founded, and also 
at tempted to j u s t i fy the un i ty of philosophy. Cont ra ry to L . Chwistek 's 
book The Multiplicity of Realities, he attempted to show that the logistic, 
formal is t ic-convent ianal is t manner of th ink ing should not be applied 
ei ther to theory of knowledge or metaphysical problems. A t the last 
phi losophical congress in Prague he came out inidirectly against the 
basic stand of the logicians. O n that occasion he argued against the 
V i e n n a neo-posi t ivism that the attempt at e l iminat ing any sense of 
language creations, w h i c h is something d i f fe ren t than the s ign itself, 
renders impossible also scientif ic l inguistics, and thereby is self-
defeat ing ^. 

H e level led at Ko ta rb ihsk i ' s reism the charge that i t is impossible 
f r o m a pure ly formalis t ic-ontological point of v iew to accept a categorized 
structure of an object and at the same time reject the structure of 
property, for, in essence, both features belong mutua l ly to one another .̂ 

A s regairds the pos i t ive ly oriented works of Ingarden, almost a l l of 
them, except fo r the dissertation Intuition and Intellect in H, Bergson 
and a few smal ler works, tend toward, the prepar:ation f r o m variious siides 
df a solution i n the controversy ideal ism — real ism. Reflections on the 
Problem Idealism — Realism br ing to l igh t the fundamenta i l ines of 
the problems invo lved i n this controversy and oppose various ontolog­
ica l related problems to corresponding metaphysical and epistemological 
problems, the f i n a l decision being reserved for metaphysics. In con­
nect ion w i t h this, several sma l l papers a im at the consolidation of the 
theory of knowledge (On the Danger of Petitionis Principii in the Theory 
of Knowledge, On the Place of the Theory of Knowledge in the System 
of Philosophy, Psycho-physiologic Theory of Knowledge and Its Criti­
que). O n the other hand, Ingarden's ontological research also comes into 
account. Thus the attempt is undertaken i n Essentiale Fragen to define 
closer the essence of an ind iv idua l object and to oppose it to a general 
and par t icular idea. A l r e a d y i n the w o r k mentioned earl ier he dealt 
w i t h the f o r m a l structure of an indv idua l object. 

The book On a Literary Work of Art is devoted to an analysis of 
a l i t e ra ry creation. A t the same time, however, a l i t e ra ry work of art 
serves as an instance of a pure ly intent ional object, on wh ich i t is 
shown that it has such a fo rma l structure and such a mode of being 
that no attempt to reduce real objects to pu re ly intentional ones — 
such an attempt was undertaken i n the phenomenological transcendental 
idea l i sm — cannot be crowned w i t h success. A l so a smal l historic paper 

* See "L'Elssai logistique d'une Teforme de la philoisophie", Revue Philos., 1935. 
5 "Vom formalen Aufbau des individuellen Gegen'standes", Studia Philosophica, 

Vol. I, 1935. 
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enti t led "Some Premises of G . Berkeley ' s Ideal ism" belongs to the same 
range of problems ®. 

Contemporary philosophic research i n Po land is not confined, h o w ­
ever, to the above mentioned directions and works. F i rs t of a l l , cer ta in 
pupi ls of Twardowski , who have remained l o y a l to h im, continue to 
work i n his spir i t , fo r the most part in the domain of descriptive and 
exper imenta l psychology. A m o n g them one should mention, outside the 
deceased B . Band rowsk i and A . Stogbauer, above a l l the fo l l owing re­
searchers: W. W i t w i c k i (W^arsaw), who deals par t icu la r ly w i t h emotional 
l i f e and at the same t ime is the author of splendid translations of n u ­
merous dialogues b y Plato. Nex t Stefan B lachowsk i (Poznan), S te fan 
Ba l ey (Warsaw), who has devoted himself in recent years pa r t i cu la r ly 
to the psychology of the chi ld , as w e l l as M. K r e u t z (Lwow), whio- analyses 
methodological problems of exper imental psychology. In addi t ion, T w a r -
dow^ski fo rmed already after the war a young generation of pupils de­
voted to h i m (T. W i t w i c k i , M . Lutman-Kokoszyhska, , I. D^mbska, 
L . Blaus te in , iVIehlberg, Auerbach) . They are, however, under the 
par t ia l inf luence of A j d u k i e w i c z and Ingarden. 

Psychologica l research developed w e l l in Warsaw since the times 
of Ochorowdcz mentioned earlier and is represented by numerous i m ­
portant and independent researchers 

Na tu ra l ly , there is also a number of researchers who f o l l o w their 
o w n ways and who could not be counted among the representatives of 
any of the described trends. A m o n g them one should take into account 
above a l l those who, despite the great differences separating them, 
have that i n common that they are oriented humanis t ica l ly and work 
i n the domain of the philosophy of his tory and the philosophy of cul ture . 
F r o m the oldest generation, s t i l l coloured posi t ivis t ical ly , we may men­
t ion Sup insk i and E . M a j e w s k i (theory of civi l izat ion) . W r i t e r and 
philosopher Stanis law Brzozowski , who died young, unfolded a v e r y 
l i v e l y ac t iv i ty in the f i rs t decaide of the 20th century. Re fe r r ing to 
J . B . V i c o he la id emphasis on the humanist ic philosophy of his tory (it 
may be said that without knowledge of Di l they) and under l ined the 
creative role of man i n history. In connection w i t h this he presented 
a v is ion of the w o r l d in a constant statu nascendi (under the inf luence 
of H . Bergson) and began to bu i ld a "philosophy of work" . Di l they ' s 
views are being presented in Po land by the w e l l known Germanis t 
Z . L e m p i c k i , who has had merits alsoi —• as a connoisseur of l i terature. 
Studies wor thy of attention, re fe r r ing to Di l they , Spranger and others 
have been wr i t t en by B . Suchodolski . 

F i n a l l y , an interesting sociologist has his o w n stand. F lo r i an Z n a -
n i e c k i (born i n 1882) publ ished numerous papers (Prohlem of Value in 
Philosophy, Huviayiism and Cognition, Introduction to Sociology, Cultural 
Reality, The Lottos of Social Psychology, etc.). The notion of cu l tu re 
is i n the centre of his interest. His tor ic objects are creation of cul ture. 
The i r whole constitutes the cu l tura l real i ty w i t h i n wh ich i t is possible 

" Almost one page and a half of the text — beginning wi th the sentences: 
"Thus, in a paper directed against Kotarb insk i he attempted to prove..." up to 
the last sentence on the the work on the subject of Berkeley — was taken into 
square brackets. 

' See Recherches Philosophiques. 
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to dist inguish d i f ferent orders and levels. B o t h the real and the ideal 
wor ld is the product of a l l psychic individuals . This is the stand of 
cu l tura l idealism. 

In order to give a f u l l picture of contemporary philosophical research 
i n Po land one should now speak of numerous works in various, so far 
not discussed, domains of philosophy, such as for example the philosophy 
of language (writ ings by the deceased J . Baudouin de Courtenay, J a n 
Rozwadowski) , the philosophy of law (Leon Pe t razycki , Makarewicz , 
K r z y m u s k i , Znamierowski , Lande), ethics (Biegahski, Rubczyhsk i , G a -
bryi) , aesthetics (Sobeski, Tatark iewicz , Elzenberg, Ossowski), etc. It 
is impossible, however, in a short art icle, even to outl ine the whole 
var ie ty of contemporary philosophical research in Poland. That wh ich 
has been presented above should therefore be treated as a ve ry inade­
quate, shortened and incomplete picture of that wh ich was actual ly 
done in Po land in this domain. 

L w o w , r936, Universaty 
Translated from the German original 
by Aleksander Trop-Krynskd 
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