THE MONIST LIBRARY OF PHILOSOPHY |——

PHILOSOPHY
AND

POLITICAL
CHANGE
IN EASTERN
EUROPE

J. C. NYIRI
TIBOR HAJDU
G. M. TAMAS
ERNEST GELLNER
WOJCIECH ZEKANIEC
JAN WOLENSK]
JAN PAVLIK
WILLIAM McBRIDE and IVANKA RAYNOVA
EDWARD M. SWIDERSKI
BARRY SMITH

Edited by Barry Smith

The Hegler Institute
Monist Library of Philosophy
LaSalle, Nlinois
1993

THE NEW EUROPEAN PHIL.OSOPITY

There is a somewhat crude but still serviceable distinetion berween “Anglo-
Saxon philosophy™ on the one hand and “Continental philosophy™ on the other.!
The former sees the discipline of philosophy as being in the first place w techni-
cal enterprise, in some ways comparable to physics or mathematics (for exam-
ple, in that it is largely confined to universities). The latter places greater
emphasis on a conception of philosophy as an enterprise enjoying a wider social
and political relevance. Thus on the Continent philosophy has been, and is still,
more closely intertwined with religion and literature, with journalism and ideol-
ogy, than is the case in the English-speaking world. What counts as “philoso-
phy™ in the two cultures is accordingly somewhat difterent: much of the work of
Habermas, for instance, would be classificd in Enghind or America not as phi-
losophy but as sociology or as social or political criticism.?

The philosophers of Eastern and Central Europe have for some time consti-
tuted a third group, skew to the two just mentioned, though incorporaung ¢le-
ments of each. As a result of recent political events, such philosophers are now
confronted with a unigque opportunity -~ the opportunity to rebuild their philo-
sophical culture, as it were, from the ground up. The necessity of such rebuild-
ing is faced to different degrees and in different ways i the different pants of
post-Communist Europe, In Poland, above all, there is a certain continuity, But
there, too, new institutions and associations are being founded and old ones
closed; new journals are being established and new curricula fashioned and
taught; new faculty is being appointed while politically discredited members of
the formerly Communist academic structures are being encouraged to retire,

What, then, are the choices by which philosophers in post- Communint
Furope are confronted? One very real alternative, particularly against the back-
ground of a conception of philosophy as a discipline enjoying wider social and
political relevance, is a sort of national philosophy: a philosophy in Hungarian,
for example (and analogously for Croatians, Rumanians, Bulgarians, and so
on)—a philosophy which would address the problems which Hungarians face,
problems rooted in Magyar culture, language and history: a philosaphy which
would do full justice to the thesis —embraced by many philosophers —to the
effect that one cannot do really good philosophy except within one’s own lan-
guage and culture. A development along these lines will surcly be taken serious-
ly by many intellectuals of standing in Russia. In Hungary, or Slovenia,
however, one disadvantage of such a course is obvious: it would result in a phi-
fosophy which almost no one outside the given countries would understand or
care about, simply because there is almost no one outside the given countries
who reads Hungarian or Slovenian and who is safficiently attuned to the local
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culture and history to find more than curiosity interest in the products of a phi-
losophy of the suggested sort.

At the opposite extreme, as it were, is professionalism a /e Princeton or
Pittsburgh: the deliberate cultivation of a technical, scientific philosophy
addressing problems of a universal or abstract character. This is the course
which has been adopted already. for example, by many of the best philosophers
in Finland. itself one of the most sophisticated philosophical cultures in Europe,
Thus Finnish philosophers take it as a matter of course that they must publish
and fecture in Enghish, that their students must read philosophy in English, and
that they must compete and collaborate intensively with philosophers and insu-
tutions abroad. The result is a philosophical culture with an international reputa-
tion that s second 0 none. Bt it is also a philosophy which has sacrificed its
focal character tor the sake of weebnical competence,

A third alternative (or family of alternatives), which some might he dis
posed to regard as a sort of compronise between these two extremes, woulkd
consist i the forming of allizmees not with Anglo-Saxophone philosophy bt
rather tas al varions times in the past) with Germany or France. (his alternative
s andeed moprocess of being imposed upon the phitosophers of the forner

German Democratic Republic by force meajeure.)

The necessity to make a choice between the mentioned groups of alterna-
tives in 1 believe, a real existential problem facing some hundreds of young
philosophers in Eastern and Central Europe today. Should young Hungarian
philosophers, for example. learn English, devote their attention to English-lan-
pudge phitosophy journals, train themselves to meet the exacting (and some-
times stifling) writing and lecturing standards dominant in the Anglo-Saxon
world” Or should they rather learn German or French? Germany is, to be sure, a
st thnving philosophical enltare, thongh as alrcady supgested, there is a sense
in which German philosophers have manifested an increasing tendeney to aban-

don the classical concerns of phifosophy in favour of something more tike eniti
cal sociology Morcover, it seems that there are at the moment few German
andd this for several independent reasons - who are making seri
ous contubutions to phitosophy which are of international standing.

What, then, of France? Contemporary Freneh philosophy does, it s true,
consst of nch more than the absurd Dadaistic clowning of Derrida and his ilk.

philosophers

Yet stll it seems that Derrida is 1o some degree representative of the style and
mores of current native French philosophy, and this implies that France, o,
faces serious obstacles if it wishes to draw upon its own resources in order to
mahe contributions to philosophy of international consequence. Indeed many
young French (and Ttalian and Swiss and Spanish) philosophers are beginning to
embrace at least some aspects of the approach o philosophy that is dominant in
the Anglo Saxon world, in part as a response to the excesses of la pensée 683
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ern Austrian philosophy, whose pupils Kasimir Twardowski, Alexius Meinong,
Christinn von Ehrenfels, Edmund Husserl, Carl Stumpf Anton Marty, and T.G.
Masaryk shaped the philosophical cultures of, especially, German-speaking
FEurope and the Habsburg lands in the decades around the turn of the present
century (a time when philosophers working on the Continent still enjoyed
friendly and collaborative relations with their English-speaking counterparts).’
Brentano was at least in part responsible also for the fact that philosophy in
Central Europe —in Vienna, Prague, Lemberg, Trieste, Laibach and Graz—
enjoyed friendly relations with the sciences (above all with empirical psycholo-
gy). and with logic and mathematics. He and his followers can to this extent be
seen to have prepared the ground for that alliance between science and philoso-
phy which was Vienna -Circle positivism.6

There are some, above all in the Czech Republic and in Poland, who never
broke with these Bolzanian-Brentanian roots of Central European philosophy.
They were thereby able to preserve the continuity of this older tradition. More
ol the brightest Polish and Czech and Hungarian and Slovenian and Croatian
philosophers are now, or will in time be, in a position to do the same, in ways
which are destined to bring about a renewed collaboration with their Anglo-
Saxon counterpants,

Part and parcel of the changes which result will, | believe, be a new pattern
of alliances on the Continent of Europe between philosophy and other disci-
plines, including mathematical logic, linguistics, psychology, and so on. But it
with involve also the establishment of a new or extended canon of “Continental
phifosophy ™, a new list of exemplars or paragons (new intelectual "inastens™ if
one willy, embracing fignres beyond the usual confines of Sartre, Merleau-
Ponty, Habermas, Gadamer, ete. to include also Poles, Czechs, Hungarians,
Slovenes- new philosophical heroes who can be seen as part of a continuing
tradition of phitosophy stretching from Bolzano and Brentano to the present
day Husserl has already been mentioned in this respect. not, however, or not
exclusively, as the initintor of the tradition which includes Heidegper, Sartre, et
al., but rather as a philosopher of mathematics and logic, a thinker born in
Moravia and educated in Vienna, the teacher of Roman Ingarden and of Adolf
Rewnach.? Other thinkers worthy of being mentioned in this connection are
Aurel Kolnai, Michael Polanyi, Roman Jakobson, Max Scheler, Stanislaw
Lesnicwshi, Tadeusz Kotarbinskr and Josef Bochedski.

In tandem with these developments there will arise also, 1 believe, a new or
extended conception of what exact or scientific (or “analytic™) philosophy is.
The latter has hitherto been seen in Continental Europe as a rather narrow affair,
allicd of #ts very nature to posttivistic, reductionistic and materialistic tenden-
cies and somehow excessively oriented around formal logic and natural science
at the expense of concerns witly, for example, politics, law and culture. If, how-
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Marxism, Economics and Logic
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France and Germany are concerned,



170 BARRY SMiTH

Contemporary French and German philosophy is marked, finally, by a sim-
tlar deficit also as far as logic 1s concerned. Centainly there have been individual
French and Gernman logicians of gemus. Yet there are few serious and creative
communities of logicians working within the departments of philosophy of
French and German universities today, and therefore also little serious interac-
tion between logicians and those working in other branches of philosophy. And
again: conditions in Eastern and Central Europe are quite different also in this
respect. 10is above all in Poland, of course, that we find the most important tra-
ditions of both philosophical and mathematical logic (and the most open and
cieaive plulosoplucal culture of Communist Europe). Yet other Hastern and
Central BEaropean countries, 100, can boast communities of logicians of no smatl
standing. My conjecture, therefore, is that Continental philosophy is destined to
evalve at least incrementally also in a logical direction—not least in the sense
that future generations of philosophers in Continental Europe will become
mereasingly accustomed to treating philosophy as a discipline, open 1o neigh-
Bourmg sciences, and subject to certaim minimal standards of clarity and rigour,

Barry Smith
State Universay of New York at Bufjulo
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name as that of the journal edited until 1945 by N. Berdjaey in Paris as the organ of
Russian (mainly religious) philosophy—a main purpose of which will be to publish
translations; an accompanying book series is also planned for the same purpose. |
owe this information to the editor and leading spirit of this projeci, Anatoli
Jakovlev,

37. The department is chaired by V. L. Kovalenko and the chair of political
philosophy has been entrusted to Victor V. I'in.

NOTES TO CHAPTER TEN (pp. 165-170)
The New European Philosophy

1. The distinction is based above all on the radically different role of texts and
authorities in the two traditions. On the one hand are those philosophical cultures
which are based on training in argument and in certain associated technical methods
and whose primary concern is the finding of solutions to problem of certain clearly
demarcated sorts. On the other hand are thosc philosophical cultures which are
marked by the presence of “masters”’ and “initiaies”” and whose prinuy coneer i
the development of the philosophy of a given school (philosophizing through K,
or Hegel, or Heidegger, and so on). See my “‘Textual Deterence,” American
Philosophical Quarterty, 28 (1991), 1-13,

2. See L. B. Puntel, " The History of Philosophy in Contemporary Philosophy:
The View from Germany,”” Topoi, 10 (1991), 147-54.

3. See on this the useful work of Luc Ferry and Alain Renaut, 1 a pensée 68,
Essai sur lanti-humanisme contemporain, Paris: Gallimard, 1985 (Eng. trans,
French Philosophy of the Sixties. An Essay on Antihumanism, Amhersi, MA: The
University of Massachusetts Press, 1990).

4. On the Central European roots of analytic philosophy sce Michac! Dummett,
Urspriinge der analytischen Philosophie, Frankfurt a. M.: Subrkamp, 1987.

5. Through his pupil, Husserl, Brentano of course also crucially influenced post-
war French philosophy. On Brentano's early influence see, ¢.g., R, Haller, Studien
zur Osterreichischen Philosophie, Amsterdam: Rodopi, 1979 and J. €. Nyiri, ed.,
From Bolzano to Witigenstein: The Tradition of Austrian Phdosophy, Vienna:
Holder-Pichler-Tempsky, 1986.

6. See my "‘Austrian origins of Logical Positivism,” in B. Gower, ed., Logical
Positivism in Perspective, London/Sydney: Croom Helm (1987), Totowa, NI
Barnes and Noble (1988), 35-68 and in K. Szaniawski, ed., The Vienna Circle and
the Lvov-Warsaw School, Dordrecht/Boston/Lancaster: Kluwer (1989) 1953,

7. See K. Mulligan, ed., Speech Act and Sachverhalt: Reinach and the Foundu-
tions of Realist Phenomenology, Dordrecht/Boston/Lancaster; Nijhoff, 1987,

8. The history of philosophy, too, can be seen as being alhed with exact of
analytic philosophy in this wider sense, namely insofar as it is carried out in a clear
and rigorous fashion.

9. The year of publication of Carl Menger's Grundsatze der Volkswirt-
schaftslehre (Vienna: Braumulier, Eng. trans. Principles of Econontcs, New York
and London: New York University Press, 1976}, a work which initiated the so-called
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““Austrian School of Economics.”” See W. Grassl and B. Smith, eds., Austrian
Economics. Historical and Philosophical Background, London and Sydney: Croom
Helm, 1986.

10. See Deborah A. Redman, Economics and the Philosophy of Science, New
York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1991.



