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Introduction to the issue:  
Intellectuals and politics

Thedilemmaswhetherphilosophersoughttocommitpolitically,andtowhich
extent intellectuals shouldbecomeactively involved inpublic lifewere con‑
sideredinMay2021bytheparticipantsoftheconferenceW drodze do Syra-
kuz[OnthewaytoSyracuse],organizedjointlybyscholarsfromJagiellonian
UniversityandPedagogicalUniversityofKrakow.Now,editorsofthepresent
issue,devotedto“Intellectualsandpolitics”,includesomeofthepaperspre‑
sented,inanearlierversion,duringthisconference.Theleadingthemeisalso
addressedbyseveralothercontributorswhodiscussit,moreorlessdirectly,in
termsofethics,aestheticsandphilosophicalanthropology.

WhenPlatofirstsetoffforSyracuse,hewrote:“Iultimatelyinclinedtothe
viewthat if wewereevertoattempttorealizeourtheoriesconcerning laws
andgovernment,nowwasthetimetoundertake[thejourney]”(Plato,1966:
328bc).1Heassumedthat“theclassesofmankindwillhavenocessationfrom
evilsuntileithertheclassofthosewhoarerightandtruephilosophersattains
politicalsupremacy,orelsetheclassofthosewhoholdpowerintheStates
becomes,bysomedispensationofHeaven, reallyphilosophic” (Plato,1966:
326ab).AsiffollowingPlato,therepresentativesofsuccessivegenerationsof
thinkerschosethepathtotheirownSyracuse,decidingtoengagedirectlyin
publiclife,creatingtheirvisionsofsociety,orrecognizingthatitisbetterto
stayawayfromthepublicsphere.Weowethemmodelsofthesocialcontract,
theoriesofjustice,waysoforganizingthestate,definingtherelationshipbe‑
tweentheauthoritiesandcitizens,andfinallythesystemoflawandthedivi‑
sionofpowers.Today,inmanyways weposequestionsabouttheinvolvement
of philosophers—ormore broadly, intellectuals— in public life.We are
consideringtheirresponsibilityforthestateortowardsthestate;fortheshape
ofthesocialorder;andevenforthepoliciesofspecificgovernments,whenthey
decidetobecomefullyandpersonallyinvolvedinpolitics.

1 Plato. (1966).Plato in twelve volumes (vol. 7). (R.G.Bury,Trans.).London:William
HeinemannLtd.Retrievedfrom:https://www.perseus.tufts.edu/(10.06.2022).
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AndrzejWaśkiewicz, theauthorof thefirstpaperaddressing the leading
themeoftheissue,entitledPróby de Montaigne’a, czyli apologia życia prywatne-
go[DeMontaigne’sEssays,ortheapologyofprivatelife],claimsthatalthough
theFrenchphilosopherlivedhislifeoutsidesociety,hedidnotexpectothers
tofollowhiminthisrespectandheconsistentlyavoidedanykindofcategori‑
calmoralisingorviewinghumanlifeintermsofobligations.RafałWonickiin
hisarticleonRola intelektualistów w polis. Rozważania o Hieronie Ksenofonta
[Theroleofintellectualsinpolis.ReflectionsonXenophon’sHiéron], refersto
LeoStrauss’interpretationofXenophon’sideaoftyranny,arguingthatsuch
comparisonmaybehelpfulinproblematizingtheroleofcontemporaryintel‑
lectualswhotrytoimplementtheideasofbeauty,goodandjusticeinthepo‑
liticalcontext.ThemainfocusofJacekBreczko’spaper,entitled Kim jest klerk 
i na czym polega jego zdrada[Whoisa clerkandwhathisbetrayalconsistsin],
istheconceptofJulienBendy’sThe betrayal of the soulful intellectuals.Accord‑
ingtoBreczko,thebetrayalofthesoulfulintellectualconsistsingivingupthe
supremegoal,thatistounderstandtheuniverse,andsacrificingit“politically”
bysubordinatingandadjustingmetaphysicstothephilosophyofpolitics.Vale‑
riu‑MihaiPănoiu,theauthorofthepaperonAdhominemand false analogy 
abuses in a Romanian intellectual debate,presentsthepragma‑dialecticalinside
viewofa Romanianintellectualdebate,rangingfrompost‑communistissues
topoliticalcorrectness.

Thefollowingfivearticlesdonotrelatedirectlytotheleadingtheme.Agata
Łukomska,inherpaperentitledMoralność wyalienowana. Bernarda Williamsa 
krytyka utylitaryzmu [Alienatedmorality:BernardWilliams’critiqueofutili‑
tarianism],discussesWilliams’argumentsagainsttheeffectivenessoftheno‑
tionofutility as a  sourceofmoralmotivation.FilipStawski, authorof the
nextpaper,Koncepcja enkulturacji w perspektywie kognitywistycznej[Encultura‑
tionincognitivestudiesperspective],arguesthattheconceptofenculturation,
aspartofthesituatedcognition,canbeenrichedwiththeideaofaffordances,
inparticularculturalandconventionalaffordances.Heconsidersthepossible
neurobiologicalmechanismofenculturationandsuggeststhatthisapproach
fitsinthe4Eprogrammes.KrzysztofSękowski’sarticle,The concept of intui-
tion in experimental philosophy,focusesonthetheoreticalassumptionsandthe
researchpracticeof the representativesofexperimentalphilosophy.Regard‑
ingtheconceptof intuition—central forexperimentalphilosophy,though
stillfarfrombeingclear—heshowsthattheonlycoherentconditionisan
etiologicalone,asthementalstatethatcouldbeclassifiedasintuitionhasto
be shapedbypragmatic, andnotonly semantic factors.Thenext articleby
GrzegorzPolak,Does the not-Self (anattā) teaching in the Nikāyas presuppose the 
existence of a special type of consciousness?,criticallyconsidersa hypothesisthat
the earlyBuddhist texts presuppose the existence of a  special type of con‑
sciousness(viññāṇa)whichcannotbeidentifiedwithanyofthefiveaggregates
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(khandha‑s)constitutinghumanbeing.Polakarguesthatdespiteitsadvantage
overthehistoricallydominantinterpretationofanattā teaching,thishypoth‑
esisisnonethelessproblematiconmanylevels.Inordertomakebettersense
oftheproblemsinquestion,heconsiderscertainparallelsoftheNikāyadoc‑
trinewithmodernphilosophyofmindaswellaswithIndianSāṃkhyadoc‑
trine.WilliamWood,inhispaperentitledThree candidates for first philosophy in 
 Nietzsche’s Beyondgoodandevil20–22,focusesonthethreeNietzsche’sapho‑
risms(BGE 20–22).Hearguesthattheyformaninterconnectedsequence,in
which theGerman thinker rejects three traditional candidates forfirstphi‑
losophy—cosmology (BGE 20), theology (BGE 21) andgeneralontology
(BGE 22).ByrejectingthemNietzscheclearsthewayforpsychologywhich,as
hepersuades,oughttoberecognisedasthetrue candidateforfirstphilosophy.

Inthenextcolumn,“Debates”,wepresentatranscriptofthedebateCzy
powrótdoSyrakuzjestmożliwy?[Is it possible to return to Syracuse?],conducted
duringtheabovementionedconference.Itwasdedicatedtotheideaoftrave‑
lingtoourownSyracuseor stoppinghalfway,andtheresultingpractice to
implement.Invitedguests—AdamChmielewski,JanuszMajcherek,Andrzej
Szahaj,HenrykWoźniakowskiandJanRokita—togetherwiththemoderator
ofthedebate,PiotrBartula,notonlytakereadersonthewaytomodernSyra‑
cusebutalsoreflectontherolethatphilosophersplayintoday’spublicsphere.
Referringbothtothehistoricalexamplesandtheexperiencesofcontemporary
communities,thedebaterspinpointthepracticalimplicationsandethicalchal‑
lengesofthepoliticalengagementofintellectualsandphilosophers.

Thesubsequentcolumn,“Polemics”,consistsofthreepapersanda tran‑
scriptof thedebateconductedduringtheabovementionedconference.The
firstcontributionbyZoltánSomhegyi,Avant-garde anatomy…,isa studyof
the thought‑provokingwork ofMiloradKrstić.ThisYugoslavian‑born and
since1989Hungary‑basedvisualartistcreatesnewcross‑referencesbetween
instancesofhistory,politics,society,technology,psychology,artandaesthet‑
ics,etc.Hisartisbasedonthecreativere‑useofthefragmentsofhistory,the
cross‑connectionsbetweenphenomenaintheworldofart,andtheceaseless
references to actual pieces aswell as the creative re‑assembling of all these
elements.Thesecondpaper inthiscolumnbyMarcinUrbaniak,Bioetyczne 
uzasadnienie udoskonalania człowieka…[Bioethicaljustificationforhumanim‑
provement],discussesthetranshumanistperspectiveonevolution,andconsid‑
ersJohnHarris’views,presentedinhisEnhancing evolutionrecentlypublished
inPolishtranslation(2021),ina widercontextoftheongoinganthropological
andethicaldebate.WhiledoingsoUrbaniakaddressessomeofthecrucialis‑
suesattheinterfaceofmoderntechnologies,medicalprogressandbioethical
challenges.AnotherpolemicalreviewofthesamebookisauthoredbyWoj‑
ciechHanuszkiewicz,Etyka — ewolucja — utopia…[Ethics—evolution—
utopia].Hanuszkiewiczarguesthattheprojectofenhancingevolution,which
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impliesreplacingnaturalselectionwithdeliberateselection,isbasedonmis‑
understandingofthescientificallydefinedtheoryofevolution.Healsoshows
thatHarris’argumentmayserveasa classicexampleofa utopiandiscoursein
whicha pseudoscientificnarrativeismixedwitha quasi‑religiousbelief.

Theleadingtheme,“Intellectualsandpolitics”,isaddressedbyPiotrBartula
inhisessayisticpaper,Społeczne/aspołeczne [Social/asocial],whichopensthe
column“PhilosOFFer’slence”.AnotherpaperentitledFilozofia religii a nowo-
czesna myśl teatralna — brakujący element[Philosophyofreligionandmodern
theatricalthought—themissingelement]byAnnaKawalec,exploressome
overlappingquestionsofthephilosophyofreligionandcontemporarythea‑
trestudies,withemphasisontwoPolishfigures,JerzyGrotowskiandKarol
Wojtyła.

Thecurrentissuealsoincludestwoconferencereports,onefromthecon‑
ferenceW drodze do Syrakuz[OnthewaytoSyracuse],heldinKraków,28–29
May2021(byTomaszBorycki),andoneco‑authoredbyŁukaszKołoczekand
AntoniPłoszczyniec,whosummarisethetalksanddiscussionsconducteddur‑
ingthesymposium:Czym jest filozofia dzisiaj? [What isphilosophytoday?],
whichtookplaceinKraków,18.03.2022.Anfinally,MaciejCzyszczońcloses
theissuewitha booknotewherehecriticallyreviewsa volumeMachine law, 
ethics, and morality in the age of artificial intelligence (2021),editedbySteven
J. Thompson.
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