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. fTHE SCIENTIFIC ACTIVITY OF I
»

KAZIMIERZ TWARDOWSKI

Philoeophicel investigations go from time to time tllrough a period
of. fest and exuberant development. From very small beginnings,
fifom a' few introductory questioxjs and comparatively .primitive
attemplls at solving them, we quickly to the develqrmentofrich
'-problematic and to the tine-elf a number -of more and mere detailed
theuries; '3-ome-times in a very few years the whole movememtt dies»
dr su-ch breaks in the -construction of the theory npljteare that it falls
to pieces, ‘There often -alppeai-,” too, contrary theoriw which, fighting
against the opinions hitherto existing,eImry even valuable thoughts
under their ruins. When after pa66im§ -through such a period, or
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it: -its initial Hagen end we want to render
-at that tiine, we cannot. measure their

lfleI:i1fi|:.__' , f'Tachi,e\fements__‘Wh'y what -has been achieved at»tli1eculu1n1al_'i' I ting
theluovexncnt; we must also ‘remember ‘thatthesie jaol1ievc-

were preparing /the away for everything thatcame‘-_later; a pre-
without which there would ‘not have'oc;ne into tcxistence

themcst iznportant results attained at the height of the -movemeutl"
"It is 'in]this'way thatwe must look at the achievement of Kazimieiu

Tiirardowslcih thought, because his scientific activity-was interivovcn
into the comparatively early stages of a philosophical 'petiod§* or
rather into the development of two ‘different but nearly simulta-
neously developing philooophical periods, one in the history of Ger-
man_pl1ilo9ophy and the other in the ‘field of _ Polish phi_losophy.;The
first began in the-seventhies -of? the XIX-th eent_uryoaud__camc man
end about 1930, while the second is connected K_ar.i_mierr fl‘\viar,.-,
»dowsl:i_’s coming to Poland and seems tohavc ,tc*_a_n.~end}
plwrlsing tllmucieutific oachicveinent of ~Kazi_;nierz_ Twardowski against
this double background we shall be able toorealigne the main outlines
of his role as one of the forces-acting in philosophy at the end of the
XIX’-th and the beginning of the XX-th century. ’ l

Nevcrtheless it amt he pointed out that what can he said about the
philosophical achievement of Professor Twardowskil and the role
played by‘ him in the hietoricalproceeo must be incomplete and in
many -respects hypothetical, as a great?part of Thi|rdow_ski’s
tific *work_hac. not appeared in print. H-is manmcriptbequest
nearly one hundred small works “and or no
of volumes of prepared i-for plecturelgvlioown on_J-y}to1*thoie'1iho
once had Tthe'opportunitly!of.. attending deductions
will he based on his .puib1ished_ works only and I eha-ll limit myself
to a part only of <Tw1;lrdowslti’| "scientific achievement. Besides;
I have not sufficient historical materials at my disposal. Soiit is
quite -possible that later investigations will not co_rrohoratc- the
hypothesisIehall'pr_eeent'here. ' l _ _ I p up p,p It

The first Aphilosophicaillimovementinto which T\vianlo15vs’l&i’s {philo-
sophy is interwoven k; I-the renaissance of ‘philosophy "at the
end of the XIX-th century after a decline -lasting Juanyryeoau, a de-
cline which had become a*ppea»ran»t after the -_ dcwnrfallof G-01'-I118!!!
idoelin. After a period in which it seemed that philosophy in go-
nenl would cease to exist, its reconstruction began in many fields
\ - Y V
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and in many trap. The alive studies-bothof Greek
philosophy — made rather by plrilologiete th-aqn "hy gphilosophem —
and of German phihlqly, formed i of pre.paration for it, and
thmh to hi8* II illereot in “I-lie philosophical problems
revived ‘n the Iiob of And out iillerllll
there Irene ‘I IE fin‘ [lice i-ml different forms and
1 axle:Joller other and expe-
liledi lprolctieed for the last 60 tyean emi-

'iQii— and descriptive peychologyiof Francis Bren-
1iotheio did remei-11 Purely psychol'ogical, centraryto the
Byoetalinnn of their a'u-thorn. lPa'rtly‘unde1f, the influence 1-of English
fipllyll S. -they had ‘already in the won’-ksfjof Helm-
im III“ wumlt tothe en1pil'i¢8,1 Practice of epistemologicel rete-
Iifl and tothe so-"celled paychologiszn of other inve-
diatom, that is to the opinion aecordiug to which psychology? was
hobo thelfundimental philosophical ecienee. To its ideas and pm-
lllmo were “to be brought; the ideas‘ and statements of all-1' the r_emg.i-

of gihiloaolphy disciplines ‘beginning with “logic,
flu'ongh’the_~theory 05 knowledge; to ethics, eathetiee and even inclu-
¢ling1netaphya_ies."The followers of trend of investigation eoming
from: geyehology held ‘the opinion that they-were the firettto intro-
duce ' scientific methode into philoeophical investigations and this
oeientifie character was specially‘ underlined by" them in order to
qnphaaizeitseontraat with Gennanideelism, theseientificalirreepon
eiaility of which‘ they often blmed; This trend broke downonly
1900 and underwent a very real transformation in the phenomeno-
logyofflusserl.-V ‘ " Q '. ’ '_

It was in. atmosphere of 1 psychology developing and confi=
dent, ivith marked philoeophieel ’__a1j1_hit_i-one and” a strong echo of
English empiriem and Qpoeitiviem and their German.’ correspondents,
timid lively diecusleione among the numerous -philosophical currents
arieing in the German Reich,‘ that young Kazimierz Twardowoki was
maturing studying at ‘the llnivensity of Vienna-V I885_-e-I889.
lie Alwae there under the eoverwhehning influence of Francis Bren-
tlno and Qecially under that of his descriptive peychol°5'Y= although
the"l.in'h between Brentano on, one hand and Aristotle and medieval
philosophy on the other were probably also not without innportanee.
Twardowaki belonged to the large circle of ‘Bi-'enta.uioto then in
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Vienna, such as Hiifler, Ehrenfels, Kreihig, Schmidkunz and others.
He got his d5oc_tor’s degree in Vienna in 1891 for his thesis ,,Idee und
Perzcption," Eine erkenutnistheoretische ‘Untersuchung aus De-
scartes“, which however was not written under‘ the tutorshi-p of Bren-
tano. After a short stay in Leipzig with Wundt and in Munich with
Stumpf, Tward-owski came back to Vienna and wrote undoubtedly
his most important book ,,Zur Lehre vom lnhalt und Gegenstand
der Vorstellungen, Eine psychologische Untemuchjung“. For this
work he obtains, in the summer of 1894, veniam Zegendi as a do-cent
(lecturer) in philosophy at the university of Vienna. The following
year he moves to Lwow, where he becomes professor of philosophy
and so not only as certainperiod in his -personal life but also the
period of his personal work in the field of German philosophy is
closed. Ad the same time his activity in Poland begins. Although the
book published in Lwéw in I898 under the title ,;Wyobraienia i'po-
jerfia“ (Images and Concepts) belongs to the cycle of thought ofhis
Viennese period and is -— so far as the theory of concepts is‘ con-
cerned —- ac continuation of his work from 1894 tneve.rth'e'lessAowing
to the radically different atmosphere in which "it was written it is
-in its methodology and writing technique» of -a quite different charac-
ter arnd so must be considered as belonging to -the second pefriod of
Tward-0wski’s scientific activity. 0 e

In spite of Twardowski’-s migration to Lwéw the real presence
of his views in German philosophy continues“ far ‘later than 1895
and can be seen in many -works of German -philosophers more or less
up till the Great War and in some cases even later. Thanks to -his
close relations with a group -of Brentanists which was numerous and
coherent at that time, Professor Twardows;ki’s German works were
known to these philosophers and in a short time became known to
wider circles of scholars, -specially after Husserl in his widely read
,,Logische Untersuchunglen“ on several occasions took the ideas of
Twardows-ki into consideration. In this way T-wardowskfs investiga-
tions of that time became one of the links in the history of these-called
Austrian school and the different‘ factions of Brentanists and to
a certain extent of Husserl"'s phenomenology. These investigations
caused a number of reactions and oppositions‘, of the part of the
opponents of the Brentanists, for example of the neo-Kantists.
$0 the docent’s thesis of Professor Twardowski most be reconsi-
dered in more detail. I A I I
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Usually it is considered in Poland that the chief merit of this
thesis is the discrimination between the act, the content and the
object of a representation, I it can be seen from the title of the
work. Neverthelem closer shows that it is not quite
the case. The work contains three main proble1m- 1) the above
mentioned dktinclion between the content and the obiect of a repre-
sentation, 2) the outline of a general theory of the object and 3) the
question of these-called general representations and objects, Of these
three questions the least new {perhaps is just ‘the of the
content to the object of representations; although as far as Brentlno
and the Brentanists‘ of that time are concerned — perhaps Hiifler
excepted —- this distinction, so simple and obvious for us to-day,
was rather revolutionary and no doubt very important in considera-
tion of the fact that Brentano constantly used" to confuse -these two
things and these two ideas. At the same tiimeit is true -that Twat-
dowski is in this respect under the influence of Kerry and Robert
Zimmermann, who promoted the future author of ,,Zur Lehre vom
Inhalt und. Gegenstand“, whereas Kerry in the years 1885-1891
published a series of articles under the title ,,Uher Anschanung und
ihre psychische Verarbeitung“. They form -really a large volume
of 400 pages in which, as Twardowskiphimself writes: ..hat Kerry
diesen Unterschied fiir l/orstell-ungen von Zahlen, -also fiir Vorstel-Z
lungen, deren Gegenstiinde nicht real sind, nachgewiesen“. We may
say that Twardowski -only generalised and gave better reasons for
the above distinction. Under the influence of Kerry, Twardowslti got
into touch with the ,,Wissenschaftslehre" of B. Bolsano, who also
influenced Twandowskils opinions. It would doubtless be possible to
find besides some kindred -distinction in scholastic philosophy
although one must remember that in those times scholastic philo-
sophy was neither as well kn-own nor so much studied as it is to-day.
(Pope Leon XIII’ s famous encyclic Aetemi potris was already
published in 1880, but only in 1339 was there founded in Louvai-n
the .,,In-stitut Supéricur de»Philosophie“, the history of which is
closely related to the rise of neo-thomistic philosophy and to
the renaissance of research in mediaeval philosophy). So the impor-
tance of this part of the book under consideration lies" not so
much in the distinction itself as in certain statements expressed in
connexion with it. s V
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these statements says thatithere‘ are no representa-
tii'Tw'~ithoutJ'jobjocts. Or positively; _.tha~t - to every representation

cont-esp-onds an object, regardless -of ‘whether object -- as
Twspdowslci says -'—-Q is existent or non-ex.i'ste:nt,_ even »'con-tradictory
and in;rpossih’le_, tpmovided Itfilxaft it is represented. Only ,,nothing“-
cannot be represented. According -to the-second statement it
a necessary relation between? the representation and its ‘olhj-act;

T-here isaicertain duality in the concept of a represented 'ohject';‘
first the object is existent and real, then it is unreal and even non-‘
ggi'5l;gnf,'i1)11t 9q1ly,,*,g-¢3‘p1=.e.s’¢nted“. Tlllfl it f0‘ll0'Wl that illlfii-0011-O8-lpti

givm .aJn"imp<ulse_to further coulsiderartioms -carried om laterby other
scholars. This dualityitogether the statements mentioned above
may consequently lead‘ to. two "contra-ry opiixions. Either: that one
s'hould_dis_tinguish,' -in certain cases. la object
.(i:utentiona-lrobject) corresponds
objects, --real‘ or idea1,_7ex'isti:n*g ilndepen-detotlyi
Or: that all-A objects are only representc'd (i~ntqn@tional)@a=n_di that one
should not iuakerany -distinction /between tlifillllf and obiects‘ existing
autonomically -in relation to the experience, nor should suchobjects
be accepted. If at the same time we accept ‘Pars-rdowsfi’s thesis of the
necessity er connexion between the represents-tion. and -its object
we are led in the end to a distinctlyidealistic Opinion. The-~fir_st of
the above ways was taken iby the so-called realist_ic_ current of pheno-
menologyand culminated -in the met-a-physical -islets of M. -Schclcr,
while the second was taken by Husserl-himB%elf,_pthe‘ author oi pheno-
menology, reaching in the end -the so-called transcendental idealism.
In this way Tvrnrdowski’s above-mentioned statements, {which he
himself considered purely psychologica.l,_were_ to have -the history
of a certain scl'_nool_ of modern |pllil0_6'0pl_1y very Afar-reaching conse-
quences, which were certainly unforeseen by the an-thor himself. f ‘l

Much more importaaut A-than the ltetwecttthe content
and the olbject of a representation are T1sra+rdowski’s‘4considerations
mowing —~ as we should say m-eddy —~. the formal structure of
the object. They form. a theory consequenitly iw-orked'ou1t. As a result
of I certain shifting of the -ideas in the work pmlder consideration,
Twardonski pauses from the concept of; object us an object-of
ate representation to themuchvmore A-generalconcept of an
cbielnassomcthisigthatcanbe Thusthe
Ind genera] concept of an object (in the sense of something*at- all)
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end to the ‘Aristotelian concept of exitenoe (I5 51')
gives rtheoutline ofageneal'lleoI'yofiteetn:ctin~e,t:hat1ie
an outline of hoot: to T1nrdowe'lci’s
opinion atthat lin|e,netl;ifiuoIIfor Lgitofle nothing eke
,,ala die Wiooealehnftvon dn Gqellildtl ierhnpt“.

It io—--on l'ar_IIElew}-—{1v@'!}fie&duof'o&oIIIic'-land

worked-out theory of certain theorctieelwllola
Iti|_1lll!!yeu_o‘inldianocbothontheon6'hand urn;-;=r..,.,t¢==
M in 11% .;I-»sis¢h=-Uw=m=h-i-a=-“
gfthe later liter?!

one on the other‘ hand. of létheioo-called,“
hf. Meiliong and followers (Ameeeder and Holly). whit

.___J _.

_;,metaphysic;il“'oonaidcrotion of the strigcture of the
really carried out by Tivardowoki at in a manner closely

related. to the way in which" Hmserl echievedf in his aprioristie
‘t_li_e’ory wthe ,,wholee§“'a{i1d -the ;,Mpmef‘§,e endwhioh ‘was hm poatll-V

Meinong, that the theory oi the object is
",,eine deseimfreie Wiesenschafif‘, ‘I’-wardowllki in ‘quite ezrplicit that
his etetemenu -- and epeicially those concerning the object — claim
“to he true regardless‘ of whether our point of view concerning the
existence of ohjecte is reelistie, idealistic or any other. For he con-
oi-dero obiectaregardlesu ofewhether they exist or not. '

» An, however, we are speaking about the problem of the method
of investigation we "muet our attention to thelfact that Twp-
dowski while analysing experiences and their correeponding objects
did not trouble either about their extraphenomenal external camel,"
or of their physiological oond-itioning. Conecioualy excluding theae
questions from the scope of hie inreotigations, he ooclrpiel a' neutral
position concerning the metaphysical problem of the existence of
are world and is at the same pomuaded that the results at
hieffpejvchologieal analysie" do not ‘depend on these

_When special ‘method of inveetigatin5"eiiperi'on'ees‘
was /later ‘properly understood by other and ‘methodically
,W01‘lKedQ 1913! finally. tool: the definite form of phenomenology ll8_
theleeieneelof phenomenal, ivhich at the outset of itslanalysie per-
formo the ‘so-celled ,,pheno-menological roteH ' n‘?,'i_.- e-.7_the taking
up of at henitrel dttitude towank the natural‘ iaecepted
:l1o‘hy'special the real ua:@¢e'ut*e world which in
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icdmt of conscious experience. Iwdo not maintain of course
LI Iii happened under the influence of Twardowki’s investi-
pliom. For it is well known that H-usscrl realized the difference
hetlreen descriptive psychology and transcendental phenomenology
Qly many years aft-er having written ,,Logische Untersuehungen“.
However the direct influence of philosophers on philosophers is one
thing and the immanent historical development of thought that has
already begun its course is another. In this immancntdeveloplnent
of thought the way in whichlTwardowski really made his ,,psycholo-,
gical“ investigations — a way in its general outline taken over from
Brentano onlytwith its role more consciousnessly realized by Twa.r-
dowski -— is on-e of the evolutional stages of descriptive-Ipsycholm
gi-cal investigations developing into the "transcendental analysisjof
the essence oxf pure consciousness experience. There is -not the
slightest doubt that T’Wfl‘l‘[lJOWB’l(l in his later yea-rs.l_’ough1t saga-inst the
transcendental method of analysis orf - consciousness and rather
avoided metaphysical solutions than searched for ways of solving
them. But this does not contradict my statement. For Twandowski
in the later years of his life abandoned quite a number of thoughts,
the germs of which were contained-in his doccnt’s thesis. . r t

. ‘ " k

To return to the theory of the object presented by Tw-ardowski
attention must *be drawn to one more po-int. This theory "analyses
the object as a wh-"ole composed of rparts, which are of different kinds
and "orders and between which there exist manifold -relations. These
parts are called by Twardowski material components -of the -object.
while the -relations between them are called formal components.’ It
can be maintained with great probability that in such a conception
of the object -there is concealed the empirical conception of the
ohjectas the compositeidea of Locke. But the most striking ‘thing
is that Twamdowskfs concept -of ith-e object -does not bear any marks
of the influence of Ehrenfels’ investigations of the so-calle-d ,,Gestalt-
qullitit“ which were published a. few yea-rs earlier and must
undoubtedly have been known by Twardowski. Instead -— perhaps
lnder the influence of Sigwart, quoted by Twardow-ski, and probably
aho under the influence of reading Aristotle — there appears in
TUIl'd0I*i’G work a notion ‘proving that regardlessiof his yielding
to Lo|ie’s conception, Twardowski does not treat the object simply
3 connection of simple elements off equal rank. That is the notion of
the ea"-sauce of the object. Tward-owski undenstands by it ,,die -Gesamt-
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heit der Eigenschaftsrelationen, ans welehen sieh vermiige kaus-aler
Abhingigkeit alle anderen eines Gegenstan-des
a'hleiten lessen“. So the eompommfl of the object are not all of
the same rank, but than l]IPl5I_lI along them a distinct hierarchy
as to the relalionhetweenthelftllechjeetlndtherestof
its ,,conq)onent“. However fiil idea has not heel exploited by
'l‘~wardowaki,tl|onghanechoofiteanstilln|anya timelnelaeardz
nevertheless the eoneeption of the object 3 a eerta-in kind of ,,eon|-
posed idea“ predominates in his considerations. This conception
closes Twardowslri in his analysis to establish formal eomponmts of
ever higher order, and leads to great complications; at the sine time
the components of a~ny_higher order are treated in the same manner
as the components of the lowest. As appeared later, this feature of
Twardowski’s theory of the object leads to very serious difficulties
and perhaps even to antinomi-es. This was Ipointed out by one‘ of
Tward-ows1ti’s followers, St. Leéniewsk-i, who consequently tried to
build quite ‘ea different theory of the object using quite different
methods. Al-so the Hreism“ of Kotarhifiski; who assumes the existence
oif thi-ngs only and denies the existence of attributes at all, is one
of the attempts to avoid the -difficulties to which Twaqrdowskfa
theory of the object lead. In any -ease therespeetive ‘theory of Twar-
doweki again gave an impulse to new investigationsin this field.

The thrird important -probl~e'1n' in ,,Z11-r Lehre vom Inhalt nn"dGegen§
stand“ is as I have mentioned -—- the question of general represen-
tations -and objects. Here again Twa"rdowski’s conceptions refer to
Lo&'e’s notion of general ideas, and, moreover, he does not give any
detailed theory of general objects and representations. The essential
thing in this question is not the content -of Twardowslri’s opinions,
but the fact that Twardowski, starting from empirieo-descriptive
psychology; in general opposed the very strong anti-aprioristic
currents of his time and came forward as a defender of the existence
of ‘general objects. Perhaps Twardowsl;i’s reading of Bolzanois
,,Wisaensehaftslel1re“ was here not without significance. Whatever
it was, the publication of this thesis is one of the first signs that in
the philosophical literature ocf this period there have hegun to
appear serious brealts in the extreme peyehologistie and emniristic
point -of view and the foreshadowing of atendency to admit again
aprioristic knowledge (in a new meaning, different from that of
Kant); side by side with empirical knowledge. In 1900 the situation
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‘IQID unto toi"a7turuing‘point: Hnsserlk ,,Logi|sche Untereuch1rngezi“
]—--follo11ing- Frege i-,-—- showed the ‘impossibility

of the psychologitic point of vhw and anew to
Byline fonmdotions of a theory of ,,genera;l ol1jects‘.‘ando'ftheirknow-

Twardowskei in soite -of his defence of generalobjects -_-
psycholcgist‘ reinained one —~— as hehiniselff

in his g,,ss1saan&1s11ssg‘P1) -> an 1902 when he became eeqasina-xl'
with~,,-Logische 'Unterau»chungen“. 7 . l A

Giving in ea way an outline of Tw~a~rdowslri’s philosophy agent:
the background of the then developing epoch of investigation, I an
not going to decide where a ipositivejinflnence begins and where
only real relationship or immanent deyelopment of thought. To he
able tomake decision I should have to have atniy disposal quite
different historical material from that which we are able: to
to-day. I am. not forgetting either how far the later considerations
of other scholars wet-e_i.n advanceof whait_iTwardon_is ' sfaid,in"'his

. \ _ .

docent’s thesis? I only want to point out that 'Twa"rdo_wsl:i5 neirer
lagged behind. either‘ in his .priya_te nor in scientific life;
belonged neither to the imitators not to the repeaters; he was in
many problems a pioneer and his pioneering wcrkiwas not wasted
eren lint-he -whenhter solutions proved his theories wrong. - o

Meanwhile in‘l895 Twardowski came to Lwsw and the‘-conditions
_ . _‘» . ._

of the -philosophical work which he ‘found the-re‘ made entirely
change the‘1prograrn both of the chief purpose of his life in the
future and of the method and technique of writing hisiworks. At
that time lphiloaorph-ical -life in Lwéw was very barren, and philosophy
was .1-rather disregarded in scientific circles there. T-war-dowslti au'-rived
in Lwow full of faith in the scientific achaievemextt of B1-entanio and
the Brentanists and at the same-time that the
form of descriptive psychologyhehada perfect for tackling-
philoaophy scientifically; He had advanced fargon thattway and had
already put many prohlemslhehind him. However as we ‘learn from
his ,,Selhstdar_stellurng“’ the of Brentano and his followers
was quite lmknown in Lwéw (term incogniteas he writes and crosses
it out considering these words too strong), Furthermore the method
of philoaophizing of which Twandowdki had become so fond

1} Am;-1 trait ,,Sellnstda'ntellnng“, mitten for-:the\se1'&au ,,Bis muss‘ni-pa. 3- Gq-mm is Selbsrda-:utell1nsgJenf‘,.edited'-i.ay It. $4=l!lIfli¢lt.- andt-la-at-.¢q.¢' ammo-orrw-ran'; i_
\
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Vienna was there unknown too,‘ Qhestiona eomiclered long
solved in Vienna, or at lest minty thnea from many points‘
of view, were in Lwévweomething quite alien am] incomprehensible.
P-nohalrly the importance of those detailed analyses 113 not duly
appreciated either. So it was imptmsilile teffollow-_his own interest,
which were rather the (lireetion. It Iran
necessary -to go hegin everything jzh oaio, to make many
thing miller -ii:ordertol he emote, otort ‘a oonvellation
at all. as word Twa-i-doweki had to "choose. either too eomilme the
dilly bf problems iehich'interested'him' aindfito reialll
of investigations hehl_ro§u1,_liv~i.ng__in' an intellectmlzliviatinoephere
qite Ilien and out -off fromgthe -other pe0ple_ with whom he hall to
ooflahorate, or to post'pone'his_owu inveatigetiom til-1 later;h_r~ at least
'p_ll_oe\-thetltifn the hackgftound ‘afml ta-ke-ilp something aloe, whichwe!

J-to_create»a new__philoscivphiea-l atmosphere to‘ train new
philosophers with whom“ it would the poaéiéhle to ooliahonte
firture. Twrarclowslci chose theuleeoond a}tern£vtive.,'to the greet.

"bandit of Polieh philosophiczil cultu-re.' Fimt of‘ all he to
tedeh "pl:-iloeophy eintll-philosophizinggtarting with t-he ‘very s;i'mpleot
t;hings.*Thanka to this and to his great educational talent and to-rlgani.
sing _a'hi1ity-, there arose Yin Invéwlaft/erYmany years of ha-rd work
a new Polish centre orf" intemsiv-e fplailosqilaiwzal A'l‘»-he hieto-ry
of this milieu -is well-lcnolyv-n to its all in Poland an-ii the -incompaivrahle
1n'er.i1so~o=f Professor Twila-d0wefi;i_;in lthie field‘ -ere duly appreciated?
But -the creatli-on 0f_thisF1:ixilieu was la/tl the same time the reaéun why
lain purely scientific pwhlicafions 0o'uld—-_ as he writes ---"arise
only under‘ the gpreesii-re of some outside 0-i1'éunutat1ce—.A While his
Vieimeae works were girimerily the expreseicm of his own interests
and investigations, his later _eesayks written in Lwéw were designed
to leach the young éulepts of ¢phil0so‘4phy‘i-n Lwéw not sov much phi-lo-V
oophy as philosophizing in mrhet Pr0§easor“Tiva.r1lowsl:i eonaielered
flue only proper way. Thiis he hid to ‘put -aside all the questions which

him greatly hut which were ‘still too diffieult "for the
rising generation of philosopher-s. That. -is to he observed already? in
his ,,wyohrIienia i Ipojecia“ ‘ (Imoges and Colncepts-), iln which
'Nvardo_\ilhi,' referring to hiafearlierh investigations; is bound to
aizniplrify or simply to pun over mainyquestimis. In eolmexiom with

fact method of philosophizing ‘itself underwent many
changeetlt aapiirell eerta'm properties which, although they were
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LM of necessities, were -la-ter many times (though
miy) considered as on exenrplc of the scientific treatment of phi-
ifly. I shall not examine this question here in detail, because
I iclld have first to trace the method of iphilosophizing used in
fie hook ,,Vom Inhalt und Gegcnstand der Vorstellung'en“,i which
differs much from whatmay often he heard on the subject. But I
llould like to point out in a few words those ideas contained in’
T1nndowski’s works of theLwéw period which have a purely theore-
tical significance; In the first place we must mention here the theory
of concepts in the hook ,,Wyohraienia i pojecia“ (Images and Con-
cepts) published later (1902) in a somewhat modified form in German
under the title ,,Ue*her begrifflich-e Vo'rstcllungen“~ and a second time
in Polish in 1923 ,,O"»istocie pojeé“ (On the Nature of Concepts).
There musthe mentioned here thedefcnce of the unrelativeness of
the tmth izn rthe -publicati-oIn.,,O tzw. -prawdach wrzgllqdnych“ (On so-
called Relative Truths) in 1900 and last, the publication ,,O 'czy*nrn-o-
éciach i wytworach“ (On Actions and Products) in 1911, to which
I mint devote a few remarks. I '

-The distinction -to which this last publication, according to its
title’, is devoted, was made in a similar way a" few years earlier by
Stumpf -in‘ a publication entitled ,,E1schcinungen und -psychische
Funlrtionen“; the real importance of Twardowski’s work” does not
lie however in the distinction itself, but in the pmmpose which it was
to serve. As I have mentioned, Professor Twardowski before 1902
was a psychologist, specially in his logical ideas. Under the influence
of Vol. I -of Husserl’s ,,Logische Untersuchungen“, he became aware
that psychologism in logic could not be maintained. At the same time
he could not agree, as it seems, with thepositive p-art of Husserl’s
deductions (in the second volume of -the above-mentioned work)
according to which logical creations such as notions, judgments, or
theories are a certain 'ki-n-d of ideal object. Knowing what they were
not, he did not yet "l-mow what they were. And in the ahove-mention-ed
publication he tries to answer this question: they are the (products
of psychical or psychophysical actions and as such they are not
something psychical -hut something dependent on these actions, horn
of than, and may he changed by them. In other words the essay
,0: Actions and Products“, is another attempt to defeat psycho-
logiln. One may agreewith it or reject it, especially in certain
delnib introduced by Twardowski. Nevertheless-one must admit that



[13] _ 'l'he04=iai|cI¢'vitycfKiu:T-Iurdo|&i
‘ -.

I

thh attempt to pass between Scylla and Char;-hdis deserves great
attention and scrup'ulous ‘analylk' A

One thing should still be mentioned: There cl-e a time, when
a current *-in philosophy, first ofrall to describe the pheno-
mena given to us in some experience, hogan to Iodine, Ind at the
same -time there appeared at the headiol -the enigma-y philoso-
phical movement, also in Poland, a_ new force to W1 In
philosophy a vmclthod different from the oflm
propagated already before —-— the mathematical method. Logiul 'n-
veatigation more an-d more "leaving the concrete and full of ever
greater -and more and more formalized abetractitms gained many
followers in Poland too and even, among Twardowskfa pqsila. So
Professor Twa=1'-dowski, who in 1898 w-as the first inPo-land to lecture
om -new experiments in ~refo=rming logic, perceived in this new
current a danger towphilosophy, the understanding of facts under
consideration being its first Tll-I16 he considered himself
to protest against this new current. He published in 1921 in ,,Buch
Filozoficzny“ (The Philosophical Movement) an article entitled
,.Symholomania and Pua-gmaltophobia“. The woods of warning pro-
nounced in it are as 3=p‘pllfC3'bl6 cto-dayvasthey were then.

If now in conclusion, setting aside everything else which.we'might
still talk over, we want to present a fifnal view of the role played hy
Twardowski in the development of Polish ‘phi.l0|50=plly, one thing
must be placed before all others and that is the fact that Twardowski
succeeded in developing in generations of Polish philosophers
younger -than hi-mlnself, -and also in the general consciousness o-f. all
educated circles, _a lively and permanent conviction that one might
and should deal with philosophy in a way both morizlly_and intel-
lectually responsible. And that such philosophizing not only can
have but also mm: have an important influence on' human life.
Although he was later many -a time disillusioned concerning what
may he attained by philosophical investigations, although he would
not probably uphold all the statements with which he first came to
Lwow, although to-day the whole scicnitif-ic and spiritual atmosphere
haailmdergone a radical change, or perhaps ‘just, heca-use of thip
change, to-day after 43 years he would probably —— thoroughly
convinced — pronounce the same words with which he ended his
first lecture at Lwéw University on 15th November 1895. Let me
repeat these words to-day: ,,Philosophy is also, a science, as well as
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anyot'he1::; its ,ai*m -io to search for the truth aml_§thez-¢__ia only. one
tiatltT_i:n every ,m&ttei‘; no magi: has mastered all the truths, but -in
Willfikever i-aspect it is Apresented to us, we shall willi-ng-Iywpnd grate-
fully accept it. Apart from the search for truth science hm» ambi-
tion, llld in searching for‘ truth nobody "would wish to lidisbover
himself the whole truth or to claim his discovelfy as his town merit.

men dealing with philosophy will deoply feel its~scio¢ntifi4.=v
mcblhge than they will not divide themselves into large or email}
gronipo Bot striving after a common aim by common nieams, tho}!
will follow the _road that leads tho the truth, the road of
investigations accessible only to real 51?, not trying to raise
themselves above otliaen-s am!‘ not the words of Thomas
in Kelgnpiaz »Ho- by tyheottutb, will not Bo made
proud illlthcy i_w_orI1l~.“ - ' _ ~ - , _

\-


