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ROMAN INGARDEN

“THE SCIENTIFIC ACTIVITY OF
'KAZIMIERZ "TWARDOWSKI

-

I’hl.lonphlcal investigations go from time to time through a period
of fast and exuberant development. From very small beginnings,
from a few introductory questions and comrparatively primitive
‘attempte at solving them,we come quickly o the development of rich
problematic and to the rise-of a number of more and more detailed
theories; sometimes in a very few years the whole movemént dies
or such breaks in the construction of the theory appears that it falls
- to pieces, There often appear, too, contrary theories which, fighting
against the opinions hitherto existing, bury even valuable thoughts
under their ruins. When after passing through such a period, or
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2t the ﬂlﬂ of mwlook atits uutial stages ansi we want to render -

justice to the thinkers working at that time, we cannot measure their
ecicatific achievements by what hae been achieved at the culminating
“point of the movement; we must also remember that these achicve-
ments were preparing the way for everythmg that. came later, a pre-

~ paration without which there would not have come inte exu-tcnce

- the most important resulis attained at the height of the movement, -

It is in this way that we must look at the achievement of Kazimiers. " .
- Twardowski’s thought, because his scientific activity was interwoven.
into the comparatively early stages of a philosophical period or  . .
rather into the development of two different but nearly simulta.
x neously developmg philosophical periods, one in the history of Ger- By g wia
" man philosophy and the other in the field of Polish philoeophy. The

 firet began jn the eeventhies of the XIX-th century and came to an

end about 1930, while the second is cohnected with Kazimierz Twar; ..
. dowski’s coming to Poland and seems aleo to have come to an. end o
" Judging the scientific achievement of Kazimiers Twardowski against .

‘this double background we shall be ahle to realize the main outlines
of his role as ane of the forces acting in philosophy at the e.nd of the
m-th and the begmnmg of the XX-th century. |
Neverthelesa it must be pointed out that what can be said about the
philosophical achlevment of Professor Twardowski and the role

- played by him in the historical process must be incomplete and in -
‘many respects hypothetical, as a great part of Twardowski’s ecien-. -
“tific work has not appeared in print. His manuseript bequest )ncludu L
nearly one hundred emall works and articles, beeides a score-ortwo -~

of volumes of notes prepared for lectures, known only to- ‘those who -

once had the opportunity of attending them. Thus my deductions

will be based on his published works only and I ehall limit myself

to a part only of Twardoweki’s scientific achievement. Besides, .
I have not sufficient historical materiale at my disposal. So it ia =~

quite -poesible that later mvesngatmns mll not corroborste the |
hypothesis I shall preeent here. - '

The first ph;losuphlcal movement mto wlnch Twardowﬁkz a'plnln-
sophy is interwoven is the renaissance of German plnlosophy at the
end of the XIX-th century after a decline lasting many years, a de-
dine which had become appearant after the downfall of German
idealism. After a period in which it seemed that philosophy in ge- :
neral would cease 1o exist, its reconstruction began in many fields -
\ : _ : _
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and in many ways. nemhmomal studxenbothof Greek
philosophy — made rather by philologists than by philosophers —
and of German philessphy, formed a kind of preparation for it, and
thanks to his stmdies am interest in the main philosophical problems
renvulnﬁe—hdthtgeneunon And out of this interest
&uem-ﬁeﬁmﬂmmﬁntmm in its different forme and
a2 awmber of other currents. On the other hand empirical and cxpe-
rimental peyche-physiology 'practmed for the last 60 years by emi-
k. aatuel suisstiots: - tor- ayentive: omby: Fechuier, Helmholtx,
Wundt or Mach — and the ﬂescnptwe péychology of Francis Bren-
tans and ethers did not remain purely psychological, contrary to the
-expoctations of their authors. Partly under the influence of English
philssophy (J. S. Mill) they had ‘already led in the works of Helm- -
. loaltx and Wondt to the empirical practice of epistemological rese-
aieh and simultaneously to the so-called psychologism of other inve-
stigatozs, that is to the opinion accordmg to which psychology was
‘S be the fundamental philosophical science. To its ideas and pro-
blemas were to be brought the ideas and statements of all the rema.x-._

ning parts of philosophy disciplines ‘beginning with logic, passing

throngh the theory of knowledge, to ethics, esthetics and even inclu-
ding metaphysics. The followers of this trend of investigation coming
from peychology held the opinion that they were the first to intro-
duce scientific methods into philosophical investigations and this
scientific character was specially underlined by them in order to
emphasize its contrast with Germanidealism, theecientificali irrespon--
sibility of which they often blamed. Thie tremd broke down only
1900 and underwent a very reul tramformanon in the phe'nommo-
logy of Husserl..

It wae in this. atmocphere of a psychology devalopmg and confi:
demt, with marked philosophical ambitions and' a strong echo of
English empirism and ‘positivism and their German correspondents,
amid lively discussions among the numerons philosophical currents
arising in the German Reich, that young Kazimierz Twardowski was
maluring and studying at ‘the University of Vienma 1885—-1889.
He was there under the overwhelming influence of Francis Bren-
‘tano and apecially under that of his descriptive psychology, although
the links between Brentano on one hand and Aristotle and medieval

philosophy on the other were probably also not without importance.
T'lnrdowsh belonsed to the large circle of Brentanists then im
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Vienna, such as Héfler, Ehrenfels, Kreibig, Schmidkunz and others.
He got his doctor’s degree in Vienna in 1891 for his thesis ,,Idee und
Perzeption, Eine erkenntnistheoretische Untersuchung aus De-
scartes”’, which however was not written under the tutorship of Bren-
tano. After a short stay in Leipzig with Wundt and in Munich with
Stumpf, Twardowski came back to Vienna and wrote undoubtedly
hie most important book ,,Zur Lehre vom Inhalt und Gegenstand
der Vorstellungen, Eine psychologische Untersuchung®. For this
work he obtains, in the summer of 1894, veniam legendi as a docent

- (lecturer) in philosophy at the university of Vienna. The following

year he moves to Lwéw, where he becomes professor of philosophy
and so not only a certain period in his personal life but aleo the
period of his personal work in the field of German philosophy is
closed. Ad the same time his activity in Poland begins. Alihough the
book published in Lwéw in 1898 under the title ,,Wyobrazenia i po-
jecia® (Imagee and Concepts) belongs to the cycle of thought of his
Viennese period and ie — so far as the theory of concepts is con-
cerned — a continuation of his work from 1894 nevertheless owing |
to the radically different atmosphere in which -it was written it is
inits methodology and writing technique of a quite different charac.
ter and eo must be considered as belonging to the second period of
. Twardowski’s scientific activity.

In epite 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 Twardowski’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
snLogische Untersuchungen' on several occasions took the ideas of
Twardowski into consideration. In this way Twardowski’s investiga-
tions of that time became one of the links in the history of theso-called
Anstrian schoo! and the different factions of Brentamists and to
a certain extent of Husserl’s phenomenology. These investigations
cansed a number of veactions and oppositions of the part of the
opponents of the Brentanists, for example of the nes-Kantists.

So the docent’s thesis of Professor Twardowskl mvst be reconsi-
dered in more detail.
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Uenally it is considered in Poland that the chief merit of this
thesis is the discrimination betweea the act, the content and the
object of a representation, as it can be scea from the title of the
work. Nevertheless closer imvestigation shows that it is not quite
the case. The work centaims three maip problems: 1) the above
mentioned distinction between the content and the object of a repre-
scntation, 2) the outlime of a general theory of the object and 3) the
question of theso-called general representations and objects, Of theee
three questions the least new perhaps is juet the opposition of the
content to the object of representations; although as far ae Brentano
and the Brentanists of that time are concerned — perhaps Hofler

- excepted — this distinction, so simple and obvious for ue 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 time it is true that Twar-
doweki 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 ,,Uber Anschanung und
ihre peychische Verarbeitung”. They form really a large volume
of 400 pages in which, as Twardowski himself writes: ..hat Kerry
diesen Unterschied fiir Vorstellungen von Zahlen, also fiir Vorstel-
lungen, deven Gegenstinde nicht real sind, nachgewiesen”, We may
say that Twardowski only generalised and gave better reasons for
the above distinction. Under the influence of Kerry, Twardowski got
into touch with the ,,Wissenschaftslehre of B. Bolzano, who alse
influenced Twardowski’s 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 known nor so much stedied as it is to-day.

- (Pope Leon XIII’ s famous encyclic Aeterni patris was already
_ published in 1880, but only in 1889 was there fornded in Louvain
' the ,,Institut Supérieur 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 comeideration lies mot so
much in the distinction itself as in certain statements expressed in

, connexion with it. '



SRR T S I 2
The first of these statements says that there are no -.-i"e?proﬁsa@nt'a-' E
tiens without objects. Or positively: that o every representation
there corresponds an object, regardless of whether this object — as -

' Twandowakl says -— 16 existent or non-existent, or even cuntmdlcto-ry
. and momh’le, provided that it is represented. Only smothing".

cannot be represemod According to the second statement there i

a necessary relition between the representation and its object.

There is a certain duality in the concept of a represented object: .

B first the object is existent and real, then it is unreal and even non- -
existent, but only ,;represented”. Thus it follows that this concept
gives an impulse to further considerations carried out later by other

~ acholars. This duality together with the statements mentioned ashove

may consequently lead to two contrary -opinions. Either: that one

. should distinguish, in certain cases, hetween a. repreaented ‘object

(intentional .object) which correaponds te every representation: and .

_objects, real or ideal, existing independently of mepmseutammn o

Or: that all ‘objects are only represented (intentional) and that one

- should mot makc. any distinction between them and objects existing

* autonomically in relation to the experience, nor should such objects -

. be accepted. If at the same time we accept Pwardowski’s thesis of the |

necessity of the connexion between the representation and its object .

we are led in the end to a distinctly idealistic opinion. The first of

. the above ways was taken by the so-called realistic current of pheno- .

menology and cnlminated in the metapliysical ideas of M. Scheler,
while the second was taken by Husserl himself, the author of pheno-
menology, reaching in the end the so-called transcendental idealism. -
In this way Twardoweki’s above-mentioned statements, which he -
himself considered purely psychological, were to have in the history
of a certain school of modern philosophy very far-reachmg conse-
quences, which weére certainly unforeseen by the author himself, -~
Much more important than the distinction between the content

and the object of a representation are Twardowski’s considerations =~

concerning — as we shoul say to-day — the formal etructure of -
the object. They form a theory consequently worked out. As a result
of a certain shifting of the ideas in the work under consideration,
Twardoweki pasees from the concept of &n object as an object of

ssme actunal representation to the much more general concept of an
ebject as somcthing that can be represented. Thus he obtains the

mwest gemersal concept of an object (in the sense of somethmg at all)
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* und referring to the Aristoteliam comcept of existence (¥0 3v)
. gives the outline of a gemeral thosry of ils structure, that is

an ‘outlme of metaphysics; bocamse accordimg to Twardowski’s
opinion at that time, metaphysics was fer Aristotle mothing else
nals dic Wisscnschaft ven dem Gegenstinden @berhaupt™.
Itu-ufu-lhn—fu-tbet_uef%u_ad
then from the Ontolo;f‘ of Gn".lim Wolf the first, consistently
workdmhorydhohpﬁfomm;a certain thooretical whole.
Itnmymmadmeehothpntheomhamlofwn,lﬂhe
_ von den Gansen mnd Teilen* in his ,Logische Untersuchungen“
‘and of the later fotmal-mtohgwd investigations of Husserl's
foﬂumm and on the other hand of the so-called ,,Gegenstands-
tﬁeo “of Memong and his followers (Amesetler and Mally). What

" "--*_._'::'H mre, this ,,metaphyslcal“ consideration of the structure of the -
* " objeets really carried out by Twardoweki at once in a2 manner <losely

related to the way in which Husserl achieved it in his aprioristic

.theory of the ,,wholes and the ,,'parts'“ and’ wluch was later poﬁ‘n.
R lated by Memong, emphasmng ‘that the theory of the object is

" eine daseinsfreie Wissenschaft®, Twardowski is quite explicit that
" his sfatements — and specially thone concerning the object — claim
" to be true regardlese of whether our point of view concerning the
" existence of objects ie reaham:, ulealmt;c or any other. For he con-
siders objects regardleas of whether they exist or not.
- As, however, we are spealung ahout the problem of the method
of investigation we ‘must turn our 4ttention to the fact that Twar-
dowski while analysing experiences and their corresponding objects

: - did not trouble either about their extraphenomenal external causes, kA
;. or of their physiological condmomng Consciously excluding thee -

qnesuom from the scope of his mveauganons, he occupies a nentral -

position concerning the metaphysical problem of the existence of
theworidanduatuhesamenmepemuadedthatﬂuemfu of

- his’ wchologlcal analysis do not depend on answering these
- questions. When this special method of investigating experiences
~ was later properly understood by other scholars and methodically e

*.-worked out it finally took the definite form of phenommology as
__the scmnce of phenomena, which at the outset of its analyem per-
" forms the so-called ,,phenocmenological reductmn . i e. the taking
" up of a meutral attitude towards the natural conviction, accepted

- ahobyspemalsmea,ofthemlmtmceofaworldwhmhu N
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indiependrnt of conscious experience. I do not maintain of course:
that this happened just under the influence of Twardowki’s investi-
gatiens. For it is well known that Husserl realized the difference
between deecriptive psychology and transcendental phenomenoclogy-
ealy many years after having written ;,Logische Untersuchungen*.
Heowever 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 immanent development
of thought the way in which Twardowski really made his ,,psycholo-
gical“ investigations — a way in its general outline taken over from
Brentano only with its role more conscionsnessly realized by Twar-
doweki — is one of the evolutional stages of descriptive-psycholo-
gical investigations developing into the transcendental analysis ' of
the essence of pure consciousness experience. There is mot the
slightest doubt that Twardowski in his later years fought against the
transcendental method of analysis of consciousness and rather |
avoided metaphysical eohitions than searched for ways of solving
thein. But this does not contradict my statement. For Twardowski.
~ in the later years of his life abandoned quite a number of thoughts,

the germs of which were contained in his docent’s thesis. '

To return to the theory of the object presented by Twardowski
attention must be drawn to one more point, This theory analyses
‘the object as a whole composed of parts, which are of different kinds
and orders and between which there exist manifold relations. These
parte 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
object as the compgsite idea of Locke. But the most striking thing
#s that Twardowski’s concept of the object does not bear any marks.
of the influence of Ehrenfels’ investigations of the so-called ,,Gestalt-
qualitit“ which were published a few years earlier and must
undoubtedly have been known by Twardowski. Instead — perhaps
under the influence of Sigwart, quoted by Twardowski, and probably
also under the influence of reading Aristotle — there appears in
Twardowski’e work a notion proving that regardless of his yielding
to Locke’s conception, Twardowski does not treat the object aimply
a8 a collection of eimple elements of equal rank. That is the notiom of
the essence of the object. Twardowski understands by it ,,die Gesamt-



heit der Eigenschaftsrelationen, aus welchen sich vermige kausaler
' Abhiingigkeit alle anderen Eigenschaftsrelationen eines Gegenstandes
ableiten lassen®. So the compoments of the object are not all of
‘the same rank, but there appears among them a distinet hierarchy
as to the relation between the cssence of the sbject and the rest of
its ,,componenis“. However this idea has not beem exploited by
Twardowski, though an echo of it can stil many a time be heard:
nevertheless the conception of the object a8 a certain kind of .com-
posed idea* predomiinates in his considerations. This conception
canses Twardowski in his analys;s to establish formal components of
ever higher order, and leads to great complications; at the same time

- the components of any higher order are treated in the aame mammer

" as the components of the lowest. As appeared later, this feature of
 Twardowski’s theory of the object leads to very serions difficulties
and perhaps even to antinomies. This was pointed out by one of
Twardowski’s followers, St. Lesniewski, who consequently tried to
build quite a different theory of the object using quite different
methods. Also the ,,reism* of Kotarbifiski, who assumes the existence
of things only and denies the existence of attributes at all, is one
of the attempts to avoid the difficulties to which Twardowski’s
theory of the object lead. In any case the respective theory of Twar-
. doweki again gave an impulse to new investigations in this field.
The third important problem in ,,Zur Lehre vom Inhalt und Gegen-
stand® is — as I have mentioned — the question of general represen-
tations and objects. Here again Twardowski’s conceptions refer to
Locke’s notion of general ideas, and, moreover, he does not give any
detailed theory of general objects and representations. The essential
thing in this guestion is not the content of Twardoweki’s opinions,
but the fact that Twardowski, starting from empirico-descriptive
peychology, in general opposed the very strong amti-aprioristic
currents of his time and came forward as a defender of the existence
of general objects. Perhaps Twardowski’s reading of Bolzano’s
» Wissenschaftslehre® was here not without significance. Whatever
- it ‘was, the publication of this thesis is one of the first eigns that in
_the philosophical literature of this period there have begun to
appear serious breaks in the extreme peychologistic and empiristic
point of view and the foreshadowing of a tendency to admit again
‘aprioristic knowledge (in a mew meaning, different from that of

Kant), side by side with empirical knowledge. In 1900 the situation
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was b come to a l'ummg pomt Husserl (3 ,,Lognsche Untemehungen
_ —pllbluhed wﬁwh — fo,'l!mnng Frege — showed the 1mposs1b1hfty _
of maintaining the payclmlmtw point of view and tried anew to
key the foundations of a theory of ,,general ob]ecln“andoftheuknow-
Bedge. Twardoweki — in apite of his defence of general ohjects —
~ was still a paychologlst and remamed one — as he himself writes
in his Selbertda.rs‘tellu:ng“‘) - till 1902 when he became aequainted ,
with ,ngnoche Untemuchungm“ '
Giving in this way an outline of Twardowski’s philosophy agams't" .
the background of the then developing epoch of investigation, [ am
ot going to decide where a positive influence begine and where
only real relationship or immanent development of thought. To be
able to make this decision I should have to have at my dmposal quite -
different historical material from that whick we are able to obtain
to-day. I am not forgettmg either how far the later conslderatmns _
of other scholars were in advance of what Twardoweki said in’ hu |
docent’s thesis: 1 only want to point out that Twardowski never
" lagged behind either in his private nor in his scientific life; he e.
belonged neither to the imitators mor to the repeaters; he was in’
many problems a pioneer and his pioneering work was not wasted
~ even in the cases when later solutions proved his theories wrong.
Meanwhile in 1895 Twardowski came to Lwéw and the cocndmom‘ g
of the philosophical work which he found there made him entirely -
.change the program both of the chief purpoee of his life in the
fature and of the method and technique of writing his works. At -
that time phlloaorphmal life in Lwéw was very barren, and philosophy - -
was rather digregarded in seientific cireles there. Twardowski arrived
m Lwéw full of faith in the scientific achievement of Brentano and ;
the Brentanists and at the same time deeply convinced that in the
form of descriptive psychology he hada perfecti instriment for tackling =
philosophy scientifically. He had advanced far on that way and had -
already put many problems behind him. However as we learn from
his ,,Selbetdarstellung™ the philosophy of Brentano and his followers
was quite anknown in Lwéw (terra incognita as hie writes and crosses -
it out considering these words too strong). Furtherinore the method
of phﬂooophizing of wliich 'I‘_wandaws’ki had beeo'i'me o0 fond m

DA m of this ,,Selbstdamdhn; weitten for the senien . Die damnhe ‘
&qh. Gagmwm in Sdbobdmtel’lm edited &:y R. thnudt. was
f—l the memnscript bequest of Twardowski. &
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~ Vienna was there unkmown too. Questmm considered long ago™
solved in Vienna, or at least dlscume.d many times from many points
of view, were m Lwow someihmg quite alien and mcomprehensible.
Probably the importanee of those detailed analyses was mot duly
appreciated either. So 1t_'w~"a'shmpm1ﬂ)lé to. follini‘ Jis own interests,
which were rather far advanced in the given. direction. Tt was

necessary to go backmdhegm everythmg ab ovo,toln&elllny
- things rather clementary in order to be able to start a comversation
at all. In » word Twardowski had to choose either to. continue the
stady of problems which interested him and to pnbllsh the resuls
of his mveutigauom abroad, living in an intellectnal aunoaplleu
~quite alien and cut off from the other peo'ple with whom he had 10
collsborate, or to postpone his own investigations +ill later, or at least
phog themi in the background and take up something e]se, wluch was
mmely fo create a new phllomlﬂncal atmosphere and to train new
m philosophers with whom' it would be possible to collaborate

" in the future. Twardowski chose the second alternative, to the great -

benefit of Polish philosophical culture. Firet of all he begins to -

. teach phtlosophy and philosophizing, startmg with the very gimplest
thmgs ‘'Thanks to this and to liis great educatmnal talent and orgami- .

-ving ability, there arose in Lwéw after many years of hard work
a new Polish centre of intensive philosophical research. The history
of this milieu is well known to us all in Poland and the incomparable

~ merits of Professor Twardowski in this field are duly appreéiafte‘df :

But the creétmon of this milien was at the same time the reasom why
his purely scientific pwbhcartmm could— as he writes himpelf —arise -
only under the pressure of some outside eircumstance. While his

Viennese works were pnmanly the expression of his own interests -

and mvestigations, his later essays written in Lwéw were designed
to teach the young adepts of philosophy in Lwéw not so much phile-
sophy as philosophizing in what Professor Twardowski considered
the only proper way. Thus he had to put aside all the questions which
interested him greatly but which were «till too difficult for the
rising gemeration of philosophers. That is to be observed already in -
~ his hook ,,Wyobrazenia i pojecia® (Images and Concepts) in which
Twardowski, referring to his earlier investigations; is hound to
- simphify or simply to pass over many questions. In connexion with
this' fact his method of philosophizing itself underwent many
- changes. Tt acquired certain properties which, although they were
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the rosalt .f didactic necessities, were later many times (though
wremgly) considered as on exemple of the scientific treatment of phi.
lesophy. I ghall not examine this question here in detail, because
I sheuld have first to trace the method of philosophizing used in
the book ,,Vom Inhalt und Gegenstand der Vorstellungen “which
differs much from what may often be heard on the eubject. But I
should like to point out in a few words those ideas contained in
Twardowski’s works of the Lwéw period which have a purely theore-
tical significance. In the first place we must mention here the theory
of concepts in the book ,,Wyobrazenia i pojecia® (Images and Con-
cepts) published later (1902) in a somewhat modified form in German
umder the title ,,Ueber begriffliche Vorstellungen“ and a second time
in Polish in 1923 ,,0 istocie pojec” (On the Nature of Concepis).
There must be mentioned here the defence of the unrelativeness of
the truth in the publication ,,0 tzw. prawdach wzglednych® (On so-
called Relative Truths) in 1900 and last, the publication ,,0 czynmo-
éciach i wytworach® (On Actions and Products) in 1911, to wh:mh
I must devote a few remarks.

The distinetion to which this last publication, according to its
titlé, is devoted, was made in a similar way a few years earlier by
Stumpf in a publication entitled ,,Erecheinungen wnd psychische
Funktionen®; the real importance of Twardowski’s work does not
lie however in the distinction itself, but in the purpose 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 peychologism in logic could not be maintained. At the same time
he could mot agree, as it seems, with the positive part 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 kind of ideal object. Knowing what they were -
not, he did not yet know what they were. And in the above-mentioned
publication he tries to answer this question: they are the products
of peychical or peychophysical actions and as such they are not
something peychical but something dependent on these actions, born
of them, and may be changed by them. In other words the essay
»On Actions and Products“ is another attempt to defeat psycho-
logism. One may agree with it or reject it, especially in certain
details introduced by Twardowski. Nevertheless one must admit that
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tlm attempt to pase between Scylla and Charybdis deoerves great
attention and scrupulous analysis.

One thing should still be mentiomed: There came a time, when
a current in philosophy, irying first of all to describe the pheno-
mena given to us in some experience, begam 1o declime, and at the
same time there appeared at the head of the contemporary philoso-
phical movement, also. in Poland, a2 mew foree irying to Impose on
philosophy a method different from the deseriptive, although oftem
propagated already before — the mathematical method. Logical in-
vestigation more and moré leaving the concrete and full of ever
' greater and more and more formalized abstractions gained mamy
followers in Poland too and even among Twardowski’s pupils. So
Professor Twardowski, who in 1898 was the first in Poland to lecture
on new experiments in reforming logic, perceived in this new
current a danger to philosophy, the understanding of facis under
consideration being its first aim. Thus he considered himself obliged
to proiest against this new current. He published in 1921 in ,,Ruch
Filozoficzny* (The Philosophical Movement) an article entitled
,.Symbolomama and Pnagma(tophobla“ The words of warning pro-
nou:nced in it are as applicable to-day ae they were then.

If now in conclusion, setting aside everything else which we might
still talk over, we want to present a final view of the role played by
Twardowski in the development of Polish philosophy, one thing
must be placed before all others and that is the fact that Twardowski
succeeded in developing in gemerations of Polish philosophers
younger than himself, and also in the gemeral consciousness of all
educated circles, a lively and permanent conviction that one might
and should deal with philosophy in a way both morally and intel-’
lectually responsible. And that such philosophizing not only can
have but also must have an important influence on human life.
Although he was later many a time disillusioned concerning what
may be attained by philosophical investigations, although he would
not probably uphold all the statements with which he first came to
Lwéw, although to-day the whole scientific and spiritual atmosphere
has undergone a radical change, or perhaps just. because of this
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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my other' ite alta is to eearch for the trath and- there is only one

truth in every matter; no man has mastered all the truths, but in
whatever respect it is presented to us, we shall willingly and grate-
- fully accept it. Apart from the search for truth science has i no ambi-
tion, and in searching for truth nobody would wish to: discover
himself the whole truth or to claim his discovery as his own merit.
" When all men dealing with philosophy will deeply feel its scientific -
-message then they will not divide themselves into large or emall -
groups but striving after a common aim by common means, they
will follow the road that leads tho the trath, the road of comebenions

- investigations accessible only to real argaments, ot trying to raise

" themselves above others and- ot forgeiting the words of Thomas

a Kempis: »He who' is- esniquered by the tmth will not he made

o prond everi by all tho worldc e



