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Abstract: According to Plato, philosophy was born out of #meazement, out of the impact the
contemplation of the grandiose and harmonious eastiow and its regular cycles had upon the
human mind. However amazement is only one of thpulses that determine one to search for
intelligible answers to the questions of a refleximind when coming into contact with a reality that
causes amazement.
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Much more powerful is the impulse generated byuheomfortable situation, in
which old answers turn out to be insufficient whmzmpared to recent data of
human experience or when one and the same redaitgrgtes totally opposed
explanations. According to Karl Jaspers (1986,)p,doubt, as methodical doubt,
is the source of critical examination of any knavge. Therefore, authentic
philosophy necessarily implies radical doubt

But precisely such circumstances characterize tigs csituations that human
knowledge and human life experience may at cenmiments reach.

A brief overlook on the history of world philosophgveals that the beginnings of
the philosophical reflection proper in Europeantua are connected to the
conflict between the various religious represeateation structure and dynamics of
the surrounding world, and the relations of the aarbeing to this world. Greeks
from colonies neighboring the Orient discoverechvdtnazement that the Oriental
peoples had other representations of divinities anthe way they interfered in
human life and nature course. This amazement oBteeks led them into a desire
of getting to know these people better and compatfieir ideas to the ones from
their own communities. Knowing various interpretas on one and the same issue
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triggered the natural impulse of comparing theserpretations so as to establish
which one was better. However, these comparativelyses also had other
consequences, such as emphasizing the fact thatinteepretations under

consideration were contradictory not only when carefd to one another, but were
also contradictory in themselves, which obviouslg to the desire of seeking and
finding more coherent interpretations, in accor@gamdth reason and historical

experience.

After replacing exclusively religious interpretai® with attempts of finding
materialistic naturalist explanations by the figseek philosophers, representatives
of the lonian School, one could easily notice #math solution to an old problem
generated in its turn new and more difficult prolde contradictions and critical
moments that would however stimulate searches endilection of overcoming
such conflictual situations. For example the hypseih of ancient atomism may
stand for an attempt to understand contradictofgtions between one single
primordial element and the qualitative infinity @gped as a result of its
metamorphosis, as well as the hypothesis that tmaber, i.e. the quantitative
determination is responsible for the qualitativatéees of things and of the whole
world.

Also interesting is the philosophical way in whitte polytheism was replaced by
a rigorous monotheism, which would eventually beeampantheism generating
visions that would seriously affect the trust i iimages provided by the human
senses on the surrounding world. First and foremdshophanes of Colophon
observed that the way in which people representeld wvas totally opposed to the
notion of God, as the Supreme Being responsibléhfergenesis and order of the
world. Absolute perfection was the fundamental deatof the God and therefore
all his other features had to concord to this. Alased on this perfection the God
had to be only one and everything had to be subgelesim. Therefore Xenophanes
concluded: If divinity really exists and has a godly naturbetGod must be only
one. Otherwise, if there were more, the God cowolddo all he wanted; it can but
be only oné& (Pseudo-Aristotel, 1979) He is not only the t¢oeabut also the
master of the world, which actually implies his mpanent presence and this
conditions may be fulfilled only if the God werenfosed with the world. This is
how Xenophanes reached his famous conclusion hleaGbd and the world were
one and the same thing.
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Starting from this ontological unit Parmenides deped the fundamental features
of the world, understood as a supreme materiatengg. These features obviously
contradicted the ones perceived by human sensegréd#h senses revealed a
diverse and constantly changing world, reason raipey with the concept — came
to the conclusion that the world was nothing butcempact body, uniformly
distributed, with perfectly spherical shape andoakiisly immobile. This situation
was not only new and surprising, but also scandalsince reason supported
things and facts that were totally contradictededxperience. And for the time
being there was only one solution to this: contgsgither the authority of reason,
or the credibility of the information provided blyet senses. No philosopher would
however doubt the certitude of the results readmed constant reason, which
meant that experience was sacrificed.

And what the Eleates presented merely as a hypsthabat experience might be
misleading — Sophists proclaimed as indubitabldityeatarting with Protagoras
who enunciated his principle thatan is the measure of all things: of all things
which are, that they are, and of things which ao#, that they are nét. Applying
this principle in a somewhat limited, reduced maninethat not man in general,
but each man in part is the measure of all things ia achieving this one uses
senses, which not only differ from one individualanother, but actually change
the information sent from one moment to anotherneire the case of one
individual, the followers of Protagoras concludedttsenses could not possibly be
a source of authentic data. The Sophists howesarpposed to the Eleates, did not
take in consideration the role of reason, which why they ultimately questioned
the possibility of human knowledge in general arat only the certitude of
sensorial knowledge.

However Sophists, based on the already mentionedciples, ended up
questioning the truth of all interpretations anglarations of that time, as well as
the moral principles, values and norms of theircbpdhey questioned especially
those norms and values based on tradition, whasie bad never been subject to a
critical analysis so far. In doing so, Sophistaially caused the greatest crisis in
the field of philosophical knowledge and reflectideading to unprecedented
emphasis on spiritual efforts to overcome this tligifuation. Therefore, the twist
taken by ancient Greek philosophy with SocratesgtoPland Aristotle was
obviously influenced by the crisis towards tffecgntury B.C.

! Platon,Theaitetos 152 a.
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Relevant for the direct connection between crisissons and spectacular leaps in
the way of tackling and solving philosophical perbk was also the evolution of
philosophy in modern age. As is it already widehpWwn, modern age stood under
the sign of the searches for a safe method of kedyd, thus exploring
possibilities provided by the inductive experiméritaowledge in the field of
nature sciences and mathematics. The results opliesophical efforts in this
matter would lead to the appearance of the twodomahtal theoretical orientations
— empiricism and rationalism, each of these goingauthe end in valuing the own
cognitive potential.

Consistent empiricism, up to its ultimate consegasnneeded to accept the idea
that according to its principle position, only tkeowledge based on exclusively
sensorial experience was justified. Yet here wasaaysis on the conceptual
treasury of human knowledge, no matter how brib§t trevealed that human
knowledge operated with concepts that were noffigdtby data provided by
sensorial experience, such as causality, but witlhdnich any human knowledge
was impossible. David Hume also reached this iddais research on identifying
concepts which did not derive from experience telminated from knowledge;
according to empiricism only the ones supportedsegsorial experience were
valid. (Hume, 1987, p. 149)

The situation of empiricism in its attempt at beiognsistent in applying its
principles marked its profound theoretical crisispronouncing that the principle
of John Locke, according to which everything thaaswin the intellect was
previously in the senses, was disapproved precibglydaily experience, that
experience itself was not possible in the absehpeirciples not deriving from it.

In its turn, rationalism reached a similar situatio asserting that reason, invoked
as exclusive source of necessary and universahsirusuch as the ones in
mathematics, was unable to achieve similar perfooes in matters of

metaphysics. The principle of inneism — an otheewiisndamental principle in

classical rationalism — lacked consistency in thefrontation with issues derived
from the explanation of the certitude of mathenatituths, as well as of the
possibility of applying these truths, consideredéothe exclusive product of pure
reason in knowing and understanding an objectiveraeality.

Therefore, whereas rationalism got stuck in clamdyissues on the capacity of
reason of reaching necessary and universal tratiosigh supporting that such
truths may be reached only by means of reason dtitbwt any intervention
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whatsoever from sensorial experience, empiricisamdoitself in a similar situation
when is had to justify the way in which experimékizowledge was possible. One
may thus notice that the crisis situation, in whagproximately at the same time
both rationalism and empiricism reached, was gé¢eerdy the operational
incapacity of the two paradigmatic models when careg to the recent issues and
matters emerged in the horizon of knowledge.

Interestingly enough precisely the one philosoghgng to overcome this crisis of
modern philosophy, Immanuel Kant successively arpated with and took the
path of rationalism, as well as the path of emjgny in order to find answers to
the way in which safe and secure knowledge mayhehed, which actually gave
him the possibility to know from the inside the timof both trends, finally

concluding that neither was capable of providirgplé answers to such questions.

And since neither of the two paths could lead tnopm results in finding a solid
base for indubitable knowledge, Immanuel Kant treechew solution, that of
placing the ground of necessary and universal drughtirely in the way of
structuring human cognitive faculties. One undedtcere the capacity to
structure - from a spatial and temporal point awi- the contents of sensorial
intuition, whose source did indeed lie outside, Whbse shape depended entirely
on this capacity, as well as on the systemizatidhetwelve categories of the pure
human intellect. Yet such a solution seemed torfzveidably threatened by going
down the path of an absolute subjectivity, a siturabtherwise noticed by the ones
who would become familiar with Kant's first attemgit valuing the hypothesis of
apriorism in his 1770 inaugural dissertatiorpefesor ordinariesat the University
of Konigsberg.

Kant then tried to shed light on the way in whidnnfis of sensorial intuition and
categories of pure intellect, provided they havesgdlusivelya priori character,

worked together. Efforts in this matter would ta&e,it is well known, eleven years
of work but would eventually lead to a profound akernion of philosophical

thinking. Kant's fundamental conclusion after @B bfforts in order to explain the
way in which intuition and intellect worked togethesurpassed the unilateral
character not only of modern empiricism, but al§éalassical rationalism: there
was no exclusively sensorial knowledge, as empmdhought, but there was also
no purely rational knowledge, as rationalism woudstulate. In reality —

according to Kant — any knowledge is in fact theuteof the permanent interaction
between intuition and intellect, since the intdlleecessarily interferes in all
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moments of sensorial knowledge and the sensorialvleuge is present, as pure
intuition, in any act of thought, including so iet process of acquiring
mathematical knowledge, considered by rationalibm éxclusive result of pure
thought (Kant, 1969, p. 42). Furthermore, by derrating this necessity of the
permanent interaction between intuition and int¢Jl&Kant puts an end to any
metaphysical speculations, sinagriori forms of intellect are applicable only to
realities existing in time and space.

That crisis situations appearing all along the etioh of knowledge are extremely
beneficial for its real progress is also provea tgreat extent by the way in which
the crisis of physics towards the end of"4@ntury and beginning of the 20
century was reflected in the evolution of philosephthought, in other words after
the discovery of the characteristics of corpusde wave of elementary particles,
characteristics which though deeply antagonisticuaed at the same time. Under
these circumstances the classical deterministiausal model in physics, which
had its specific correspondent in the field of psiphy, turned out to be non-
operational in the case of the new phenomena redeby the micro-cosmos
physics.

The answer to this model took the shape of thetémdenation or imprecision
relation, formulated by Werner Heisenberg, a foamagsimilated to the principle
of indetermination and severely criticized by tref-proclaimed materialistic -
dialectical philosophy. In touching upon this subjeits incapacity in finding
adequate answers to the evolution registered imorticsmos physics emphasized
the negative consequences of the ideological liwfitthe philosophical mind. It
was therefore obvious that the solutions were tdobeseen by the philosophical
mind benefitting from total freedom of movemenistheing anyway the necessary
condition of any real progress in the area of kralgk.

Among the original and at the same time deeplytimeaolutions found to the
paradoxical situation of quantum physics at theiregg of the 28 century there
was also the one belonging the French philosophiginating from Romania,
Stefan Lupacu, who was the only one to foresee that mankinddsbefore an
unprecedented challenge, which would also pushdtws wide open towards
knowledge. The result of the really creative mastd&on in philosophy was the
elaboration byStefan Lupacu of a new logical paradigm, in the form tfe
dynamical logics of contradictiorwhich emphasized the unimagined valencies of
the principle of antagonism. From an ontologicainp@f view Stefan Lupacu
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reached the model of the three matters, to whigketlcorresponding logical
paradigms were associated; in this way new chaisiits of the three levels of
existence were emphasized.

In conclusion, the philosopher can find his patlerevn the most complicated
situations that may arise in the field of knowledtfeese situations may actually
turn out to be beneficial, stimulating the philosepto search for new solutions
and to come up with challenging theoretical andhméblogical models.
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