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Background 



Previous projects

Rebranding of philosophy
(philosophy for children) Semantics of war

(rhetoric and concepts of the 
russian war in Ukraine since 2014)

Other experience
(inclusiveness, visibility)

World 3.0
(new media and public sphere)

Language games
(author course for working with concepts)



Presupposition: 

How philosophy embodies in broad culture and contributes to it, 
what is its public effect, and can (and should) this effect be direct?Main question: 

Direct and indirect cultural practices. 

Project relevance and 
research gap: 

The burst of public philosophy in the early 2000th and under-
representation of this issue in academic philosophy. 

Disciplinary area and 
methodological 
framework: 

Metaphilosophy and applied philosophy

History of ideas / notions / conceptual history; hermeneutics 

Historical reconstruction and problematic history

Cultural studies approaches (philosophy as an object)

Applied ethics

Introduction

Research aim: To lay bare unseen representations of philosophy in the public 
sphere and make them explicitly visible. 



Unclearly conceptualized, often overlapping or mutually 
excluding traditions of interpretation of public philosophy, which 
make it difficult to outline borders of the phenomenon 
discussed.

Chapter 1: To define a subject 

Method: History of ideas / notions / conceptual history

Hermeneutics

Problem:

Task:
To develop criteria for differentiating public philosophy from 
contiguous cultural practices or areas (ideology, entertainment, 
ritual, religion, art etc.).



Public forms of philosophy are often masked due to the lack of 
tradition to examine the history of philosophy from this point. 

Issue 2: To investigate the history of the subject 

Problem:

To discover historical forms of direct / public philosophy and make 
these forms explicitly visible. 

Task:

Historical reconstruction, problematic history of philosophy. Method:

To explore three peak periods of public philosophy: Antiquity, 
Enlightenment and the 1st half of the 20th century (in terms of its  
forms on the frontier with other cultural practice like art, literature, 
religion, therapy etc.). 

Subtask 1:

To analyse prerequisites of philosophy becoming private (according 
to Kant’s definitions and other abovementioned criteria).

Subtask 2:



To clarify preconditions, essence and causes of the public 
turn in the early 2000th. 

Issue 3: To analyse contemporary state of the subject

Subtask 1:

To explore contemporary cultural forms and actors of 
public philosophy and prove their historical continuity with 
early forms of philosophizing (on Ukrainian and world 
cases). 

Subtask 3:

New burst of public philosophy in the early 2000th. Problem:

To explore preconditions of this burst and analyse current 
tendencies, focusing on the unique Ukrainian experience. Task:

To analyse the tendency of institutionalization and 
professionalization of public forms of humanities, including 
philosophy (after R. Whitley).

Subtask 2:



Issue 4: Ethical issues of public philosophy

Problem: Blurred frontiers between different cultural practices in the public space. What 
is the general public perceives as philosophy may be not the same, that we 
academic philosophers do. 

Task: To analyse social and cultural risks of public philosophy and responsibility of 
academic philosophers in this regard. 

Method: Applied ethics.

Subtask 1: To explore polemics about (un)public nature of philosophy relying on classic 
and contemporary texts. 

Subtask 2: To outline three distorted, unhealthy, destructive forms that philosophy takes in 
the public space: normative or oracle, commodity, and amateur philosophy.   

Subtask 3: To reflect on the responsibility of academic philosophers in this regard. 

Only this question is left.



Wideness
(the plan I’ve just presented is already reduced to just one chapter)

Unclear theoretical and methodological perspective
(subject without method)

Descriptiveness
(no conflict, no problem: no one contests the claim that philosophy should 
be public)

Not philosophical
(it’s rather sociology of philosophy)

Weak points

Defend this text as it is

OR

Change it



Critical social epistemology 
(issues of knowledge and oppressing / emancipation, 
with an emphasis on theories of concepts / notions)
▪ semantic,

▪ hermeneutic,

▪ analytic (conceptual analysis and engineering),

▪ historical (Reinhart Koselleck’s conceptual history).

Conceptual therapy 
(Bartlett, 1982)

(Post)totalitarian and war language politics
(conceptual therapy of post-totalitarian trauma)

Re-outlining research framework



Philosophy in the public sphere: 

between emancipatory and repressive ideology:

conceptual approach

1

2

3

1.Ideas, i.a. philosophical, tend to transforming into ideologies.

2.If it happens, than it is in the public sphere.

3.It is always an outcome of primitivisation, politisation, 
massovisation, normativisation, and monologisation of ideas.

4.All these is imminent in the mass society.

5.This process always follow the same constant algorithm.

Nazi, Fashism, Socializm

vs

Liberal European ideology 

2nd half of XX century

Ukrainian case


