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H ®iAocopia Kai n lotopia tns EnigtApns
Bpiokovtal ge Giapkn €EEAIEN, yeyovos mou TS
éxel odnynoel oe pia ofoéva Kal peyadutepn
autoyvwaia tns i6ias s 10Topias Tous, Twv
HeEBAdwWV Kal Twv aAfnAemdpdoswy Tous Pe Ty
MPOKTIKA.

(s €K ToUtou, KaBiotatal avayKkaia n Unapén
nepIodIKwY Otov akadnudikd xwpo Mou va
embILOKOLV Pia anotiynon Kar Siathpnon auts
s €€€AiEns ws pia npoondBeia Kpitkns. Ta
nepIodIkd nMou dntovtal autns s Bepatonoyias
eviote abuvatolv va Snpioupynoouv €va
nAaiclo yla ouvexn KpItkn avtaddayn, evw
oe andes nepintwoels odnyouvtal ge yia
EKMTwWaon andwewv xdpIv pias unepaniouoteuons
TWV TEUXWV Yla €ukonotepn Katavddwon,
unoBiBadovtas £tal tn Midocogia Kai tv lotopia
s Enotipns o€ enineda youotou Kal pédas.
«H yvwon napdyetal kal Ba napdyetal yia va
nwdeital, Katavanwvetal Kal Ba Katavadwvertal
ylavanaipvel agia péoa o€ pia véa napaywyn: Kal
0TS U0 NEPIMTWITEIS 0 KOMOS eival N avrandayn
ws. MNadel va eival autookonds, xavel tnv atia
xpnons tns.» (Jurgen Habermas, Knowledge
and Human Interests). Ta 6uo npoBAnuata
nou napouaidovtal, avuikatontpidouv v
andotaon petagl duo poviénwv ouyKpotnons
Kal opydvwons neplodikwy ekddaoswy, Tnv
anootacn nou xwpidel Tov KpItiké didAoyo
anod v MPAKUKN £Qapuoyn s @IA0CoPIKNS
OKEWNS.

EvbelIKUKG otoixeio autwv twv npoBAnpdtwy
eival nws, n arkadnpaikn Bewpia Kal 10Topia
ouvnBws Bewpouvtal nws e€euyeviouv ™
@IA00OPIKA OKEWN Kal KouAtoupa Kal nws dev
éxouv napepBatikd pono, Nws eival

Philosophy and the History of Science are con-
stantly evolving, which means that they come
to know a great deal of themselves, their his-
tory, their methods, as well as their interaction
with technique.

Thus, the publication of an academic journal
that strives to evaluate and maintain this evo-
lution, has become necessary. Usually, the jour-
nals that deal with this subject matter can’t
seem to be able to create a framework of crit-
ical dialogue - as a result of oversimplification
- and downgrade Philosophy and the History of
Science, to mere matters of taste and trend. «
Knowledge is and will be produced in order to
be sold, it is and will be consumed in order to
be valorised in a new production: in both cases
the goal is exchange. Knowledge ceases to be
an end in itself, it loses its use-value.» (JUrgen
Habermas, Knowledge and Human Interests).
Both of these problems reflect the gap between
two different models of composing a journal, a
gap between critical dialogue and the applica-
bility of philosophical thought.

What is indicative of these problems, is the fact
that rigorous academic theory is considered to
purify philosophical thought and that its role is
purely observational, with no interest in socio-
political issues.

Gavagai is a new journal in the domain of Phi-
losophy and the History of Science. From its
original conception, it follows the same old ide-
as. However, its goal is to create a place for di-
alogue and critical evaluation of contemporary
academic activity, mostly through the develop-
ment, as well the exposition of undergraduate
articles, but also through the mapping of the
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nepiBuwplakés Kal nws ev evbiagépovtal yia ta
KOIVQWVIKOMOAITIKA Kal MPAKUKA NTApata s
KoIvwvias.

To kaBaykdl Aoindv, eival éva Kaivoupylo
nepiodikd oto xwpo ths Didocopias Kal s
lotopias tns Emiotipns, av Kal ws npos v
apxIkn tou ouAdnywn akonouBei tnv 16€aq,
™ dopn Kal ta ixvn tou naniou. L1éxos tou
gival va dnploupynaoel éva nedio Siandyou
Kal KpITIKNS avalntnons tns ouyxpovns
axkadnuaikns Koudtoupas, KUpiws péaa anod tnv
EKMOVNON Kal 0TN OUVEXEID €KBEON POITNTIKWV
gpyaoiwy, adnd Kal yéoa anod tn xaptoypdgnon,
TONoBETNON Kal €KPPAON SIGKEKPILEVWY HEAWV
S aKadNUAiKNS KoIvOTNTaS OE TPEXOVTA Kal
apgideyépeva (nthuata, npoBAnuatiopoUs Kal
avandvinta epwtnuata.

(s éva nepiodikd 6oo yivetal aveEdptnto
Kdnolas napddoons N Kanolou 15pUpatos, o
MKaBaykdl xapaktnpiletal and pia edeuBepia
neplexopévou Kal dopns. Enidiwkel va
Npoo@Eépel pia evadAaKTKA oto NBN Kupiapxo
Kal autopuBuICouevo cuotnpa NANPoMopNoNs
npos é@edos evds nveupatos nou Ba eival
avoIXTO, eEEPEUVNTIKO Kal HaxnTIKG. Nal ey,
UMopei va pnv napéxel €va npdypaupa yia tnv
Katavonaon N tnv napaywyn @iAoco@Ikns
oKkéyns, Ba npayuatonoleital Opws o€ KABe
Brpa pia npoondBeia va napouciagtel UK nou
va poipadetal us €€ns 6uo @inodogies.

ApxiKa, n @idocogia Kail n pdBnon eival dppnKta
ouvdebepéves Kal tonoBetnpéves péaa otov
KOOWO: €épuala TNS nNepiotacns, Tou IGToPIKoU
XPOVOU Kal TwV enipéPoUs Napaddoewy oKEWNS.
Ta nopandvw ouvdéovtal pe évav 16iaitepa
noAunAoKo tpono pe napadedopéves aies,

opinions of distinguished members of the aca-
demic community, on controversial issues and
guestions.

As a Journal with no official affiliation with a
specific university department, or a specific
philosophical tradition, Gavagai is character-
ized by a freedom of content and form. It tries
to offer an alternative to the already dominat-
ing and self-regulating system. Even though it
might not provide a complete program towards
the understanding or the production of philo-
sophical thought, it will try to realize in each of
its steps, content that is aligned with the fol-
lowing aspirations.

Firstly, philosophy and learning are inextricably
connected and situated in our world: culturally
and historically laden. The above are connected
in a very complex way with accepted values, in-
ternational standards and famous institutions
in which rules and disciplinary traditions are
taught. Neither philosophy, neither learning are
value free — nor politically and morally neutral.
Cultural activity, in its most esoteric and critical
attitude, is situated always within a specific so-
ciety, within a specific world, without necessar-
ily coming to terms with its marginal state. It
occupies cultural places, and extends to other
kinds of Logos or communication. It tries to es-
tablish a way of cultural activity, where in order
to be self-determined, one has to engage with
the discontinuity and difference of other cultur-
al activities.

In addition, being in a conflicting state with phi-
losophy, as well as with its global presence, it is
possible that we might engage with disciplinary
systems and their limits. Every interpretation is
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61eBvn npdtuna Kal epBAnuatika 16pUpata,
ota onoia napadidovtal Kavdves péoa anod
neiBapxikés napadadoels. OUte n gpidocogia, oUute
n PéBnon eival kevés aflwv, oudbETepes MONITIKA
Kal NBIKA. H nveupatikn pyacia, N Mo E0WTEPIKN
Kal181aItépws KPITIKN, tonoBeteital ndvtote Péoa
0€ HIa MPaypatikn Kovwvia, o€ éva npayuatKko
KOOpO, aveaptntws av avayvwpilel tnv
nepiBwplonoinpévn Katdotaon tns. H gpidocoia
ws dpaotnpidtnta Kal ws BouAnon yia yvwon
Sev nepiopiletal TNV KoIVWVIKNA Kal uAikA Baon
Mou TNs enitpénel va ekppadetal. KatanapBdvel
noAImIoUIKoUS XwpPous, eneKteivetal oe anda
gibn Adyou n enikoivwvias. Alekdikel va eival
évas TPOMos MoAItIOUIKNS yvwaons, Ornou o
autonpoadiopiopds nepiauBdvel TNy €pnAoKn
NS aouvéxeias Kal s Slagoponoinons ano
dAnes noAItiopIKES SpaoTNPIGTNTES.

(s ouvéxela tns napandvw @ldodotias
akoAdouBei 6t avunapatiBéPevol eNapKws
ge tn @idocogia Kal s dieBvous Katdotaons
tns, gival niBavo 6t Ba odnynBouUpe og pia
Slaotalpwon petall NeIBapXIKWY CUGTNHIATWY
Kal Twv opiwv tous. KaBws KaBe epunveia
gyypdpetaioe évaBeopoBetnpévonedioAdyou,Ba
anotedéoel emdiwén n diapkns enavaBeBaiwaon
OUHQPWVNUEVWY Kavovwy epyaaias, peBodwy,
EPUNVEIWV Kal guotnudtwy okéwns. Ta
Kavoviotika poviéda eivalr oxediaopéva
Katd té€tolo Tpdno, €101 WOTe ta NeIBapxIKa
Tous o6pla va katadelkvUouv pia 060
napaywyikotntas otn Bdon tns diathpnaons
TOU Status quo OTous Xwpous s @inocopias
Kal TNS €NIOTAPNS.

To kaBaykal napéxel éva xwpo téao diaddyou, 600
Kal au@ioBntnons, guvexws Ba atoxadetal

being done within a institutionalized framework
of Logos. Therefore, our goal is to continuous-
ly reevaluate already accepted rules of con-
duct, methods, interpretations, and systems of
thought. Normative models are constructed ina
way that sets their disciplinary limits, showing
a line of productivity bases on the conservation
of the status quo along the areas of Philosophy
and Science.

Gavagai tries to provide both place for dialogue,
as well as questioning. It continuously tries to
reflect upon mainstream concepts, to question
deep-rooted beliefs, and deviate from familiar
grounds.

All of the above ambitions imply that there can-
not exist inalterable principles in doing or read-
ing Philosophy — nor can there be inexistence
of overall rules to present it. Thus, Gavagai
encourages inquiry, research, experimentation,
commentary and analysis. It puts forward a
place for conversation, which would include
different approaches, which have nothing to do
with imaginary and dissociative discriminations
- for example between the so-called “Conti-
nental” and “Analytic” traditions. It puts for-
ward content from the areas of History, Literary
Criticism, Philosophy, Science, Cognitive Sci-
ence and Politics, and proposes diversity, con-
flict and imperfection. Rigorous and aggressive
debates; searching to differentiate itself from
the “old” and to create a pluralism of concepts
and ideas.

Such is the orientation of the articles and ques-
tion raised in the first issue: loosely organized
around a sense of rules and critique, we chose to
ask “What is the ontological status of the
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otn Baon napadedopévav 15ewyv, Ba appioBntei
oXupwpéves avuinyels Kai 16ées, Ba epelyel
ano olKeia Kal enitpendpeva edagn.

‘OAes autés ol @iAodoties unoypaupidouv nws
Sev pnopouv va undpxouv avanioiwTes apxes
yia TV npaypdtwon n epunveia tns Oidocogias
n v avunap€ia eves ouvonou Kavovwy yia
v napouciaon ts. To MkaBaykar evBappuvel
dnAadn tnv €peuva, tn pedétn, neipapata
e€nynans, oxodiaopou Kal avaduons. Mpoteivel
éva nedio oudhtnons, to onoio Ba nepifapBdvel
Slapopetikés TonoBetnoels, pakpld ano
(POVTACIOKES Kal H1a0mnactikes diarpioels, dnws
S1ddoketalavapeoa oe HnelpwuKA Kal Avadutiki
®iAocopia. Mpoteivel Savelko Kal NapanoINUEVo
uAIKO and tnv 10Topia, TN AOYOTEXVIKNA KPITIKN,
tn ®iAocopia, tnv Emiothpn, tn MNvwaolakn
Eniotipn Kai tv noAtiKn, GUCTAVEI ETEPOYEVEIQ,
oUyKpouon Kal atédeia. XoBapn Kal emBetkn
avunapdBeon, oto nAaigio ts diapoponoinans
and to nadid Kar tns diapdppwons evés
nAoupaniopoU 16gwV.

01 epyaoies Kal T0 €pWTNUA O€ QUTO TO MNPWTO
TEUX0S, £X0UV aUTN TNV KateuBuvon. Eival xadapd
opyavwpéva yUpw and éva aioBnua Kavovwy
Kal KPITIKNS, avadntouv Béuata dnws: Ti eival
0 VOUS; (€pwTtnUa nou téBnKe ae SIAPOPETIKES
elbIkoTNtes  AKkabnuaikwy), Bewpia PIdikAs
Epunveias (Appobditn Kougpayend), Meveanoyies
NS VEWTEPIKOTNTAS Kal oploBetnoeis tou
nBikoU peadiopoy ota €pya twv Bernard Wil-
liams kai Charles Taylor (Xténios lMNapapénos),
Charles Taylor: H nBikh tns auBevuikotntas
KOl N aVTIKEIYEVIKOTNTA NS NBIKNS (Métu
Tooukdtou), H Zxodn ts Opavkgouptns Kal
N KpItikN nou aokei otn Newtepikn Kolvwvia
(Mwpyos Kwatonounos), Anpoabdiopiotia
Kal YnépBaon: Alakupdvoels tns Mopons

mind?” (We submitted this question to distin-
guished persons of the academic community,
ranging from different areas of expertise), “You
speak; but do | understand?” (Afroditi Koufage-
la), “Genealogies of modernity and the limits
of moral realism in the works of Bernard Wil-
liams and Charles Taylor” (Stelios Giamarelos),
Charles Taylor: The Ethics of Authenticity and
the Objectivity of Ethics (Meti Tsoukatou), The
school of frankfurt and criticism in modern so-
ciety (George A. Kostopoulos), Indetermina-
cy and exorbitance // Creative derogations of
form (Psarra, Mikaela), «Curing» |dentities (An
essay concerning the normalization of gender)
(Panopoulou, Stella), Intelligent Machines in
Responsible Positions (Zotou Xristina, Pana-
giota), The asymmetry that occurs, after prac-
tice, in recognizing and naming shape and color
(Piokos, Andreas). Gavagai strives to become a
place of expression for new writers, who try to
develop their ownideas, as well as try to reflect
the contemporary situation of the world. New
content from young and ambitious researchers
is also welcome, in the framework of under-
standing and producing philosophical thought,
in order to give a new attention to the philo-
sophical dialogue. The main ambition of this
new project is to mobilize and preserve a re-
newed critical consciousness in Philosophy and
History of Science, a critique which recognizes
the relationship between society and philoso-
phy, between theory and the material world.

«It remains to be said that the author of the re-
port is a philosopher not an expert. The latter
knows what he knows and what he does not
know: the former does not. One concludes, the
other questions - two very different language
games. | combine them here with the result
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(Mikaénda Wappd), Bepanedovias Tautotntes
(ZtéAna Mavornoundou), Nonpova Mnxaviapata
oe YneUBuves Béoels (Zotou lMavaylwra
Xpiotiva ), H acuppetpia nou npoKUntel énerta
and €€A0KNON OTNV KATOVOPaaia XpWHAToS Kal
oxnuatos (Avopéas MoKos).

TokaBaykai eival AoINdv €vas Xwpos EKPPACNS
yla VEous ouyypageis, 6rnou eniditoKouv va
avantuouv Ts 16€€s Tous, evw Ty idia wpa
eMOIWKEI va anotunwaoel to tpéxov KAipa
Kal oe BieBvés eninedo. KdéBe véo uAike and
@I6doEous epeuvntés eival Bepitd, oto nAaioio
TNSKATaVONONS Kal TS Napaywyns @IA0CoQIKNS
OKEWNS, NPOKEIUEVOU va BoBel ek véou Npogoxn
atov @idoco@Iko dianoyo. Baaikn enidiwén tou
VEOU QUTOU EYXEIPAKATOS Eival VO KIVNTOMOINGE]
Kal va diatnpnaoel pia avadwnupwpévn KpItiKA
ouveibnon otn Oidocogia Kal v lotopia s
Eniothpns, pia KpIitikh nou va avayvwpidel
TV avianodotKotnta JetafU Kolvwvias Kal
@idocogias, petatl Bewpias Kal uAiKoU KOGHOoU.
«AKOpao npénel va noUue 6T O OUVTAKINS
s €KkBeons eival @indooos, Oxi €1dIKos. O
tedeutaios E€pel U E€pel Kal T Bev EEpel, 0 dnnos
6xi. O évas oupnepaivel, 0 Andos €pwrtd, Kal
autd ta 6uo eival buo yAwaoaoika naixvidia. Edw
éxouv avapeixBei €tal, wate Kavéva and ta duo
dev euodwvetal.» (Jean - Francois Lyotard, La
Condition Postmoderne).

To nepiodikd autd npoékuwe ws npwrtoBoudia
(OITNTWV Tou TPnpatos lotopias kal Pidocopias
tou EBvikoU KanobiotpiakoUu [Maveniotipiou
ABnvwv. Kal ginodotei va Eenepdoel Ta opia ts
napadedopévns @IAOCOPIKNS OKEWNS  Kal va
ouvbiangyel pe Tis unonoines oxones. Le autd
doindv 1o nAaicio cuvepyaaias, N LUVIAKTKN
Enitponn Ba nBefe va euxaplotnoel tous
KaBnyntés Kal Tous avBpwnous eKeivous nou

that neither quite succeeds.» (Jean-Francois
Lyotard, La Condition Postmoderne). This Jour-
nal is the result of an initiative from undergrad-
uate students of the Philosophy and History of
Science department, of the University of Ath-
ens. Also it has the ambition to engage in a
fruitful discussion with other departments. The
editorial team would like to thank the profes-
sors as well as the people who contributed in
the making of this project. Firstly it would like to
thank professor Theodoros Arabatzis, Chrisos-
tomos Mantzavinos, Constantinos Moutousis,
Emmanuel Patiniotis, Yannis Stefanou and
Aristides Hatzis from the History and Philoso-
phy of Science Department, from the National
University of Athens, Panagiotis Tournikioths
from the department of Architecture of the
National Technical University of Athens, Tha-
nasis Lagios and Apostolos Stamatiadis for
their contribution. In addition, it would like to
thank Odile Breéhier for her support, as well as
the bookstore Lexikopoleio, which was granted
for the meetings and the weekly readings of the
Gavagai editorial team.

Separately we would like to thank: Steli-
os Virvidakis, Vasso Kinti, Elenh Manolakaki,
Athanassios Protopapas, Stathis Psillos and
Vasia Lekka from the History and Philosophy of
Science department of the National University
of Athens, Paylos Kontos from the Philosophy
department of the university of Patras and fi-
nally, Paul M. Rabinow from the Anthropology
department of Berkley, University of California,
and everyone who contributed in the publica
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ouvéBannav otn diapdpewon, v eEEAIEN Kal
NV Npaypdtwon autoU Tou VEoU EYXEIPAUATOS.
ApxiIK& va euxapliotnoel Tous, Beddwpo
Apapnatln, Xtaupo Apakonoudo, Xtaupo
lwawvidn, Xpuodotopo MavidaBivo, Apakoun
NikoAivako, Eppavound Matnvicwn, ABavdaaoio
Mpwtonana, EAnida Tlagéota, lwdavvn
Ytepdvou Kal Apioteibn Xatdn ano to tunua
lotopias kal @iAocoias tns Eniothpns tou
EBvikoU Kal KanobiotpiakoU Maveniotnuiou
ABnvwyv, tov Mavayiwtn ToupVvIKIwIN ano
T0 TPNUa ApxiteKtdvwy tou EBvikou MetadBiou
MoAutexveiou ABnvwy, tov Bavdon Adyio Kal
Tov Anoéotodo Ztapauddn yia Ty avianokpion
Kal TN ouvelopopd tous. Akdpa Ba BéAaue va
euxaplothooupe tnv Odile Bréhier Ltapauddn
yla T otnpI€n tns Kai to As€ikonwneio, To onoio
SiatéBnke otnv opdda tou [Mepiodikou yia s
OUVAVTAOEIS ToU Kal tous KUKAous Yulntnoswy
Tou.

Texwpiotd Ba BéAape va euxapIoTNOOUE TOUS:
Ytédio BipBiddkn, Kwota aBpdynou, Bdow
Kivtn, EAévn MavwAakakn, LtdBn Wudno
Kal Bdoia Aéxkka and to tunpa lotopias Kal
®iAocopias tnhs Eniothuns tou EBvIKoU Kal
Kanodiotpiakou Maveniotnpiou ABnvwy, tov
MavAo Kévto and to tunpa didocopias tou
MNaveniotnpiou Matpwy, tov MNwpyo Enponaidn
ano 1o TuNpa Bewpias Kai lotopias ths Téxvns
s Avwrtdtns Ixonns Kadwv Texvwv Kal tov
Paul Rabinow and to tunua AvBpwnodoyias
tou Berkley, University of California, ol onoiol
ouvéBandnav pe tpdno 16iaitepo otnv ékdoaon
ToU neplodikoU péoa and Ts noAuTties 10€€s
Kal NapatNPAoEls Tous, KaBws Kal tny euButnta
Tous o6tav aneuBuvBnkape oe autous, e
HIKpOtepes N peyanutepes @idodoties Katd
otyun exeivn. TéAos, ws ZUVIAKTIKA Enitponn
Ba Bénape va euxapiothooupe ta SiakeKpIpéva
HéAn tns Akadnpaikhs Kolvétntas nou
avianokpiBnkav oto Kdadeopa pas Kal
andavinoav oto ap@ifeyduevo epwtnua: T
eival vous;, npoKelyévou va pas BonBhoouv
otnv avalhtnon pas Kai va katadeifoupe
s OIaPOpPETIKES eppnveies Kal ta OIaPOPETIKA
voNpata, Nou ouVUNApXouV UETaty SIamopeTKwv
Akadnudikwy napaddoewv.

tion of the Journal through their precious ide-
as and remarks, as well as their immediate re-
sponse to our call.

Finally, we would like to thank the distin-
guished members of the academic community
who responded to our query and answered the
controversial question “What is the ontological
status of the Mind”. They helped us in our jour-
ney of discovering various interpretations, dif-
ferent meanings within the different academic
traditions.
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Toupvikiwtns MNdavvns // Tournikiotis Yannis



