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NYETEC MOMTIXOVS Ol OMOloL Elval TAVTOYXEOVIS ®ai Ol TVEVPATIXROL TOV
NyETeg.

Atv Utaeyel Evapy£oTeQo Tapadetypa avTig TS alTOYONUA TVEVUA-
TUXTG TOAMTIRNG OTAOEWS, GO £va ¢Eaioo xal EUTVEVOUEVO KEILEVO — TOV
EmuxndeLo mov éEepovnoe 6 Kavehhomovhog mpod g copot tov Mewpyiov
[Martavdotov, otic 3 Noeguboiov tov 1968. Oewpovue OtL pia avtoheEet
napaBeom pépovg éxeivov tov EEOY 0V deilypatog molitixov fiBovg, arha xal
ONTOPIXNGS, OouvoWilel xata TOV EVapyEéoTepo TPOmMO Ooa Belnoape va
AVAAVOOUNE OF TOUTO TO OMUELMUC.

«... Tempyie Manmavdpéov ... B fro 6apv eig NOag ovveneiag, Eav al
VEOTEQL YeVEQL Eoynuatilov Tv éviimwory OTL T Y AouaTa PETAED NUmV
TOV TaAOTEQWVY Elval aye@piomTa ®ai OTL Ta YEQUEMVEL HOVOV O TAQOC.
"Eav noav ayegiowta, dev Oa eiyxev dnd mov va nepdoel 1 ‘Eldag. ‘H
‘Elhag dev evplonetar OLORINON —OUTE Elvan duvatdv var ooy Bei— eig
rappiay and tag 0o auumdelg xat ovvex®ms dhhoovpévag avtBérovg
Oy Bag Tov pevpatog g totopiag. “Totaral xai ompeiletal £l TS Ye@UEAC.
Mweilo, and tov xapdv g tahaids ovveoyaoiag pag, 0Tt TEOg TV
yéguoav avmv foav éotpappéva ta 6Aéppara ocov. Kai elpar 6é6aiog 6
nEog avtv xatubivovro ol dgBalpoi cov Otav EQOLITES TV TEAEUTALAY
patLd €ig TOV patalov Tovtov xOopo. Movov idéal 6mwe elvan 1) "EALac nai
M EAevBepia elvar duvatdov vi ovvdfouv xanwg T partadmmra pE 1o
Aloviov. lempye [Mamavdpéov of ATOYALEETM».

1600 6 Kavehhdmovhoc.
Kavehhomovhog 6 "Alxigowv. Kavelhomovhog 0 Babubovhrog.
‘O AEwompemig xai Fevvaioc.

[Mavayiwte TZAMAAIKOE

THE 21 INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF THE ASSOCIATION
OF SOCIETIES OF FRENCH SPEAKING PHILOSOPHY: L'Avenir.
Actes du XXI° Congres de I'Association des Sociétés de Philosophie de
Langue Francaise, publiés par E. Moutsopoulos (1986), Pans, Vrnin, 1987
(Publication de la Fondation de Recherches et d'Editions de Philosophie
NH, Série «Recherches» n” 3), 437 pp.

The 21™ International Congress of the A.S.P.L.F., which took place in
Athens from July 21 to 23", 1986, enjoyed the participation of a large
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number ot philosophers from Greece and abroad. All the participants shared
interesting and original contributions concerning future. Every aspect of the
issue was discussed and particular emphasis was given to its significance for
mankind and its relationship with human consciousness. This new perspecti-
ve of the problem was introduced by Prof. E. Moutsopoulos, President of the
Congress. According to him future is usually envisaged as a dimension of
time directed towards what-is-not-yet. The opposite concept of future as
directed towards present in the sense of concrete realisation does not cease to
belong still in the classical perspective of time which presupposes an
objective «becoming» as well as an observer who, indifferent to this
«becoming», merely focuses his attention on the description and explanation
of the (observed) facts. What is mainly missing from this classical concept of
time is the presence of human consciousness. It is necessary therefore that
consciousness should conquer its rights in order to be able to interfere with
the process of the universe in its ultimate aim to dominate this universe.
Obviously consciousness, being now a dynamic rather than a static entity,
must get rid of its observative role. It is in these terms that consciousness
absorbs and reduces the present into its intentionality. This half-identifica-
tion of consciousness with the reality of universal «becoming» allows it to
assume the various meanings of present —which now disappears— and seek
for the other two dimensions of time, i.e. past and future. The past, where
consciousness intervenes, is the referential present according to Husserl. The
future is a provisional present where consciousness also intervenes in order to
assimilate it. Consequently, the three-dimensional time now appears
two-dimensional, the dimension of not-yet and that of never-more being
conceived of and conceivable by the very intentional dynamics of conscious-
ness. The category of «kairos» is established by the encounter of the two
above mentioned categories (time-dimensions). It is within this context and
from viewpoint of kairicity (anteriorization and actualization) that future
now reveals itself as a provisionally experienced reality anticipated by
conscience. This anticipated future assumes a particular significance since it
constitutes a reality reconstructed through consciousness. Consciousness,
therefore, allows future to interfere with, interpret and affect reality and, last
but not least, impose possible values.

Among the four main conferences that followed during plenary sessions
only that of Prof. G. Vlachos was of political interest, whereas the other
three thematically belonged to the same problem-area as the first founda-
mental paper. Since Antiquity, Ontology and Teleology have been the two
stones of Philosophy and even if, according to Prof. O. Gigon, their traits
should change in the future, they will still remain one Ontology and one
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Teleology all the same. Prof. A. Mercier (Future: what is «to come»)
rejected any attempt to conceptualize time from ancient times to our
contemporary Newtonian - Einsteinian era and suggested a semantic analysis
of future —what is «to come»— instead. Such a semantic analysis reveals that
future is the authentic source of Time. Consequently the creation of the
world should not be limited within the remote past; it should occur in the
present that would immediately turn into a never-approached past. The
conclusion is that it is only in the above defined context of time-future,
though not space, that it is possible to search for Deus absconditus. Prof. G.
Vlachos («The scientific Prophetism of K. Marx») maintained that some
ideals of Marxism such as for instance the free and creative personality that
has not been alienated by the industrial environment were based upon logical
postulates and transformed into prophetic messages with reference to future.
Marx was neither a mere utopist nor just a social reformer; his efforts were
focused on establishing a science based on determinism. Yet, this very
concept of science thus conceived of, proved incompatible with the
anticipated prophecy introduced. More than one hundred important and
significant papers by notorious French-speaking philosophers enriched these
fundamental views through highly original theses. One has to underline the
excellent organization of the Congress and the fact that such a Congress took
place for the first time, successfully, in a non French-speaking country,
thanks to the personal capacities of its organiser.

Anna ARAVANTINOU
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