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An occasion such as this Congress reminds us that philosophy has, in our century,
become more “national” in character than it was in the past. [ think that this can
be accounted for, in large part, simply by the increase in the number of professors
of philosophy. In all countries, the rise in the number and size of universities since
1900 has been spectacular. When a scholar was one of only a few dozen fellow-
nationials specializing in a certain subject, his links with fellow-specialists in other
countries were bound to be as important as his links with those close at hand. But
when there are hundreds of fellow-specialists within his own national borders, and
when his speciality becomes self-consciously professionalized, this will no longer
be true. The founding of national philosophical societies tends to coincide with a
struggle for power to control those societies, a struggle among professors to make
sure that their students will also be their successors--a struggle to construct a career
ladder for those students. This, in turn, leads to attempts to construct barriers be-
tween philosophy and other academic disciplines, to make philosophy more self-
enclosed.

Since such attempts proceed nation by nation, the effect is to make philosophy
something rather different on each side of each national border. Despite rather
awkward attempts to justify such differences by speaking of the “spirit” of English,
or French, or North American, or Latin American philosophy, I suspect that none
of us is really comfortable with such national differences. We are all, | think, aware
that our discipline makes no sense umless it is thought of in cosmopolitan terms.
Philosophy was, after all, invented to be what religion and ideology are not: an inter-
change which has no limits, and no purpose, except those set by the free agreement
of participants in a dialogue. We should all be grateful if there were no links between
our choice of philosophical topics to pursue, or texts on which to comment, and the
power-structures of academic life. We all resent, or should resent, the fact that our
relatively parochial educations and careers have restricted our sense of relevance,
our familiarity with texts, and our ability to talk to colleagues in other countries.
The inevitability of some such restrictions—the inevitability of what Foucault called
“links between truth and power”-should not diminish our struggle against any parti-
cular example of such a restriction.
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