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and theology to co-exist in one structure, (2) the integrating and world-view 
function, i.e., the function of ordering and integrating knowledge in the epis-
temological sense; the integrating function being particularly important in the 
wake of an increased specialization in education.9

The present paper will be divided into the following parts: (1) considera-
tions focused on the philosophical issues related to the human being and culture, 
(2) remarks on philosophy as the fundamental academic discipline and on the 
role philosophy in university education, and (3) refl ections on the institution 
of the university, in particular the contemporary Catholic university.

ANTHROPOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL CONSIDERATIONS

In the refl ection on the university from the perspective of the philosophy of 
culture, it is necessary to refer to the philosophy of the human being conceived 
as an autonomous subject of cultural activity, capable of knowing the truth and 
grounding his or her personal life (lived in love and freedom) in the primary 
value of truth. In the context of the relationship between the human being 
and the university, the person is seen as a being that pursues the truth through 
cultural activity and in cooperation with others.

Therefore, the philosophy of culture approach to the issue of the university 
should be based on metaphysics and on philosophical anthropology: these 
disciplines enable an explanation of the multi-faceted fact of being (existence) 
of man and render an existential concept of person possible. The latter rests 
on the ultimate, objective (metaphysical) interpretation of the human being as 
a specifi c being endowed with a distinctive, personal form of existence. The 
human person, upon this view, is autonomous and fulfi lls himself or herself 
through acts of decision in the context of the existential-axiological reality.

In the present discussion of the problem of the university, the above-de-
scribed concept of philosophical anthropology has been adopted (1) in the 
analyses of the personal openness of the human being (with all his or her po-

9  The views discussed above were proposed by a prominent representative of the Lublin School 
of Philosophy Mieczysław A. Krąpiec. They show numerous affi nities to the concepts developed 
by John Henry Newman, José Ortega y Gasset, and Karol Wojtyła. See special issues of academic 
journals dedicated to the theme of the university: Znak 30, no. 6 (288) (1978); Zeszyty Naukowe 
KUL 11, no. 3−4 (1968); Zeszyty Naukowe KUL 21, no. 2 (1978). See also Alasdair M a c I n t y r e, 
“Catholic Universities: Dangers, Hopes, Choices,” in Higher Learning & Catholic Traditions, 
ed. Robert E. Sullivan (Notre Dame, IN: Notre Dame University Press, 2001), 1−22.

10  See Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Człowiek—dramat natury i osoby,” in Mieczysław A. Krą-
piec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 15−41; Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Człowiek i wartości,” in 
Mieczysław A. Krąpiec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 43−57; Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Karola 
Wojtyły Osoba i czyn,” in Mieczysław A. Krąpiec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 81–101.
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tentialities) to reality as such, to the world of persons, and to one’s own being 
in the pursuit of truth conceived as the key personal value,11 (2) in the concept 
of a work of culture as a sign of the intrapersonal creativity of the human spirit 
and in the theory of the intellectual foundations of personal activities,12 and (3) 
in indicating that the co-being of persons constitutes a space where human be-
ings can fulfi ll themselves in an axiological dimension and where their dignity 
and completeness as persons who transcend any political or social structures 
can be affi rmed.13

It should be emphasized that initially universities focused their research on 
the human being conceived as a sovereign entity and on the factors enhanc-
ing the rationality of human actions.14 The sovereignty of the human being 
is manifested in his or her pursuit of personal objectives, i.e., (a) fi nding the 
truth through natural and supernatural cognition, (b) accomplishing the good 
through free acts of will, (c) creating beauty in the processes of poietic cogni-
tion, (d) establishing contact with God, thus developing the relationship of 
sanctity.

Human beings, who exist as persons in the real world, are ends in them-
selves as they have been created by God in his image and likeness; as such, 
human beings fulfi ll their lives exclusively through God. It is therefore neces-
sary to understand the ontic structure of man, the rationality of his actions, his 
freedom and its limits. To develop this type of knowledge, well-organized, 
specialized studies are indispensable.

In the context of philosophical anthropology and the philosophy of culture, 
the personalist meaning of the university becomes evident. Consequently, the 
university should be a understood as a distinguished path taken by those who 
are motivated to get to know the truth about the reality; in this sense, the 
university can be understood as a unique mode of a methodic pursuit of truth, 
adequate to the ontological structure of the human being, on the one hand, and 
to the human being’s vocation to perfection, on the other.15

11  See Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Człowiek i wartości,” 43−57.
12  See ibidem; Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Człowiek twórcą kultury,” in Mieczysław A. Krą-

piec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 103−15; Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Kultura i wartość,” in 
Mieczysław A. Krąpiec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 117−23.

13  Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Osoba i społeczność,” in Mieczysław A. Krąpiec, Człowiek, 
kultura, uniwersytet, 161−71; Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, Człowiek i społeczeństwo, in Mieczy-
sław A. Krąpiec, Człowiek, kultura, uniwersytet, 125−71.

14  See Mieczysław A. K r ą p i e c, “Uniwersytet,” 607.
15  See W a w r z y n i a k, “Posłowie: O fi lozofi ę uniwersytetu,” 486.
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