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From papers presented on the E-CAP2004 it is obvious that the main connection between 
philosophy and computing can be found in everyday real life situations where both of these 
disciplines support the synergy effect.  

On the surface, one could think that there are not many of the situations mentioned, but the 
opposite is true. This is acknowledged by the success of E-CAP conferences and the number 
of scientific inputs presented there. 

Although the E-CAP2004 inputs covered a wide spectrum and diverged by the degree to 
which they were computing or philosophy focused, a common objective could be seen in all 
of them – the main points are that philosophy as a different way of world perception and 
computing show the need for a certain systemic “bird's eye view” on technology and that the 
conference participants tried to stress that it is essential to see the human in the first place and 
to realize the difference between computer and human thinking and the fact that the computer 
is only a symbol representing human thinking. 

Sometimes, computing is primarily connected with computer support or technology 
applications. As opposed to this case, computing on the E-CAP2004 was connected with the 
pivotal role of human beings and of knowledge perception. 

Despite the differences in the philosophical background of the inputs, the effort for a systemic 
view and systemic thinking application could be seen for sure. Moreover, the following 
discussions contributed to this effort hugely. They were really worth it! 

Let us remind ourselves that almost all of the main characteristics of a systemic approach can 
be found in the manifesto of structuralism – which evolved at the beginning of 20th century to 
surpass the barriers of the traditional metaphysics and to conciliate philosophy with social and 
natural sciences. Most important for us is that although being philosophically oriented, 
structuralism finds its exercise in concrete sciences and represents the connection of theory 
and empiricism. Its central concept of structure is quite similar to the concept of system, as we 
use it in computing, and the methods of its application in various fields of exploration are very 
close to the systemic thinking of today. 

We all know that structuralism was, by far, not the only one that strived for the approach of 
philosophy to the experience. Similar aspirations appeared during the 20th century when a 
whole new part of philosophy came in to existence. It dealt with the methodology of sciences 
that are similar to the methodology applied in computing. Though many famous names like 
Popper, Kuhn and others acted in this field, what seems to survive is the fact that there is still 
a lack for reaction to the current trends in knowledge. I believe that there is a need for 
incorporating a systemic approach application into a new methodological concept that would 
suit the present needs. 

So what should the new methodology be like in order to comply? It would have to analyze its 
topic holistically, transdiciplinarily and in global, long-term prospect, without losing the focus 
to concrete issues. Its systemic approach should be applied jointly on the whole spectrum of 



selected issues - like the discussed computing – and, if needed, to be customized for its 
specific purposes. It is extremely important to take the dependencies of individual problems 
and the dynamics of the whole system into consideration.  

The demands are strict and very hard to reach. So long as we succeed in creating such 
methodology, the best imaginable example of philosophy and computing relation would arise. 

Some of the presenters talked about the fact that the proper change in thinking corresponds to 
the shift of paradigm. However, its real change would mean a change in worldview, which is 
definitely a big problem already. 

I am confident, that it is the systemic thinking, whose new quality emerge in the synergy with 
modern system theory and 2nd level cybernetics, that offers us a peremptory shift of paradigm. 

More concrete description of these systemically-philosophical flowlines would require much 
more space; than it can be offered here, therefore we will leave it roughly drafted and 
continue to the next issues that were discussed on E-CAP2004. 

The concept of paradigm was frequently discussed on E-CAP2004. Yes, we live in the time of 
paradigm shift, which influences all disciplines. It is pretty evident on the approaches to 
computing. The so-called hard sciences rebuild their approach to knowledge. Formerly 
appreciated objective reality, dependent on the observer, appears a fiction nowadays. The key 
issue is the question of truth and values. Computing  and other socio-science disciplines also 
react to this situation, however, perhaps we are still limited by the Newton-Cartesian model of 
thinking, that is paradoxically enforced by social disciplines that were not able to cross the 
shadow of a model, that natural sciences already switched  

The world is getting more complex and we need certain conceptual and empathetic 
refinements to depict the situation. That is what is sometimes a problem in computing and its 
hard methods of quantitative research. I am confident that more sensitive approaches can help 
us in computing because the technology itself can’t reach the objective without human 
empathy.  

And here we have the newly discovered need for philosophy, the wisdom that helps us in 
living in harmony with each other, with nature and all the being. 

On E-CAP2004, I heard several attributes in conjunction with the present situation – the time 
of globalization, the time of crisis, the time of swift changes, etc. 

One is for sure – the world is “shrinking” and globalizing. 

Let’s leave aside the question weather globalization is a benefit or not, or whether we 
acknowledge F.A Hayek speaking in support of liberalism from the positions of evolutionary 
neo-Kantianism or whether we see a predominance of katallactical rules in the current world. 

Whichever our sentiment is, international meetings like E-CAP2004 are definitely a positive 
outcome of globalization.  

To conclude, I would like to say that the conference was very well prepared. What I 
particularly liked was the chain of sessions in various sections with common presentations, 
which was a valuable contribution to the professional multi-field discussion. And because in 
the conference presenters from many counties participated so E-CAP2004 is a beautiful  
subsidy for  worldwide discussion. 

Interconnected word requests ability for dialogue and co-operation of peoples across nations 
and careers because just dialogue and consultation could use synergic effect in such beautiful 
disciplines, like philosophy and computing.  

I am very glad, that I could  be witness to this. 
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