	Meeting title: Skeptical Philosophy: Between Inquiry and Suspension

	Date: 16.12.2025.	

	Time: 18.00

	Place: Zoom platform

	Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81751296250?pwd=CpCaM2VsXTq7a2iaOawpQJcBVtbUis.1


	Duration: 1 hour and 40 minutes

	Participants: Filip Grgić, Andrej Jandrić, Boran Berčić, Vito Balorda, Matija Rajter, Filip Čeč

	Agenda:
1. Filip Grgić delivered the talk “Skeptical Philosophy: Between Inquiry and Suspension”
2. Discussion, questions and comments

	Meeting summary: 
On Tuesday 15.12.2025. the MetPhil project team organized the fifteenth workshop in the series. The topic of this workshop was a talk given by Filip Grgić titled “Skeptical Philosophy: Between Inquiry and Suspension”. In the first part of the workshop Grgić delivered the talk in which he tries to answer the following questions: What exactly is skeptical philosophy? What distinguishes skeptical philosophy from other kinds of philosophy, and how can anyone say that skepticism is superior to other kinds of philosophy? And, most importantly, why should we call it philosophy at all? The second part of the talk was dedicated to a Q&A session where the audience presented their questions and comments to the author.

	Talk summary:
Grgić identifies a problem which is present in the account of skepticism that we find in the writings of Sextus Empiricus. The problem can be articulated via the following three claims: Sextus says that skepticism is philosophy; more than that, he claims that skeptical philosophy is superior to other kinds of philosophy; sometimes he even suggests that only Pyrrhonian skepticism is real philosophy. How exactly should we understand the claim that skeptical philosophy is real philosophy, or that it is superior to other kinds of philosophy? To try to answer these questions Grgić will examine two conditions that someone must satisfy in order to be a philosopher, at least according to the skeptics. These two conditions are the following: (a) one must be an inquirer and (b) one must suspend judgment about the object of inquiry. However, it is not clear how these two conditions can be satisfied at the same time. Grgić notes that if the skeptics suspend judgment about the object of inquiry then their inquiry has come to an end; and if they are inquirers then they are not yet in the state of suspension, since suspension comes after inquiry. Relatedly, if the skeptics insist on being inquirers it is not clear how exactly they differ from other philosophers. If they are suspenders, on the other hand, it is unclear what skeptics actually do and why they should be considered philosophers at all. This is because, while philosophy is a kind of activity, suspension is not considered an activity. Grgić concludes that skeptics are philosophers insofar as they engage in the same kind of activity as other philosophers: they investigate philosophical questions. However, they do so in a specific way, namely in a state of suspension concerning whether such inquiry ought to culminate in the truth.

Questions and Comments
Berčić
· Recimo da imamo skeptika u policiji koji je inspektor. Desi se ubojstvo i on istražuje ubojstvo. Na koji način skeptik može privesti takvu istragu do kraja, kako će doći do nekakvog zaključka?
· Može li skeptik odmah na početku svoga istraživanja kazati da s tim istraživanjem neće nigdje doći?
· Je li pojmovna istina o istraživanju da mora do nečega dovesti?
· Što točno znači za skeptika kada se on suzdržava od vjerovanja?
· Hoće li skeptik kazati da postoji činjenica koja može razriješiti filozofske sporove ili ne?

Rajter
· Pitanje vezano uz klasifikaciju na kraju prve stranice handouta. Možemo li navedeni isječak iz Seksta Empirika interpretirati na način da su Epikurejci stali sa svojim istraživanjem specifično po pitanju prirode svijeta, dok su nastavili sa svojim istraživanjem u nekim drugim domenama?
Čeč
· Kako interpretirati Pironovski skepticizam? Prema ovom čitanju ispada kao da nije osoba koja je padala u rupe već slijedi vanjski svijet, tj. slijedi pojave.
· Kada tvrdimo da cilj istraživanja za skeptika nije istina to ga podsjeća na Jamesov pragmatizam. Je li ta tvrdnja doista plauzibilna?
· Je li onda skepticizam filozofija ili nije? Čini se da ako ne ide dalje od pojavnosti onda ipak nije. S druge pak strane prisutna je argumentacija, nude dokaze i sl.
· Postoji li više vrsta dogmatičnosti?

Lukanić
· Budući da se čini da je skeptik neutralan u filozofskim sporovima. Znači li to da on na neki način logički ne može sudjelovati u raspravi? Neće se moći opredijeliti niti za jednu stranu.¸
· Izgleda da je skeptik veći filozof od nekoga tko slijepo slijedi dogmu. Sam je cilj filozofa da propituje stvari. Ako nikad ne sumnjam u nešto jesam li onda stvarno filozof?
· Mislite li da stvarno postoji skeptik koji živi svoju filozofiju?

	



