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Abstract  
 
The question of relevance of published sole-author introductions to philosophy vs. online texts on 
all relevant topics belonging to such introductions to will be analyzed in the first section. A 
comparison between published introductions with online sources will be given in the second 
section. In the third the overall analysis of presentations will be given in terms of comparing 
published and online introductions. The finding of the first, second and third sections is that online 
texts are much better source for introducing philosophy then published books. In the fourth section 
the results from the third will be checked by the use of a case study. In the case of a particular 
globally famous, successful, and acknowledged publisher the existing conclusion will be tested. 
The case study shows that the conclusions are correct and that they can be applied in all 
humanities and with some reserves and differences to social and natural sciences as well. Many-
authored online sources that cover all relevant issues belonging to an introduction to philosophy 
(ceteris paribus to other humanities, social, and natural sciences) are essentially better than 
majority of one-authored published (as printed and/or e-books) introductions to philosophy. 
 
Key words: textbooks of introductions to philosophy, sole-author published introductions to 
philosophy, online many-authors introductions to philosophy, critical thinking, philosophical 
diversity. 

Introduction 
 
In the following text the concept of introduction to philosophy will be discussed. It will not be discussed in 
principle, since it seems obvious that such course should exist, e.g. as a course at the beginning of the study of 
philosophy and as a particular series of written texts that cover more or less all relevant topics and issues of 
philosophy, i.e. concepts, problems, solutions, objections and replies, disciplines, etc. However, we will question 
the existence of a particular form of such materials which are basically textbooks of Introduction to Philosophy 
in most cases written by a sole author and published by a university or a college publisher.  
We will question this in the light of a new possibility given to philosophy by information technology, and 
Internet, namely the opportunity to publish online, to have a series of different authors of each relevant topic, to 
have the possibility to review a text on daily basis, to have different texts that cover the same relevant topic from 
sometimes quite different philosophical standpoints, and to have essentially free online material available to the 
widest audience possible.  
In the following text we will show that many-authored online sources that cover all relevant issues belonging to 
an introduction to philosophy (ceteris paribus to all other humanities, social, and natural sciences) are essentially 
better than majority of sole-authored published (as printed and/or e-books) introductions to philosophy. 
Essentially here means that they contribute to the essence of the activity of philosophizing, presenting 
philosophy and critical approach and overview of it, while non-essential would mean reasons which are non-
philosophical (say economic, ideological etc.), and in this case online sources are again better if one wants to 
reduce such non-philosophical influences to reasonable minimum.  
 
1. The basic analysis 
 
The purpose of an introduction is to introduce. It comes from Latin intrōductus, past participle of intrōdūcere, 
meaning to bring in. Literally it means to lead (Latin dūcere from dūcō, to lead) in (Latin intro). Therefore, at 
least etymologically speaking, an introduction leads someone into something.  
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There exists the old paradox of an introduction to philosophy that can be applied to introductions to other 
humanities and even to sciences. It says – introduction to philosophy is impossible (or unnecessary depending on 
various versions of the paradox) because if one isn’t already philosophizing, there is no introduction that can 
introduce him/her into philosophy, and if one is already philosophizing, even the best possible introduction to 
philosophy is useless. Because of this paradox, which here isn’t the issue, there were two practices suggested; 
one saying that introduction to philosophy should be taught at the beginning of the study and the other saying 
that it should be taught at its end.  
Etymology isn’t philosophy or a conceptual analysis. One must clarify the concept on its own right. An 
introduction implies many not so obvious things some of which are the following: someone interested in 
something cannot enter on its own (because one could get lost); therefore it must be led into, someone cannot 
lead him/herself into something, rather it needs a kind of guidance which is an introduction, an introduction 
introduces someone into an overview, a summary, a map of a particular whole field of something, and when one 
uses an introduction, one is properly introduced into something, knows his/her way around the field and can 
enter into its parts, elements or sub fields without getting lost. 
From the previous analysis it isn’t obvious that to lead someone into something means in a way channeling 
his/her way into it in a quite particular way which is presented as the right way or as the only way. However, 
there are many, sometimes dozens of introductions to the same sciences, humanities, technologies etc. that 
introduce in different ways. The differences are lesser in sciences and technologies on one hand and greater in 
humanities and arts on the other. Introductions to sciences, humanities and technologies are first of all basic 
courses taught at majority of studies and besides that they are accompanied with textbooks of the same or similar 
title (which in the best cases have more than 10 editions). 
Concerning any introduction whatsoever different questions can be asked and answered, namely: introduction 
into what, who is introduced, who introduces, in which ways and by which means one introduces someone, what 
are the purposes and results of an introduction etc. In what follows, only the question of means of introduction 
will be presented and analyzed only in the case of humanities, i.e. of introductions to philosophy. However, the 
means of an introduction to philosophy can be viewed in different ways one of which is an observation of say 
syllabi of courses and activities of lecturers introducing students; another is to observe how students achieve the 
goals and outcomes of the course; and it can be done by means of analysis of the very textbooks. Since the first 
and the second options are quite hard to research due to too many variables (nevertheless, it could be done in the 
further research), the third option seems the most plausible for the present purposes. 
Additional limitation of the present research is that introductions to philosophy published as printed and/or e-
books and actually used in-class will be compared to available and reliable online sources in order to formulate 
the major question:  

(1) What is the purpose of a (printed and/or e-book) textbook of an introduction to philosophy if 
all the quite similar texts are available online? 

In sciences and technologies things change sometimes so fast that introductions must be changed on a yearly 
basis. In humanities and arts there is a problem of many different, sometimes incommensurable, standpoints that 
simply cannot be put into the same introduction without relevant harm produced to conceptual clarity, basic 
claims, standpoints, analyses, arguments etc. Therefore, an introduction becomes an encyclopedia and nobody 
wants that to happen. The basic question (1.) implies that there is a huge similarity in understanding the nature of 
philosophy, its major topics and their contents and methodology and didactic of teaching present in many 
published introduction on one hand and in various reliable sources published online. However, this point needs 
to be researched. Therefore, the first issue will be a comparison of published introductions to philosophy and 
online sources on the same topic and content.  

(1.1.) Is there relevant similarity or irrelevant dissimilarity between published introductions to 
philosophy and materials of the same topics and contents (quantity and quality) available online? 

We hypothesize that the answer to the sub-question (1.1) will be affirmative, and we tend to prove it at least in 
the case of a very limited sample of contemporary introductions to philosophy published in English in the period 
2000–2019 compared to the reliable online sources of the same topics and contents in the same period published 
on Internet and available for free use. 
If the answer to (1.1.) is affirmative, the starting question (1.) leads to different directions that aren’t included 
into basic understanding of an introduction. Given that every author has his/her own approach, method, didactic, 
small varieties in content etc. still huge differences appear under the same title “An Introduction to Philosophy”. 
These differences in many cases refer to major differences in philosophies of a particular philosopher, of specific 
philosophical formal or informal groups, schools, periods and similar. Therefore, a vast majority of introductions 
to philosophy aren’t introductions to philosophy at all, rather introductions to philosophy of a particular author, 
group or a philosophical school, and the title is completely misleading. This leads to further sub-question which 
will be opened and analyzed but left for the further research to be proven. 

(1.2.) Are the differences between published introductions to philosophy basically differences 
resting on affiliating the author(s) to the particular philosophy of the specific philosophical 



 

3 
 

school, standpoint and means of presentation without substantial mentioning of different schools 
and standpoints (promoting his/her standpoint implicitly and non-critically as the only and the 
right one) and therefore much more unreliable compared to comparable online sources of the 
similar topic and contents that cover different schools and standpoints (that could be given to 
students in order for them to compare and analyze similarities and differences between different 
approaches)? 

The sub-question (1.2.) implies something strange, namely that an objective, or universal, or even balanced 
introduction to philosophy (meaning balanced between sometimes quite different approaches at least to topics 
that are common to different schools, e.g. existence,  knowledge, science, morality, ethics, religion, universe 
etc.) is possible, but this needs to be proven. In the 21 century it is hard to imagine that one or even 2-3 authors 
can write such introduction to philosophy based solely on balanced approach to major philosophical schools of 
the 20 century.  
Given that even nowadays there is only minority of philosophers who are experts in 2-3 different philosophical 
schools, there seems to be quite low probability not only that there could be lecturers of such introduction, but 
previous to that, that there could exist the authors of such introductions. Here, we suggest some benefits of 
online sources, i.e. that reliable text, introductory explications, and summaries available online to different 
approaches (for example to topics of existence, knowledge or ethics) could be used as some kind of introduction 
to philosophy. The only task of a lecturer would be to choose the most reliable original texts, analyses and 
summaries, to make some order between them and to lecture in accordance with them.  

(1.3.) Our last suggestion in the following research is that if the described procedure is at least in 
part possible, then a quite delicate mixture or blend of published introduction to philosophy with 
a series of online sources isn’t only an issue of combining classical and modern teaching tools 
and methodologies, pedagogies and didactics, but that it also influences the content, the 
understanding and the outcomes and goals of the course. 

The suggestion (1.3) perhaps contributes not only to wider understanding of many differences in contemporary 
philosophy, but also to much more critical approach to understanding that one accepts and studies in more detail. 
(1.3.) in our opinion applies to other humanities, but also to social sciences (sociology, economics etc.) and to 
natural sciences (physics, chemistry and biology) but for different reasons since in the period of only one 
academic year a series of discoveries can be made that could influence actually used introduction that doesn’t 
mention them.  
 
2. A comparison between published introductions to philosophy with online 
sources 
 
The primary research is composed of two parts. In the first we will analyze topics of introductions to philosophy 
published as printed and/or e-books by the most prominent philosophical publishers of today. In the second we 
will analyze reliable free online sources in search for texts of the same or similar topics. The comparison will be 
analyzed in the separate last subsections. Some types of topics are excluded from this research, namely topics on 
historical periods (such as Medieval or Modern philosophy), philosophical schools (such as rationalism or 
empiricism), and particular philosophers no matter how important they may be or high on some top list of the 
greatest philosophers in history (such as Heraclitus or Wittgenstein). These topics basically belong to the 
introductions to history of philosophy or so-called historical introductions to philosophy, but not to introduction 
to philosophy as a problem-based discipline. 
Last issue is the one of quantity and the contents of each topic in most cases covered in a chapter (sometimes 
there are topics that in different introductions belong to different chapters). This seemed unnecessary for the 
present purpose. However, examining the order of the most frequent topics would be also quite illustrative given 
that there is no common way of ordering such topics. Counting number of pages or words per topic or the 
similarity in the level of subtopic seems to be irrelevant as far as researched sources in both parts of the research 
belong to the same philosophical tradition, writing style, and approach to philosophical issues (e.g. under the 
topic God or Philosophy of religion it is assumed that some properties of God will be discussed, basic arguments 
for the existence of God, and some objections as well as arguments against the existence of God, and similar for 
all most frequent topics in introductions).  
 
2.1. Published introductions to philosophy 
 
The first part of the primary research would be the short analysis of 13 introductions to philosophy published in 
the last 20 years (2001–2018, some have new editions published and some forthcoming). They are all published 
by very good and excellent philosophers. They are published in English by the best international publishers of 
philosophical literature.  
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• The following symbols and abbreviations are used in the table with results. Symbols: + = the book has a 
chapter or a section on the mentioned topic, – = the book doesn't have a chapter or a section on the 
mentioned topic, +/– = the book partially mentions the topic. Abbreviations of topics (in columns): MET = 
metaphysics or ontology, EPI = epistemology or knowledge, ETH = morality, ethics, MIND = philosophy of 
mind, personal identity, self, psychology, FREE = free will and determinism, ANA = philosophy of 
language, analytic philosophy, SCI = philosophy of science, cosmology, GOD = philosophy of religion, 
God, meaning of life, SOC = social and political philosophy, ART = aesthetics, philosophy of art, LOG = 
logic, rhetoric, critical thinking. Abbreviations of authors (in lines, see references): B1 = Barcalow [1], P1 = 
Palmer [2], A1 = Appiah [3], P1 = Pinchin [4], S1 = Sinclair [5], C1 = Christian [6], S2 = Solomon and 
Higgins [7], R1 = Rescher [8], C2 = Cohen [9], H1 = Hales [10], B2 = Baronett [11], H2 = Hansson and 
Hendricks [12], R2 = Rosen et. al. [13]. 

 
 Topics 
Authors MET  KNOW ETH MIND FREE ANA SCI GOD SOC ART LOG 

B1 2001 - + + + + - - + + - - 
P1 2002 + + + - + - - + + + + 
A1 2003 + + + + +/- + + +/- + - - 
P1 2005 - + + + +/- - + + + - - 
S1 2008 + + + + + + + + + + + 
C1 2008 - + + + + + + + + - - 
S2 2010 + + + + + - - + + + + 
R1 2010 - + + + + - + + - - - 
C2 2010 - + + + +/- + + +/- + + + 
H1 2013 - + + + + - - + - - - 
B2 2017 + + + + + - - + + + - 
H2 2018 + + + - - + + - + - - 
R2 2018 + + + + + - - + + - - 

Table 1. The most dominant topics in Introductions to Philosophy in period 2000-2018 
 
The chosen introductions are limited to the last 20 years, because this period roughly correlates with appearance 
of similar texts online on the Internet. Some of the greatest and the most famous introductions are therefore 
excluded, such as B. A. W. Russell’s Problems of Philosophy (1912) [14] or Outline of Philosophy (1927) [15], 
P. F. Strawson’s Analysis and Metaphysics (1992) [16], or T. Nagel’s What does it all mean? (1987) [17] and 
similar written by the most famous philosophers of the 20th century, and some as quite popular introductions 
over decades such as J. Hospers’s An Introduction to Philosophical Analysis (1953) [18], Cornman, Lehrer and 
Papas’ Philosophical Problems and arguments: An Introduction (1982) [19], or J. Westphal’s Philosophical 
Propositions: An Introduction to Philosophy (1998) [20]. These introductions are quite original in their contents 
and sometimes in their method as well.  
They are all written and published in English. Given some differences between major currents of philosophy in 
English compared to philosophies in German and in French, in terms of a future research it would be at least 
illustrative to make the same table for introduction to philosophy in German and in French. The Table 1 shows 
the most frequent topics in introductions. Lighter shade of gray suggests higher frequency and the darker the 
lower. Obviously the topics of knowledge and ethics are the most frequent ones, while with few exceptions the 
topics of philosophy of mind, free will and determinism, religion and social and political philosophy follow. 
Topics of metaphysics, philosophy of science and art have at least 5 exceptions; therefore, they appear only in 
half of analyzed introductions. 
 
2.2. Online topics belonging to introductions to philosophy 
 
In this subsection we will research only three online sources that prove themselves reliable over the years, 
namely Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, and Wikipedia (English 
edition). Wikipedia is often criticized as an utterly unreliable source. However, some researches proved that it is 
more accurate than some major printed encyclopedias and more up to date then some major handbooks in 
various practices that are much more important than philosophy (such as medicine, engineering, biology, 
environmental studies, psychology etc.). Given that there is no proof that in field of philosophy Wikipedia is a 
reliable source for each topic the links in footnotes were checked. The result was that it is reliable as far as this 
criterion is relevant.  
• The following symbols and abbreviations are used in the table with results. The symbols for the existence of 

the topic are the same as in the Table 1. The abbreviations of the online sources are the following: IEP = 
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Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy [21], SEP = Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy [22], WIKI = 
Wikipedia (English edition) [23]. 

 
 Topics 
Sources MET  KNOW ETH MIND FREE ANA SCI GOD SOC ART LOG 

IEP + + + + + + + + + + + 
SEP + + +/– + + +/– + + + + + 

WIKI + + + + + + + + + + + 
Table 2. Online topics belonging to introductions to philosophy 

 
Given that there are differences between sources, some things should be taken into account. The first is the levels 
that are covered by entries. While IEP and WIKI have all levels, namely general introductions as well as 
particular subtopics, SEP has only a series on subtopics that should be taken together in order to present a topic 
fully. Secondly, IEP and SEP have authored entries, while WIKI doesn’t have authors. However, in terms of 
topics, subtopics, terminology, problems, solutions, objections etc. they are both quite similar in quantity and 
quality. The last issue here is that IEP and WIKI topics (entries) seem to be more comparable to topics (chapters) 
of introductions listed in the Table 1, while SEP topics (entries) as taken together (say in the case of the topic 
“Knowledge”) seem to be more comparable to topics of an introduction to a particular philosophical discipline 
(say Epistemology). 
The most important moment concerning the Table 2 is that all the topics and accompanied entries are constantly 
updated. At their beginnings SEP (1995) and IEP (also 1995) they had more general entries and many topics 
weren’t covered at all. However, in time they covered many topics and some were separated in individual 
entries. They also cover new issues and topics, especially WIKI (from 2001). Hereafter, we will turn to some 
similarities and differences between results of tables 1 and 2. We will mention only the most important 
similarities and dissimilarities, while the comparison between these will be given in the 3rd section with the table 
(see Table 3) and its interpretation.  
 
2.3. Similarities and dissimilarities between published introductions and available online sources 
 
Some obvious things should be mentioned. Topics of the Table 1 and 2 are similar in quantity, quality, contents, 
and cited sources. In more detail, they deal with almost the same set of issues in the quite similar manner. 
Authors of texts in Table 2 are in most cases experts on topics on which they write. However, since we 
considered many topics written by different authors, imagined introduction to philosophy composed of texts 
from IEP, SEP or WIKI would have to be co-authored by many authors or edited by one of them. More to that, 
such introduction to philosophy, given the level of expertise of these authors for the topics they covered, would 
be higher than in the case of the authors from the Table 1. Concerning our basic question (1.) it seems that there 
is relevant similarity between topics covered by introduction in the Table 1 and in the Table 2. Dissimilarity goes 
on the side of the authors of the texts in the Table 2 and it makes texts better (we think that it is beyond 
discussion that these texts are still introductory in their nature; after all they are entries in encyclopedias).  
Given the level of expertise, the texts in the Table 2 seem to be more reliable then the texts in the Table 1. So, in 
the light of our sub-question (2.) it seems that online sources are better than the printed ones in terms of quality 
or at least they seem more reliable. The question is – Why are Introductions to Philosophy as edited books in 
which many experts are authors for their chapters much more rare compared to single-author Introductions? In 
single-author introductions we can rarely see the author’s overall approach to philosophy, originality and 
something new, rather in most cases only repeating the standard issues, questions, analyses, arguments, and 
objections. What one would get if one combines a series of entries from SEP, IEP or WIKI corresponding to 
chapters of introductions as showed in the Table 1 would be quite similar books. The similarity would range 
from the quantity and quality of texts to all other features of introductory chapters. The only difference would be 
that the “introduction” according to the Table 2 would be edited book (even fictively by a lecturer who chooses a 
series of entries, their order and level of coverage in class), while the “introduction” according to the Table 1 is 
in most cases a printed or e-book (or both) book written by a sole author.  
 
3. Analysis of the results and an attempt of the interpretation 
 
The basic question here is what are the features, advantages and disadvantages of introductions to philosophy as 
published books and as a series of introductory texts published online that cover all the chapters of the printed or 
e-book introductions? Let us call the first Introductions published as introductions (Table 1) and the second 
Introductions published as separate introductions to all the chapters (Table 2) (as show in the Table 3). 
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Type of intro  
 
Features  

Introductions published as 
introductions to all topics as printed 

and or e-book (Table 1) 

Introductions as separate 
introductions to topics only 

online (Table 2) 
One author + – 

Many unrelated authors – + 
Coverage of relevant topics + + 

Objective approach +/– + 
Personal standpoint +/– +/– 

Coverage of all concepts, 
arguments etc. within topics + + 

Availability of different 
approaches to same topics – + 

Comparisons of different 
approaches – – 

Constant update of topics +/– (depending on editions) + (regularly updated) 
Cost to a reader + – 

Table 3. A comparison of results of tables 1 and 2 
 
In terms of quantity the Table 1 has only 4 pure advantages, while the Table 2 has 6. Both have 3 minuses, and 1 
has 3 +/–, while 2 has only 1 +/–. In terms of quality, features of introductions complied by a lecturer in Table 2 
and perhaps in partially by a reader as well give the opportunity for a more overall or synoptic view of the topic 
or issue, while introductions written by a sole author rarely supply such view (in fact rarely mentioning other 
approaches).  
Originality of introductions in the Table 1 is in fact quite rare and a future working hypothesis could be that such 
introduction share at least 80% of content, vocabulary, problems, method, didactic tools etc. Here we have an 
additional problem. Namely, all introductions should share some kind of common knowledge of philosophy’s 
basic topics, concepts, problems, solutions, objections and replies, but it is highly questionable is there such 
thing? Take an example of A. J. Ayer’s Language, Truth and Logic (2006 [1936]) [24]. Is this an introduction to 
his (positivist) philosophy or to philosophy? Ayer’s book is obvious introduction to philosophy of logical 
positivism. 
In short, if originality and/or personal standpoint of a sole author isn’t needed or in fact is more harmful then 
beneficiary to a reader, is there any reason not to give overall priority of introductions to relevant topics (issues, 
problems, concepts, or disciplines) written by a series of different unrelated authors available online compared to 
actually published introductions to whole philosophy (as a whole with chapters referring to relevant topics) 
written by a sole author? This issue seems to come down to the question of sole authorship vs. editing a series of 
texts by many sometimes quite different authors. In addition, the second possibility if it is published online, free 
to use, and constantly updated, it suggests that the second option is better in many respects. 
 
4. An example explication of price for the final user and content provided 
regarding philosophy textbooks 
 
Table 4 presents a sample of educational materials (textbooks) and the content that they provide to the reader (as 
presented in Tables 1 and 2) together with their retail price for the paperback editions on Amazon.com (31st July, 
2019). The sample was chosen to represent well know international publishing houses. 
 

Educational materials Publisher 
Content provided compared 

with free-for-the-user on-line 
sources 

Price for the 
user 

(paperback) 
Appiah, Anthony K. (2003). Thinking 

It Through: An Introduction to 
Contemporary Philosophy (A1) 

Oxford University 
Press 

Free-for-the-user have at least 
two more disciplines (See Table 

1 & 2, topics ART and LOG) 
$ 43.46 

Cohen, Martin (2010). Philosophy 
For Dummies (C2) 

Wiley, John Wiley 
& Sons, Ltd 

Free-for-the-user have at least 
one more discipline (See Table 

1 & 2, discipline MET) 
$ 28.64 

Baronett, Stan (2017). Journey into 
Philosophy. An Introduction with 

Classic and Contemporary Readings 
(B2) 

Routledge, Taylor 
and Francis Group 

Free-for-the-user have at least 
three more disciplines (See 

Table 1 & 2, topics ANA, SCI 
& LOG) 

$ 53.17 

Table 4. A sample of content and price 
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As presented in the Table 4, on the sample of introduction to philosophy textbooks it can be seen that all of them 
are actually introducing readers to less content compared to the free-for-the-user online sources and they do it at 
a considerably greater price. 
When thinking about this, the biggest question in our opinion is: Why are, in the majority of HEIs, physically 
published textbooks still being used when free-for-the-user materials provide more content to readers, and also, 
they are – we suppose – cheaper to produce? There is a wealth of alternatives to be found. One example is the 
Open Education Resources (OER) movement. Definition of OER is: “Open Educational Resources are teaching, 
learning and research materials in any medium – digital or otherwise – that reside in the public domain or have 
been released under an open license that permits no cost access, use, adaptation and redistribution by others with 
no or limited restrictions.” (Hewlett Foundation, n.d.) [25]. Even if educational materials are not OERs in a strict 
sense, like the ones that we have analyzed in this paper, it only reaffirms that it is worth searching for 
educational materials outside of traditional publishing houses. 
We can, at this point only guess at the possible answers to our question. Some of the answers might be: because 
of profits for the publishing industry; or because it is a matter of ideology and publishers (as well as authors) are 
trying to establish a certain way of thinking and it helps perception if there are printed sources available; it also 
might be a question of establishing authors in the perception of other scholars and readers in general; it just 
might be the case that people are still having more faith in printed materials. These are just some possible 
answers that we think are worth exploring further. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Based on quite scarce primary research (given all the mentioned limitations) it can be concluded in view of the 
first question (1.) that online, free to use, many-authored, and constantly updated texts that cover all relevant 
topics belonging to a standard introduction to philosophy is much valuable to a reader (a student) then a 
published introduction written by a single-author and with only few re-editions and substantial changes over the 
years. Sub-questions (1.1–1.2.) are also answered in the same line of argumentation. Concerning the suggestion 
in (1.3.) it seems that future introductions to philosophy should be basically and in principle in terms of their 
contents: 
• published online,  
• edited by one or more editors,  
• authored by a series of different experts for particular topics,  
• perhaps accompanied with short explications by editors, 
• if possible covering different approaches to the same topics, 
• constantly updated in parts and overall (in terms of new topics), 
• and lively discussed among experts as well as in class. 
Such introductions to philosophy would have all the advantages of online open source materials over classically 
published one-author introductions to philosophy. 
Leaving aside the issues of availability of such online sources, their cost to a reader (a student) etc. what seems 
to be the most important is that a reader of such online “introduction to philosophy” can gain much wider and 
synoptic view of different standpoints, conceptual analyses, claims, arguments, objections and replies then by 
any published introduction to philosophy; much precise critical evaluation of sometimes radically different 
approaches to major issues (such as existence, knowledge, morality, human being, cosmos, religion etc.). This is 
of course possible by a sole or a collaborating work of a lecturer and a reader.  
In short, information technology, www, and Internet actually helped philosophy to become more open, synoptic, 
and critical or at least opened the possibility for such approach given the fact that a part of the job must be done 
by a reader and a lecturer of such introductory course. If published introductions to philosophy written by a sole 
author aren’t introductions to a philosophy of a particular philosophical group, school or his/her personal 
philosophy, it is highly questionable is there any purpose here?  
The only non-philosophical candidates for such purpose would be economic in nature (the issues about 
publishers, writers etc.) or ideological (the issues of advancement of a particular style and manner of 
philosophizing as the correct one vs. others as the wrong ones). Last but not least, it should be emphasized that 
here we don’t want to criticize the principle and overall idea of an introduction to philosophy and ceteris paribus 
to other humanities, because this is essentially a hard work in many fields (in researching the new discoveries, 
arguments etc., in new methodical and pedagogical tools etc.) which can occupy a professional throughout 
her/his whole career. What we, on the other hand, want to emphasize is that the new technologies enabled us to 
do it in a completely new way which influences not only surrounding non-philosophical aspects of introducing 
philosophy (writing, publishing, updating, didactics, methodology, pedagogy etc.) but the very essence of 
approaching introducing philosophy in 21st century. 
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