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Abstract 
The article presents the concept of sozology, formulated by Walery Goetel in the 1960s, an innovative proposal 

to establish an autonomous and interdisciplinary branch of science concerning the protection of the environment. 

The essence of this idea was to determine the subject matter of the postulated branch science that would include 

the protection of the natural environment as well as the social environment, which was a major breakthrough and 

is now an indisputable axiom of ecology, ecophilosophy, the study into the protection of the life of human envi-

ronment, and the idea of sustainable development. Furthermore, the text contains a short biography of the Polish 

scientist and presents the reception of Goetl in modern Polish ecological thought in the form of systemic sozolo-

gy and sozophilosophy. 
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Streszczenie 
Artykuł prezentuje sformułowaną przez Walerego Goetla w latach 60. XX w. koncepcję sozologii – nowatorską 

propozycję ustanowienia autonomicznej i  interdyscyplinarnej nauki o ochronie środowiska. Istotą tego pomysłu 

było określenie przedmiotu postulowanej nauki obejmującego ochronę nie tylko środowiska przyrodniczego, ale 

także i społecznego, co stanowiło prawdziwy przełom a współcześnie  jest niepodważalnym aksjomatem ekolo-

gii, ekofilozofii, nauki o ochronie życia środowiska ludzkiego, a także idei zrównoważonego rozwoju. Tekst 

zawiera także krótką biografię uczonego polskiego oraz ukazuje recepcję  Goetla we współczesnej polskiej myśli 

ekologicznej w postaci idei sozologii systemowej oraz sozofilozofii. 

 

Słowa kluczowe: ekoflilozofia, ekologia, przyroda, sozofilozofia, sozologia, sozologia systemowa, środowisko 

 

The 20
th
 century was one of the most interesting 

periods as far as the development of science is 

concerned. It is enough to mention two fundamental 

scientific revolutions which happened during that 

time – information revolution (which has radically 

changed the methods of communication and trans-

formed social organization of humanity) and bio-

logical revolution, spectacularly manifested in 

medicine and genetics (eg. transplantology, xeno-

transplantation, in vitro fertilization, research on the 

genome of various plants, animals, and on human 

genome; cloning, transgenic research or eugenics 

pertaining to humans) (Piątek, 2007). A significant 

distinguishing mark of this period has been the 

demand for interdisciplinary or multidisciplinary 

research,  an  answer  to  the  challenges  of  always   

 

complicated  and multidimensional reality, as well 

as an attempt to impart a homogenous and integrat-

ed character to science (Kamiński, 1981, p. 244-

258). Such approach resulted in the creation of 

numerous new scientific disciplines both in natural 

history (e.g. bionics or cybernetics), humanities 

(e.g. family science or European studies), but also 

on the intersection of these areas of science (e.g. 

sociobiology). 

A classic example of this last trend is ecology – the 

science of the environment. Invented by Haeckel 

(1869) as a biological subdiscipline, dealing with 

the relationships between animals and their envi-

ronment, in the course of the 20
th

 century ecology 

evolved into an interdisciplinary science reflecting 

on mutual influence of living organisms (including 
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humans) and both natural and social environment 

(Zięba, 2004). Wide understanding of ecology, 

including humanistic perspective, gave rise to dif-

ferent variants of ecophilosophy (ecological philos-

ophy), which together study the areas of human 

activity particularly connected with socio-natural 

environment (Dołega, 2006, p. 17-22; Tyburski, p. 

7-15). The most significant element of the ecologi-

cal perception of the world is noticing the negative 

impact that man has on nature. Degradation of the 

biosphere, increasing immeasurably quickly since 

the end of the 19
th

 century, has been the subject of 

numerous alarming studies which usually conclud-

ed with appeals for putting a stop to the overexploi-

tation of natural resources. As a result, in the last 

decades the idea of ecodevelopment was created, 

followed by the notion of sustainable development, 

which is about restructurization (having in mind the 

future of humankind) of current human civilization, 

mercilessly exploitative towards nature, into a soci-

ety full of reverence for nature (Pawłowski, 2011, 

p. 1-36; Gawor, 2009, 2010; ).  

Another important element of an ecological view 

on reality is an axiological perspective that de-

mands to protect nature (Papuziński, 2007; Hull, 

2008). It has a long tradition that reaches as far as 

the antiquity (Pawłowski, 2011, p. 1-2).  

The concept of protecting nature first appeared on a 

socially larger scale only in the second half of the 

19
th

 century (symptomatically, A. Humboldt coined 

the term natural monument in 1819). From the 

beginning of the 20
th

 century, the idea of the protec-

tion of the environment was being given legal 

foundations (first comprehensive acts on protection 

of the environment were passed in Germany in 

1902, France – 1906 and Norway – 1910; in Poland 

in 1934).  

The idea of protecting nature fully entered the pub-

lic consciousness in the second half of the 20
th

 

century. It was in that period when, as the destruc-

tion of natural environment progressing for eco-

nomic reasons was clearly visible, first scenarios 

began to be created that predicted a disaster for 

human civilization unless it alters its acquisitive 

attitude to nature. In this context, the words of 

U’Thant, the author of an United Nations report 

from 1969, proved to be significant: It has become 

clear that we all live in one biosphere within which 

space and resources, though vast, are limited 

(U’Thant, 1969). Such a viewpoint imposed a ne-

cessity for a scientific description of the biosphere 

subjected to human activities. Such a study would 

take into consideration a description of the process-

es taking place in the natural environment, a 

presentation of the negative influence a man exerts 

on nature and the ways of preventing ecological 

disaster. This viewpoint is a basis for modern inter-

disciplinary environmental science, which com-

bines ecology and natural sciences: physics, chem-

istry, pedology, hydrology, oceanography, meteor-

ology, biology and geography. It is also a point of 

departure for formulating foundations of a separate 

branch of science – environmental protection. 

In the abovementioned contexts (interdisciplinarity 

of scientific research, ecology, the science of envi-

ronmental protection) a substantial role was played 

by a Polish scientist, Walery Goetel. He is the au-

thor of the concept of a new interdisciplinary sci-

ence of environmental protection which he named 

sozology. 

Walery Goetel (born 14 April 1889,  Sucha Beski-

dzka, died 6 November 1972, Cracow) was one of 

the lead Polish geologists in the first half of the 20
th

 

century. He studied natural sciences in Cracow at 

Jagiellonian University (1907-10) and in Vienna 

(1910-12), and that was where he obtained his 

Ph.D. degree in 1913 writing a thesis about rock 

formations in the Tatra Mountains (southern Po-

land). He worked at the Academy of Mining (re-

named the Academy of Mining and Metallurgy in 

1949) in Cracow in 1920-60 (as a full professor 

from 1923; performed the function of the rector of 

the Academy in the years 1945-1950), he became a 

member of the Polish Academy of Sciences. Goetel 

conducted his field studies mainly in the Tatra 

Mountains and in the area around them, as he was a 

great admirer of this region. For that reason, he was 

an avid activist of Tatra mountaineering, tourism 

and mountain sports.  In that very place, before the 

First World War, he began his campaign for the 

protection of the Tatra nature (from 1913 he was a 

member of the Tatra Society’s Section for the Pro-

tection of the Tatra). He cooperated with numerous 

eminent personalities who shared his fascination 

with the Tatras and who were the pioneers of the 

idea of the protection of the environment in Poland: 

Jan Gwalbert Pawlikowski, a professor of economy 

at Agricultural Academy in Dublany and a writer 

(1860-1939; he was the author of the treatise Cul-

ture and Nature, the first Polish manifesto of the 

protection of the environment), and professors of 

Jagiellonian University in Cracow, botanist Marian 

Raciborski, acknowledged physicist Marian Smolu-

chowski and botanist Władysław Szafer (1886-

1970; he was the editor of a two-volume textbook 

The Protection of Nature and Its Resources. Prob-

lems and Methods, Warsaw 1965). Szafer, Goetel 

and Pawlikowski were co-originators of the Ligue 

of Nature Conservation (1928). 

From 1922, Goetel was a member of the State 

Commission for Nature Conservation (Państwowa 

Komisja Ochrony Przyrody, PKOP), transformed in 

1925 into State Council for Nature Conservation 

(Państwowa Rada Ochrony Przyrody, PROP); from 

1925 he was a representative of PKOP (later PROP) 

for establishing national parks (designed to be set 

up in the Tatra Mountains, Pieniny Mountains and 

on Babia Góra Mountain). He was actually the 

initiator of the idea of creating such parks. He sig-

nificantly contributed to combining the questions of 
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nature conservation both with science and with 

tourism within Polish Tourist and Sightseeing Soci-

ety. From the moment of the creation of Tatra Na-

tional Park in 1955 he was a member of its council 

and in the years 1956-72 the chairman of the coun-

cil. 

In the interwar period, Goetel extended the activi-

ties for the nature conservation in the Tatras to the 

idea of protecting the environment on an interna-

tional scale. He was one of the initiators and im-

plementers of the project to broaden the old idea of 

nature conservation and include simultaneous pro-

tection of natural resources which consisted in their 

rational exploitation. He proposed this fully formed 

concept at a conference on nature conservation in 

Brunnen in Switzerland. At the conference, together 

with Szafer they presented a project to set up an 

international organization that would encompass a 

wide scope of the protection of the environment. As 

a result, the International Union for Conservation of 

Nature in 1948 was formed, renamed International 

Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Re-

sources in 1956 in Edinburgh, which is still func-

tioning with its head office in Switzerland. It is the 

first pro-ecological organization of an international 

scope (Wikipedia, 2012). 

From the point of view of the history of ecological 

thought, Goetel’s most significant achievement was 

the formulation in the mid-1960s of a project of a 

new scientific discipline that would deal with wide-

ly understood nature conservation. As he wrote 

modestly (Goetel, 1966, p. 480), he was not alone 

in the undertaking; he mentions Adam Wodziczko 

(1887-1948), Włodzimierz Michajłow (1905-1994) 

and Władysław Szafer as Polish naturalists who 

called for making research on nature conservation a 

separate branch of science (Wodziczko, 1933, p.89-

96; Michajłow, 1958, p. 533-536). He was the au-

thor of an outline of the subject and the methodolo-

gy of this new science concerning the protection of 

the environment, as well as the originator of the 

term sozology (formed from the Greek word σωζό; 

sodzo = protect, rescue, save, help). 

Goetel was aware of the fact that the question of the 

creation of a new science dealing with the protec-

tion of the environment was in the air. He wrote: it 

should be taken into account that the question of 

the protection of natural resources and securing the 

stability of their use will grow to become one of the 

major problem of human life, and that a new 

branch of science dealing with these issues will 

develop (Goetel, 1971, p. 20). He was the first to 

propose o project of such a science, although soon 

after numerous similar propositions appeared 

abroad, under various names: sozoecology, chorol-

ogy (from Greek oros = land, space), sozonomy 

(science concerning the man and economy) or syn-

ecology (Goetel, 1971, p. 18-19). 

The idea of creating an autonomous science con-

cerning the conservation of nature first appeared as 

a careful assumption in Goetel’s article New Ways 

of Conserving Nature in 1949. It was introduced in 

more detail in the text For the Stability of Use of 

Natural Resources in 1963. It was fully expounded 

in an essay Sozology – the Science Concerning the 

Conservation of Nature and Its Resources, pub-

lished in 1966. The concept of new environmental 

science was most fully expressed in the publica-

tions from 1971: Sozology – a Branch of Science, 

Its Content and Objectives and Sozotechnology 

(Goetel, 1949; 1963; 1966; 1971). Another factor 

considerably important for the formulating the 

project of sozology was the Seminar of the Conser-

vation of Natural Resources and Securing the Sta-

bility of Their Use, which Goetel taught from 1963 

at the Department of General Geology at the Acad-

emy of Mining and Metallurgy in Cracow.  

The concept of sozology has its roots in three fun-

damental premises.  

The first one of them concerned the scope of the 

traditional idea of the protection of nature, created 

in the second half of the 19
th

 century, which con-

sisted in conservational activities and, according to 

Goetel, was too narrow. In this perspective, rare 

and unique natural formations were treated as mu-

seum objects which needed to be cared for and left 

intact. The fruit of these activities, highly valued by 

the Polish scientists, was the creation of National 

Parks, nature reserves (of wildlife and inanimate 

nature), numerous natural monuments (peculiar 

rocks, trees, plants) and the protection of animals 

and plants which are rare or vulnerable to damage. 

This direction in conservational activities in face of 

an unprecedented civilizational development occur-

ring since the end of the 19
th

 century turned out to 

be insufficient. Goetel pointed to three factors of 

this development which fundamentally and irre-

versibly changed the 19
th

-century status quo of 

nature: radical population growth, the processes of 

global industrialization and urbanization. These 

phenomena have directly resulted in an increasing 

exploitation of natural resources, dictated by the 

growing consumer needs and, as a consequence, in 

the progressing degradation of nature (e.g. in the 

form of gradual exhaustion of depletable resources, 

destroying the landscapes in ever-increasing areas, 

or exterminating numerous species of animals and 

plants). In this perspective, Goetel found it vital to 

protect not only the spectacular elements of inani-

mate nature, flora and fauna, but also all natural 

resources: water, air, soil, ores and minerals. What 

good will bring – he asked rhetorically – the pro-

tection of particular elements of nature, when deep 

changes in human life, and especially the destruc-

tion of nature will cover the entire Earth, or even 

only its particular but vast areas? (Goetel, 1966, p. 

477). In this way, he showed new ways for nature 

protection that definitely exceeded the scope pro-

posed by the conservational concept. 
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The second premise for creating a separate branch 

of science dealing with the protection of the envi-

ronment was, according to Goetel, the necessity to 

introduce to the environmental issues a factor 

which had been overlooked so far – that of human 

health, to a large extent conditioned by the natural 

environment. As an example of this relationship he 

mentions diseases associated with the progress of 

civilization: different kinds of cancer (e.g. lung 

cancer), cardiovascular diseases or neuroses. In his 

view, these diseases are directly associated with the 

processes of civilizational development and with 

their negative influence on natural environment. By 

pointing to this connective and reciprocal aspect of 

the relationship between man and nature, Goetel 

enriched the understanding of the idea of nature 

protection to a large extent. This idea was to be 

extended by the issue of the influence of the nature, 

devastated by humans, on their existence on the one 

hand; on the other, the value of the quality of hu-

man life was clearly highlighted. This value was 

treated as one of nature’s resources. In such a holis-

tic perspective, man is treated as an indispensable 

element of nature, influencing it and at the same 

time suffering the consequences of his relation to it. 

This view is connected with a radical departure 

from anthropocentric attitude to nature: Nature 

together with the human environment can be saved 

only on the condition that man will recognize his 

affinity to nature instead of gradually distancing 

himself from it (Goetel, 1971, p. 25). With this 

proposal, Polish scientist opened the door to specif-

ic humanization of the environmental science. The 

idea to protect nature alone was replaced with the 

idea to protect the entire environment, including 

inanimate nature, wildlife and anthroposphere. This 

demanded to include in conservational activities not 

only the natural history perspective, but also tech-

nical, economic and social perspective. Therefore, 

he made the coexistence of humans and nature one 

of the superior questions of sozology. It is worth 

mentioning that this perspective in perceiving the 

man-nature relationship became some time later  a 

point of departure for the concept of ecodevelop-

ment and the idea of sustainable development. 

The third premise for the formulating the idea of 

sozology concerned Goetel’s conviction that the 

research area framed in the two previous assump-

tions could be penetrated only with a joined effort 

of natural history and social sciences as well as 

technology. Particular natural resources are subject 

of interest of specific natural sciences such as hy-

drology or pedology; including the questions of 

human life in the environment into the scope of 

sozology determines incorporating, for example, 

medicine, economy and sociology; while taking 

into consideration the human influence on nature, it 

is necessary to include in analyzing natural envi-

ronment and the possibilities for its safe transfor-

mation – technology and engineering. Only the 

combination  of  these  various ways  of  perceiving  

the relationship between humans and nature will 

allow for the description of its actual state, diagnos-

ing the existing or potential threats for both sides of 

this relationship, as well as designing the methods 

of solving the present and urgent problems in this 

respect. This last task of sozology should be partic-

ularly stressed. According to Goetel, the proposed 

environmental science must be of practical nature; 

it must be an applied science. It is fully reflected in 

his words: The new branch of science which we 

propagate is complex and applied. The goal of this 

science, containing economic and technical ele-

ments, is to aim through the conservation of natural 

resources to secure their stability of use. In this way 

the new science strives to bring direct benefits for 

humanity, for whom using the natural resources 

constitutes the basis for existence. A science per-

ceived in this way requires the cooperation of natu-

ralists from all branches of this field, as well as 

technicians and humanists, among them especially 

economists (Goetel, 1966,  p. 480). Apart from the 

demands to save natural resources and the practical 

dimension of sozology, the benefits for humanity 

are taken into consideration, which is directly 

linked with positivist idea of utilitarianism. Another 

important fragment of this quotation is the phrase to 

secure [the] stability of use [of natural resources]. 

In a later text, Sozology – a Branch of Science, Its 

Content and Objectives (Goetel, 1971), he further 

developed this statement: securing the stability of 

use of natural forces and resources, so basic for the 

future of humanity. This goal of sozology, de-

scribed as above, was fully adopted, what needs to 

be stressed, about twenty years later by the idea of 

sustainable development. Nota bene, in the discus-

sions about the notion of sustainable development 

there appear a number of positions according to 

which the stability of natural resources constitutes 

the fundamental element of the definition of this 

idea (Pawłowski, 2011, p. 39-45). 

On the basis of the three abovementioned premises 

Goetel concluded that sozology can definitely be a 

separate science, as it fulfills the basic criterion of a 

science: it has a precisely determined and separate 

from other branches field of study, and it is 

equipped with a methodology appropriate to its 

subject matter. Two first premises delineate its field 

of study, that is natural environment and especially 

its resources and the human presence in it. The 

protection of this holistically perceived environ-

ment constitutes the aim of the conducted research. 

In turn, the third premise points to the research 

methods sozology should use. These methodologies 

are varied and well-practiced, used depending on 

the particular subject matter (specific natural re-

source). Among them, we count the methodology 

of natural (and medical) sciences, methods used in 
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engineering and technology, and the methodology 

of social sciences. Furthermore,  sozology  through  

multidimensional nature of its subject matter very 

clearly reflects the tendencies of modern science to 

undertake interdisciplinary research. 

Taking into account both practical and applied 

dimensions of sozology, Goetel proposed that 

sozotechnology should be isolated from the scope 

of this science. Sozotechnology is an introduction to 

the practice of the recommendations of sozology, 

and in the face of its extensiveness and the com-

plexity of its tasks it should be a separate branch of 

technology (Goetel, 1971, p. 42). At the basis of 

this conclusion lies the Polish scientist’s conviction 

reflecting moral responsibility – that what has been 

destroyed in nature by technology and industry 

should be in turn fixed by them; furthermore, he 

points to the fact that only suitable technologies as 

well as rational attitude of the whole of human 

economy can effectively protect natural resources 

and prevent further biodegradation. However, 

above all Sozotechnology consists in the practical 

activity of industry that aims to counter the negative 

sides of scientific-technological revolution and to 

protect the humans from the future dangers brought 

about by the excessive technologizing of life (Goe-

tel, 1971, p. 26). According to Goetel, who in this 

statement decidedly opposes technocracy, sozo-

technology is on the one hand to be a tool of direct 

conservation of natural resources; while on the 

other, indirectly, an expression of commitment to 

the protection of  humanistic values of human envi-

ronment. 

Goetel’s concept of sozology was broadly accepted 

in Polish scientific environment. It also drew a wide 

response in the press. It was discussed, among oth-

ers, in Argumenty (Arguments), Kultura i Ty (Cul-

ture and You) and Kultura (Culture) magazines 

(Czerwieniec, 1974, p. 11; Jarocki, 1973, p. 10; 

Leszczycki, 1972, p. 7-8). It became subject to 

analyses in works devoted to Goetel and in numer-

ous scientific conferences (Kozłowski, 1989, p. 26-

28; 1990, p. 43-48). At the turn of the previous 

century, the idea of sozology met with increased 

interest. It resulted in, among others, a suggestion 

to extend environmental sciences adding sociologi-

cal issues, as part of so-called sozosociology 

(Piątkowski, 1994). However, the most interesting 

development of Goetel’s idea of sozology was its 

presentation in a systemic way accomplished by 

Józef M. Dołęga (2001, 2005). 

According to Dołęga, environmental sciences can 

be practiced according to many different approach-

es. In relation to this he lists: empirical sozology, 

which undertakes research on the mutual influence 

of nature and anthroposphere using the methods of 

natural history; humanist (anthropocentric) sozolo-

gy which brings to the fore the humans and their 

values confronted with nature; and philosophical 

sozology (which is in fact referred to as theological 

sozology) which highlights the indispensability of 

placing the idea of nature conservation within phil-

osophical anthropology and natural philosophy 

(limited in this case to neothomistic interpretation). 

Dołęga himself is in favour of systemic sozology, 

which he perceives as a science about systemic 

protection of nature from the destructive influence 

of anthroposphere (Dołęga, 2006, p. 17). The key 

notion is that of systemic protection. It means to 

view the environment as a system comprised of a 

number of interrelated components – subsystems 

(atmosphere, hydrosphere, lithosphere, the cos-

mosphere, biosphere and anthroposphere), which 

together constitute an orderly whole. Each of the 

systems falls into chaos once any of its components 

begins to disrupt the inner balance of the system.  

This is what currently happens in the environment, 

in which the anthroposphere exerts pressure on the 

other elements of the system on an unprecedented 

scale. The general tasks of systemic sozology arise 

from this condition. This branch of science is to 

record, control and assess the current state of the 

environment; to seek the sources of pollution and 

threats to natural spheres as well as the social ele-

ment of the environment; to study the influence of 

the changing environment on the life on Earth as 

well as on human life and health; finally – to find 

measures and techniques (new technologies) to 

protect the environmental system, taking into ac-

count the natural and social dimension (Dołęga, 

2006, p. 19). The most important question is that of 

the anthropospheric subsystem. It is not only the 

reason behind the destructive processes happening 

in nature’s particular subsystems (physical and 

biological), but at the same time their victim. 

Therefore, the fundamental sphere of interest of 

systemic sozology consists of the problems of the 

quality of human life (health, conditions of life in 

particular regions, especially the devastated ones, 

natural surroundings with accompanying flora and 

fauna) on the one hand; on the other – the possibili-

ties of anthroposphere for protecting widely under-

stood environment (mainly through technology and 

work on ecological and sozological social con-

sciousness, which should be expressed to the fullest 

extent in economic activities, politics, law, upbring-

ing or morality). The aims of systemic sozology 

determined in this way can only be realized through 

its close cooperation with ecology and other scienc-

es dealing with particular subsystems of the envi-

ronment: biological, chemical, physical, geological, 

technical, as well as economic, philosophical, hu-

manistic, legal and social. Such interdisciplinarity is 

indispensable, as the results of the research ob-

tained by specific sciences constitute the base for 

the analyses of systemic sozology. It is only on this 

basis that the directions of conservational activities 

are formulated, both in respect to particular subsys-

tems, especially anthroposphere, and to the envi-

ronment as a whole. This cooperation, particularly 
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with social and humanistic sciences, gives rise at 

the same time to the creation of a number of new 

fields of science, such as sozotechnology, 

sozoeconomy, sozopsychology, sozoethics (envi-

ronmental ethics), sozological law, sozological 

politics or sozological pedagogy (Dołęga, 2006, p. 

19). 

Dołęga’s systemic sozology is one of the most 

mature concepts derived from Goetel’s idea of 

environmental science.  

Another idea inspired by Goetel was that of 

sozophilosophy, conceived by Wiesław Sztumski. 

According to him, just as it is justified to create 

ecophilosophy on the basis of ecology, sozophilos-

ophy should be an extension of sozology (Sztumski, 

2012, p. 73). He emphasizes, that sozophilosophy is 

rather a project for the future than an existing sepa-

rate subfield of philosophy; he notes, however, that 

from the beginning of the 21
st
 century a number of 

texts have appeared, written by ecologists, ecophi-

losophers, sozologists and other authors interested 

in the problems of nature conservation, which tack-

le sozophilosophical questions in various aspects, 

though from a philosophical point of view It is, he 

stresses, a mark of the beginnings of sozophiloso-

phy (what is worth to be added – as Sztumski writes 

– in Poland, sozophilosophers gather around the 

magazine Problemy Ekorozwoju/ Problems of Sus-

tainable Development).  

The aim of sozophilosophy is to present the per-

spective in which some of the elements of the envi-

ronment are particularly significant for determining 

the goal and sense of human existence. They have 

an axiological dimension for humans and they be-

long to various subsystems (spheres) of the envi-

ronment. If they are in danger of destruction, or 

irreversibly destroyed, the framework of human life 

is fundamentally altered. Each of these changes is 

of a definitely negative nature, as it impoverishes 

human existence. The sum of these changes could 

even mean a catastrophic end of humankind. From 

this point of view, it is essential to undertake con-

servational activities, encompassing nature and 

anthroposphere, and especially those components 

which are most valuable for humans (e.g. clean 

water, varied fauna and flora, mineral resources, 

health, faith, privacy) and whose future existence is 

endangered by the destructive influence of the de-

velopment of modern civilization. The emphasis 

that sozophilosophy places on the indispensability 

of conservation and activities saving the compo-

nents of the environment which are crucial for hu-

mankind is the reason why it is not a speculative or 

academic philosophy, but a practical one – a phi-

losophy of life (Sztumski, 2-12, p. 76). As far as its 

meaning for the functioning of future human socie-

ty is concerned, sozophilosophy is to perform a role 

comparable to that of science and technology. 

To make it possible for sozophilosophy to flourish, 

specific educational conditions need to be met. 

Sztumski places them in the sphere of social con-

sciousness and he lists among them: assimilating 

the notion of sozology, distinguishing sozology 

from ecology, developing sozological conscious-

ness – by analogy to ecological consciousness; and 

propagating the knowledge of the subject matter of 

sozology, which includes nature as well as widely 

understood environment consisting of natural, so-

cial and cultural elements (to some extent, this 

program is realized by the UN in the organizational 

form of Decade of Education for Sustainable De-

velopment [2005-2014]). It is even postulated to 

introduce general and compulsory education in 

sozology (Sztumski, 2012, p. 74). 

The problems of the philosophy of nature conserva-

tions are delineated on one hand by natural philoso-

phy and philosophical anthropology. On the other, 

it is a more general reflection on the place, role and 

quality of human existence within various subsys-

tems of the environment of human life than it is 

established in the scope of detailed sozological 

research. Sztumski particularly highlights this re-

flection in the studies dedicated to selected spheres 

of conservation of human surroundings (or as he 

terms it – landscapes) belonging as subsystems to 

anthroposphere. They concern the protection of 

faith, knowledge, space, language (as a means of 

communication), silence (noise), time, naturalness, 

freedom, privacy and common sense (Sztumski, 

2012, p. 73-230). From the point of view of sozolo-

gy, not all of the abovementioned spheres of human 

existence could be a subject of interest (eg. faith, 

knowledge or common sense). This is the sense of 

Sztumski’s concept of sozophilosophy. It is as if a 

theoretical extension of the idea formulated by 

Goetel.   

The figure of Goetel is memorable for a number of 

reason. He was an eminent scientist – a geologist, 

and had a tremendous impact on the organization of 

Polish education (especially the Academy of Min-

ing and Metallurgy). His activities in the field of 

sport and tourism have also received praise. How-

ever, he is above all universally recognized as a 

pioneer of propagating the idea of nature conserva-

tion in Poland and as a long-time, devoted initiator, 

activist and theoretician of this concept. Especially 

the action in the latter field brought him fame both 

in the country and abroad. His most significant 

achievement in this sphere was the formulation in 

the 1960s of the concept of sozology – an innova-

tive proposal to create an autonomous and interdis-

ciplinary branch of science dealing with nature 

conservation. The most significant part of this idea 

was the subject matter of the proposed science – it 

was supposed to include the protection of not only 

natural, but also social environment, which was a 

real breakthrough at the time and today amounts to 

an indisputable axiom of ecology, ecophilosophy, 

environmental science (dealing with the protection 

of widely understood environment) and the idea of 
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sustainable development. Goetel’s role in establish-

ing this premise is invaluable. From this point of 

view, he is one of the founding fathers of dynami-

cally developing abovementioned fields of science 

and proecological philosophical reflections. Nu-

merous current scientists concerned about the state 

of the environment of human life refer to his idea of 

sozology. Without Goetel, neither the modern envi-

ronmental science, nor the concepts of systemic 

sozology or sozophilosophy discussed in the pre-

sent text would have been created. 

   

References 

 

1. CZERWIENIEC M., 1974, Sozologia – pasją 

prof. Goetla, in: Argumenty, nr 33. 

2. DOŁĘGA J.M., Koncepcja sozologii systemo-

wej, UKSW, Warszawa 2001. 

3. DOŁEGA J.M.; Zarys sozologii systemowej, 

Wydawnictwo UKSW, Warszawa 2005. 

4. DOŁĘGA J.M., 2006, Ekofilozofia – nauka 

XXI wieku, in: Problemy Ekorozwoju/ Pro-

blems of Sustainable Development, vol.1, no 1, 

p. 17-22. 

5. DOŁĘGA J.M., 2006,  Sozologia systemowa – 

dyscyplina naukowa XXI wieku, in: Problemy 

Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Deve-

lopment, vol. 1, no 2, 2006, p. 11-23. 

6. GAWOR L., Narodziny idei zrównoważonego 

rozwoju, in: Gawor L., Szkice o cywilizacji, 

UR, Rzeszów 2009. 

7. GAWOR L., 2010, Filozofia zrównoważonego 

rozwoju – preliminaria, in: Problemy Ekoro-

zwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development, 

vol. 5 no 2, p. 69-76.  

8. GOETEL W.,  1949, Nowe drogi ochrony 

przyrody, in: Wierchy, vol. 19, p. 133-172.  

9. GOETEL W., 1963,  O trwałość użytkowania 

zasobów przyrody, in: Nauka Polska, vol. 11, 

nr 3, p. 11-50. 

10. GOETEL W., 1966,  Sozologia – nauka o 

ochronie przyrody i jej zasobów, in: Kosmos 

vol. 15, pt. 5, p. 473-482.  

11. GOETEL W., 1971, Sozologia – dział nauki, 

jej treść i zadania;  Sozotechnika, in: Zeszyty 

Naukowe AGH, special edition nr 21.  

12. HULL Z., 2008, Filozoficzne i społeczne uwa-

runkowania zrównoważonego rozwoju, in: 

Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable 

Development, vol. 3, no 1, p. 27-31. 

13. JAROCKI R., 1973, Twórca polskiej sozologii, 

in: Kultura i Ty, nr 4.  

14. KAMIŃSKI S., Pojęcie nauki klasyfikacja 

nauk, KUL, Lublin 1981. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

15. KOZŁOWSKI S., Ochrona przyrody nieoży-

wionej i formy ochrony krajobrazu a potrzeby 

geologii, in: Walery Goetel jako uczony, orga-

nizator nauki i działacz. Pokłosie myśli goe-

tlowskiej, Kraków 1989. 

16. LESZCZYCKI S., 1972, „Wielki ochroniarz”. 

Wspomnienia o Walerym Goetlu, in: Kultura, 

vol. 10, nr 48.  

17. MICHAJŁOW W., 1958, Uwagi na temat 

nauki o ochronie przyrody jej podstaw teore-

tycznych i założeń metodologicznych, in: Ko-

smos, vol. VII, pt. 5, p. 533-536. 

18. PAPUZIŃSKI A., 2007,  Filozofia zrównowa-

żonego rozwoju jako subdyscyplina badań filo-

zoficznych, in: Problemy Ekorozwoju/ Pro-

blems of Sustainable Development, vol. 2, no 2, 

p. 27-40. 

19. PAWŁOWSKI A., Sustainable Development 

as a Civilizational Revolution, A Multidiscipli-

nary Approach to the Challenges of the 21
st
 

Century, CRC/Balkema, Boca Raton, London, 

New York, Leiden 2011. 

20. PIĄTEK Z., 2007, Przyrodnicze i społeczno-

historyczne warunki równoważenia ładu ludz-

kiego świata, in: Problemy Ekorozwo-

ju/Problems of Sustainable Development, vol. 

2, no 2, p. 5-18. 

21. PIĄTKOWSKI W., 1994, W stronę sozosocjo-

logii: socjologia i sozologia w perspektywie 

konwergencji, in: Problemy lekarskie, vol. 

XXXIII, 3-4. 

22. SMYCZYŃSKA L., Profesor Walery Goetel. 

Geolog, dydaktyk, społecznik, Epoka, Warsza-

wa 1983. 

23. SZTUMSKI W., Człowiek wobec środowiska. 

Propedeutyka sozofilozfii, Wyższa Szkoła Lin-

gwistyczna, Częstochowa 2012. 

24. TYBURSKI W., 2006, Powstanie i rozwój 

filozofii ekologicznej, in: Problemy Ekorozwo-

ju/Problems of Sustainable Development, vol. 

1, no 1, p. 7-15. 

25. U’THANT, The Problems of Human Environ-

ment, UN, New York 1969. 

26. May 1968:  Człowiek i jego środowisko, in: 

Biuletyn Polskiego Komitetu d/s UNESCO, nr 

1/1969.  

27. WODZICZKO A., 1933, Ochrona przyrody – 

nowa gałąź wiedzy, in: Ochrona przyrody, vol. 

12, p. 88-96. 

28. WÓJCIK Z., Walery Goetel, rektor trudnych 

czasów Akademii Górniczo-Hutniczej, AGH, 

Kraków 2009. 

29. ZIĘBA S., Historia myśli ekologicznej, KUL, 

Lublin 2004. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Gawor/Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 1/2013, 83-89  

 
90 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


