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Isabelle Stengers 
on Connoisseurship

1. Coneisseurs are not advocates of 

‘alternative’ knowledge, looking for 

professional recognition, or at least a 

little attention. 

2. Their interest

in the knowledges produced by scientists 

is different from the interests of the 

producers of these knowledges.

3. Coneisseurs „can appreciate the 

originality or the relevance of an idea”, 

„pay attention to questions or possibilities

that were not taken into account in its

production, but that might become

important in other circumstances”





Public intelligence of sciences has nothing
in common with ‘situated knowledge’

1. Connoiseurs are agents of 

resistance against a scientific 

knowledge that pretends it 

has general authority; they 

partake in the production of 

what Donna Haraway names 

‘situated knowledges’.

2. Aim: we should collaborate 

only with connoiseurs’ 

feedback and collective 

connoiseurship awareness.





Who is connoisseur? And how to educate 
young connoiseurs within the university? 

The fall of general scientific paradigm: Steven 

Fuller, The Organised Hypocrisy of Experts, „Profiles

for the Academic Vocation” 2024. The organised

hypocrisy of experts | Steve Fuller » IAI TV Michael J. 

Sandel, The Tyranny of Merit. Can we find the 

Common Good?, Penguin Books 2020. The Tyranny

of Merit David Miller, Two cheers for meritocracy, 

„The Journal of Political Philosophy” 1996 no. 12. 

Two Cheers for Meritocracy* - Miller - 1996 - Journal

of Political Philosophy - Wiley Online Library

Generally speaking, Merit connotes worth, quality, 

virtue, excellence, and more. Nevertheless we don’t

have a clear understanding of what meritocracy

means, so we don’t have a proper measuring rod 

against which to gauge social realities, saying how

far they do or do not conform to meritocratic criteria

(D. Miller). 

Undoubtedly, one falling scientific paradigm is that

meritorious one.
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

„Science needs conoisseurship”, claims 
Stengers. What to do?

Should connoiseurs be educated 

by Academia? If so, how they 

would practise independency and 

become the individual producer of 

public intelligence of science 

without academic mannerisms? 

Should connoiseurs be funded by 

state? Are they able to create 

smooth and insightful transition 

between science and business to 

create responsible „transferring 

Academia” that would not tranform 

into „quitting Academia”? 





Chances of Interdisciplinarity. 
Connoisseurship vs Expertship

Interdisciplinarity is intuitively connected with 

specific ideas of public intelligence of science, 

more than with the public interests of particular 

disciplines and fields. It attemps to keep „the 

subtle balance of nuances” between expertship 

(organically supported by University) and 

connoisseurship (connected with Academia and 

its symbolic and general idea). Although 

connoisseur is the man of no particular interests, 

at least no narrow interests, he is also the 

cognoscente with sophisticated metascientific 

sensitivity. Probably we can name him not an 

expert, but a scientist sensitive to metascientific 

and autocentric insight. In matters of self-

knowledge he should remain the suspicious

idealist.





Everything is debatable and interpretable. Even 
the idea of university. On the opposite side –

horror interpretationis and horror disputationis
What we need to overcome in science is the 

fear, the anxious style of shaping knowledge 

and erudition that is connected with fearful 

prejudices. Experiencing knowledge 

should not be reduced or narrowed to 

practising erudite mimicry.

Instituting a plurality of sciences against the 

unity of science means treating this unity as 

an amalgam that has to be dissolved in order 

to free the different ingredients in their

particularity. Dissolving an amalgam doesn’t

involve passing judgement, but rather doing

away with pseudo-similarities (Isabelle 

Stengers on Interdisciplinarity).





How not to monetize the idea of connoiseurship? How 
not to utopianize? How not to go superficial? 

Connoiseurship should not become 

the part of leadership without 

particular reason. This is important

assumption during creating all

conesseurship programs and 

initiatives. How to inspect responsibly 

the process of mastering 

connoiseuship and not to take over 

the process of creating abilities and 

competences? How to shape such 

specific disinterested position of 

participation in science and attending 

their procedures, aims and results? 

How to evaluate connoiseurship?  





Interdisciplinarity and interconnoiseurship. Can 
we become connoiseurs for each other?

How to proceed if we do not wish 

to create accidentally the 

gettoised circle, but dynamic and 

credible, flexible and mutual 

cooperation? How in such 

changeable surroundings to 

anchor our individual scientific 

identity and proliferate it? Is 

interconnoiseurship really possible 

as the alternative for pluralistic 

perspectives? Is the idea of unity 

of science the good working 

hypothesis of connoiseurs?





Connoisseurship. 
„Diplomatic service” of contemporary science wars

We owe to Michel Serres a very fine and 

very somber reading of a painting by 

Goya that might be appropriate for the 

“science wars”: two men fight to the 

death while being slowly swallowed by 

the mud and sand around them. The mud 

doesn’t need our encouragement to rise 

(I. Stengers, Virgin Mary and the 

Neutrino. Reality in Trouble, 2023).

In relation to: F. Goya, Fight with 

Cudgels, 1820, look on Slide 12.



 Challenges of commensurability and 
incommensurability. Position of interdisciplinary 

connoisseurs

When two scientific theories can be discussed 

and evaluated according to a shared 

vocabulary and a shared set of standards, 

philosophers call them commensurable. 

Adherents of one theory can understand 

adherents of a commensurable theory with no 

problem, and this allows them to compare the 

theories directly and select the best one at 

hand. This situation is analogous to normal, 

everyday communication – everyone can 

understand everyone else.



Commensurability & diplomacy. Interdisciplinary connoisseur as 
(un)professional mediator in difficult era of science wars 

(Francisco Goya, Fight with Cudgels, 1820)

Hypothesis: there is no „diplomatic service in 

science” without practising possibilites of 

commensurability and taking into account 

apparent „impossibilites” of incommensurability. 

To make incommensurable commensurable 

does not mean to go superficial or even to go 

laic. From the other hand, to accept the 

inevitability of incomensurabulity should not 

mean to go clerk or esoteric. To proceed 

diplomatically, connoisseurship must find the 

energy to deal with sophisticated problems of 

limits of commensurability. We speak about 

interpretative and critical energy, however within 

insightful, diplomatic discourse. We speak about 

establishing the dialogicity.





Warsaw University Doctoral Schools. 1. 
Doctoral School of Humanities. 2. Doctoral 

School of Social Sciences 



 3. Doctoral School of Exact and Natural 
Sciences 4. Interdisciplinary Doctoral School
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