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Introduction: 
Subjectivity in relationship to values and norms

Thisissue’stopicpertainstorelationshipswhich,moreorlessintentionally,
arepresupposed,realised,appear,oroccurbetweenthesubjectandvaluesand
norms.Thesewideandcomplexproblemsareconsideredintermsof inves‑
tigative assumptions adopted by philosophers, anthropologists, sociologists,
andotherhumanitiesandsocialscienceresearchers.Thetopicrequiresa more
precisedefinitionofsubjectivity(particularly,thesubjectofchoice,decision,
andaction)andthestatusofvaluesandnorms.

Broadly, the question of subjectivity seems particularly important in the
“turns”discussedinthehumanandsocialsciencesafter2000,whichdefinesub‑
jectivityinsucha waythatabolishescleardistinctions,oppositions,oraporias
betweensubjectandobject(ofcognitionandaction),subjectivityandobjectiv‑
ity(ofprinciples,models,andsystems),thesingularcaseandthegeneralrule,
cultureandnature,andthehumanbeingandotherbeings.Theproblematic
ofsubjectivityandtheconditionsforsubjectiveexistence,cognition,andaction
have been explored by some anthropocentric approaches that are important
inmoderntimes,forexample,fromRenéDescartes,throughImmanuelKant
andEdmundHusserl—inhisphenomenologyasdevelopedbycontemporary
post‑phenomenologists —topragmatismand thepragmatics.Concepts and
researchtraditionssuchaspragmatismandpost‑phenomenologyreformulate
thetopicofsubjectivity,recognisingtheprimacyofthesubjectiveandanthro‑
pologicaldeterminantsofthehumanspeciesandindividuals,ontheassumption
of theobjectivityof the immaterial,material, intersubjective, environmental,
symbolic,andbiologicalconditionsandrulesofexistence,action,andcognition
inwhichtheindividualsubjectisdefinedandwhicharerealisedbythem.

Thefollowingdistinctionsshouldaidinelucidatingandorderingthecom‑
plexrelationshipsbetweenthesubjectandvaluesandnorms,theaxiological
andthenormative:

1)Thesubjectofactionandthesubjectoftasks:thesubjectofpractice
andtheperformativesubject;whatisfulfilment—ofone’sownbeing,
existence,aim,ortask?
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2)Thesubjectofchoiceanddecision:theepistemicsubjectandtheaxi‑
ologicalsubject;whatisthehierarchyofgoalsandhowaretheydefined
inthecontextofacquiringandaccessingknowledge?

3)Thesubjectoflived‑experienceandexperience:theaestheticsubjectand
the ethical subject;what is the relationship between the subject and
transcendence; what are the conditions of going beyond immanence;
whataretheconditionsofcommunicationbetweenthesubjectandthe
Other,andbetweenthesubjectandoneself;whatconditionsandpat‑
ternsistherestitutionofthesubjectbasedon—personal,social,eco‑
nomic,ortheological?

4)Thefactualsubjectandthemodelsubject:themodalitiesofthesubject
andthemodelsofthesubject;towhatextentisthegeneralanthropo‑
logicalmodelofsubjectivityvalidinthefaceofthesimultaneousrecog‑
nitionofpluralismanddiversityfora certain,prescriptivestandard;to
whatextentcanmodelstatusbesubjective?

5)Thebiologicalsubjectandthetechnicalsubject:theconstitutionofthe
subjectandtheconstructionofthesubject;towhatextentdoconstitu‑
tionandconstructiontranscendthedistinctivedivisionbetweenessen‑
tialismandconstructivismorconstructionism?

Topicsinthisissue’sarticlesrangefromtheAncientGreekquestionsand
answersonthepositionsofindividualbeingsintheuniverse,throughthedif‑
ferent subjectivepossibilitiesof religious,moral, and ethical choices, to the
methodologicalreflectionondefiningindividuals’positionsinsocialandcul‑
turalframeworks.

In thefirst text,A revitalisation of virtue ethics in contemporary education,
AnnaDrabarekdiscussesthequestionofthepossibilityofapplyingAristotle’s
virtueethicstotherealmofeducationandusingasaguide.Theattitudeof
a justlyproudmanconsists,amongotherthings,inapprovingofwhatisgood;
atthesametime,however,hestrivestowardsself‑sufficiency.Self‑improve‑
ment,which emphasises self‑sufficiency, oftenbecomesbehaviour that can,
unfortunately,generatestandoffishness,arrogance,andegotism.

SebastianHüsch,theauthorofthesecondarticleGeistlosigkeit. Reflexionen 
zur Aktualität von Søren Kierkegaards Konstruktion des Selbst im Spannungsfeld 
von Immanenz und Transzendenz, analyses the concept of “spiritlessness” as
understoodbySørenKierkegaardasa stateofmindwhichcutsouttranscend‑
ent possibilities for the benefit of reduced immanent probabilities and thus
hinders the individualfrombecoming the true Self.The paper investigates
thetopicalityofKierkegaard’sdialecticsof“spirit”and“spiritlessness”forthe
constitutionoftheselfinthe21stcentury,basedontheworksbyKierkegaard
and,inter alia,MartinHeideggerandCharlesTaylor.

Thethirdpaper,byJaromirBrejdak,Genealogy of collective intentionality: 
Max Scheler and Michael Tomasello,describestheconnectionsbetweenshared
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andcollectiveintentionality,comparingMichaelTomasello’sconceptwiththe
Schelerianthree‑dimensionalconceptofintentionality.Thisarticlediscusses
Tomasello’sevolutionarypsychology,particularlyponderingthehorizonofco‑
operation;andScheler’sphenomenologyofacts,especiallycharacterisingthe
horizonofresponsibilityandco‑responsibility,whichgives intentionality its
uniquecharacter.Theauthor’s reinterpretationallowshimto indicate some
similaritiesofbothconcepts.

The fourth text, byAnnaAlichniewicz,Monstrous body: between alien
ness and ownness,presentsphenomenologicalinquiryintotheexperienceof
theOther’smonstrous body— a  topic which remainsmostly untouched
inphilosophicaldiscourse.A promisingframework for the analysisof the
ambivalentreactiontotheencounterwitha monstroushumanbodycanbe
providedbyEdmundHusserl’sphenomenologicalinquiryintotheprocessof
“pairing”, developedinhisCartesian meditations.Itseemsthatinthisexperi‑
ence,the“pairing” processisfrustratingandderangedbecausetheprocessof
apperceptionisdisturbedbyatypicaloruniquecharacteristicsofthemon‑
strousbody.

Thefiftharticle,byMariaGołębiewska,Legal interpretation in Paul Am
selek’s phenomenology of law — between subjectivism and objectivism,providesan
outlineofPaulAmselek’sassumptionsandthesesabout legal interpretation.
One of themethodological aims ofAmselek’s philosophical reflection is to
harmonisetwocontextsforframinginterpretation—thewidecontextofher‑
meneutics,andthenarrowercontextof legal logicandargument(including
rhetoricandspeechacttheory).Heendeavourstospecifythemethodological
possibilitiesofinterpretingtheattitudes,motivations,andaffectivefactorsof
subjects‑participantsincommunicationsituation.

AgnieszkaDoda‑Wyszyńska andMonikaObrębska outline in the sixth
paper,The political subject and hero in culture in the light of Juri Lotman’s theory. 
The case of Lech Wałęsa, the dependence between culture and its inherent
mechanismof forgetting,andbetweena heroanda political subject.They
employ the theoryof JuriLotman,underliningthe roleof individuals and
single events in culture, and analyse an exampleof the contemporaryPol‑
ishpolitician(LechWałęsa).WałęsaexemplifiesLotman’snotionofa mobile
hero,onewhopoweredthecourseofhistorybutwho’spresentdaypolitical
andsocialactivityisofemptycharacter,lackinga goalanddeepermeaning.
Theactionsheperformstakeplacewithina closedsemanticfieldwithoutnew
semioticquality.

Theseventhpaper,Transcendentalism, social embeddedness, and the problem 
of individuality byAnnaMichalska, isa critiqueofthenotionofecological
andsocialembeddednessfroma pragmatic‑transcendentalviewpoint.Theau‑
thorarguesthatthemosttroublesomefeatureoftheconceptisthatmanyof
itsproponentsoversimplifybyconsideringselfhoodasa  formofaberration
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whichmerelyprovidesvindicationforinequalityandviolence.Thepaperap‑
proachestheproblembycritiquingStephenTurner’srepudiationoftranscen‑
dentalcollectivismandtrackstheinterrelationshipsbetweensocialdevelop‑
mentandthedevelopmentoftheself,showingthattherelationshipbetween
individual selves and social reality is an extremely complex andmultifactor
matterwhich we cannot hope to navigatewithout a  proper transcendental
frame.

PrzemysławSzczurek, the authorof thenextpaperentitledDharmarāja 
and Dhammarāja (II). Yudhiṣṭhira’s moral dilemmas before the great bat
tle (Mahābhārata 5,70), aims at a  closer examinationof theMahābhārata’s
adhyāya5,70.Szczurekanalyses thekingYudhiṣṭhira’sattitudetowards the
duty(dharma)ofthekingandwarfare.Theking,deprivedofhiskingdom,
statesthateventhoughpeacefulconflictresolutionwouldbethebest,ifwar
is inevitable, itmustbeacceptedeventually.However,heraisessomeargu‑
ments against the war. The analysis of Yudhiṣṭhira’s ambivalent utterance
is considered in the context of twokinds of references: those echoing the
earlyBuddhistethicsthattotallycondemnwarandotherpassagesfromthe
Mahābhārataglorifyingthedharmaofwarriors.

Thenextpaper,byNinaBudziszewska,focusesonSynkretyczne pouczenie 
jogiczne w  Ćarakasanhicie (Śarirasthana 1.137–155) [A syncretic yogic in‑
struction inCarakasanhita (Śarirasthana1.137–155)]. The author examines
Śarirasthana, a partof theĆarakasaṃhitā,whichcomprises theUpanishads,
theMahābhārata,someSāṃkhya’sandVaiśeṣika’snotionsaswellastheele‑
mentsofmeditativepracticedeveloped in theBuddhist tradition.Budzisze‑
wskapresentsherinterpretationofthisshortSanskrittreatisereconstructing
stepbystepthesubsequentstagesofthepathofspiritualandpsycho‑physical
discipline(yoga)capturedinthiscrucialsourceofIndiantraditionalmedicine
(āyurveda).

Inthelastarticle,Euklidesowy traktat Podziałkanonu i pitagorejska harmo
nika[TheEuclideanDivision of the canonandPythagoreanharmonics],Anna
MariaLaskowskareflectsonthePolishtranslationofa shortAncientGreek
treatisePodział kanonu[Thedivisionofthecanon],commonlydatedtothe3rd
centuryBCE,andcastsdoubtthatthetreatiseauthorisEuclidhimself.The
treatiseessentiallyconsistsoftwodistinctparts:anintroductionandtwenty
theoremsinthestyleofEuclid’sElements.Anunderlyingideaofboththein‑
troductionandtheworkonthetranslationisthatThe division of the canonisan
eminentlyPythagoreantext,whichbothexpressedandprovedtheirconviction
aboutthemathematicalstructureoftheuniverse.ThefirstPolishtranslation
ofthistreatisebyLaskowskaispublishedinthefollowingcolumn“Transla‑
tionintoPolish”.

Thefinalcolumnoftheissuecontainsa booknotebyPawełSznajderwhore‑
viewstworecentlypublishedmonographsdiscussinghermeneutics:Dominika
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Czakon’sZagubienie w interpretacji. HansGeorg Gadamer wobec kultury i sztuki 
współczesnej [Gettinglostintheinterpretation.Hans‑GeorgGadamerinthe
faceofcontemporarycultureandart] andJanPomorski’s Rzecz o wyobraźni 
historycznej. Ćwiczenia z hermeneutyki[Athingabouthistoricalimagination.
Exercisesinhermeneutics].

TheissueiscompletedwithMagdalenaReuter’ssummaryandcommentar‑
iesrelatingtothetopicsofthebookBeing you. A new science of consciousnessby
AnilSeth.
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