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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, thequestionof subjectivity seemsparticularly important in the
“turns”discussed inthehumanandsocial sciencesafter2000,whichdefine
subjectivityinsucha waythatabolishescleardistinctions,oppositions,orapo‑
riasbetweensubjectandobject(ofcognitionandaction),subjectivityandob‑
jectivity(ofprinciples,models,andsystems),thesingularcaseandthegeneral
rule,cultureandnature,andthehumanbeingandotherbeings.Subjectivity
and theconditions for subjectiveexistence, cognition, andactionhavebeen
exploredbysomeanthropocentricapproachesthatare important inmodern
times, forexample,fromRenéDescartes, throughImmanuelKantandEd‑
mundHusserl—inhisphenomenologyasdevelopedbycontemporarypost‑
phenomenologists —topragmatismandthepragmatics.Conceptsandresearch
traditionssuchaspragmatismandpost‑phenomenologyreformulatethetopic
ofsubjectivity,recognisingtheprimacyofthesubjectiveandanthropological
determinantsofthehumanspeciesandindividuals,ontheassumptionofthe
objectivity of the immaterial,material, intersubjective, environmental, sym‑
bolic,andbiologicalconditionsandrulesofexistence,action,andcognitionin
whichtheindividualsubjectisdefinedandwhicharerealisedbythem.

Weproposea pointofdepartureforreflectionwiththefollowingdistinc‑
tionstohighlight,ina moreorderedway,thecomplexrelationshipsbetween
thesubjectandvaluesandnorms,theaxiologicalandthenormative:

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,
AnnaDrabarekdiscussesemployingAristotle’svirtueethics ineducationto
guidecontemporaryyoutheducation.Theattitudeofa justlyproudmancon‑
sists, amongother things, in approvingofwhat isgood; at the same time,
however,hestrivestowardsself‑sufficiency.Self‑improvement,whichempha‑
sisesself‑sufficiency,oftenbecomesbehaviourthatcan,unfortunately,gener‑
atestandoffishness,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,thehorizonofcooperation;andScheler’s
phenomenology of acts, thehorizonof responsibility and co‑responsibility,
whichgives intentionality itsuniquecharacter.Theauthor’sreinterpretation
allowshimtoindicatesomesimilaritiesofbothconcepts.

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‑participantsincommunication.

AgnieszkaDoda‑Wyszyńska andMonikaObrębska outline in the sixth
paper,The political subject and hero in culture in the light of Yuri Lotman’s 
theory. The case of Lech Wałęsa,thedependencebetweencultureanditsin‑
herentmechanismofforgetting,andbetweena heroanda politicalsubject.
TheyemploythetheoryofYuriLotman,underliningtheroleofindividuals
andsingleeventsinculture,andanalysea Polishpolitician(LechWałęsa)by
wayofexample.WałęsaexemplifiesLotman’snotionofa mobilehero,one
whopoweredthecourseofhistorybutwho’spresentdaypoliticalandsocial
activityisofemptycharacter,lackinga goalanddeepermeaning.Theactions
heperformstakeplacewithina closedsemanticfieldwithoutnewsemiotic
quality.

Theseventhpaper,Transcendentalism, social embeddedness, and the problem 
of individuality byAnnaMichalska, is a  critique of the notion of ecologi‑
calandsocialembeddednessfroma pragmatic‑transcendentalviewpoint.The
authorarguesthatthemosttroublesomefeatureoftheconceptisthatmany
of its proponents oversimplify by considering selfhood as a  form of aber‑
ration whichmerely provides vindication for inequality and violence. The
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paperapproachestheproblembycritiquingStephenTurner’srepudiationof
transcendental collectivism and tracks the interrelationshipsbetween social
developmentandthedevelopmentoftheself,showingthattherelationship
betweenindividualselvesandsocialrealityisanextremelycomplexandmul‑
tifactormatterwhich wecannothopetonavigatewithouta propertranscen‑
dentalframe.

PrzemysławSzczurek, the authorof thenextpaperentitledDharmarāja 
and Dhammarāja (part II): Yudhiṣṭhira’s moral dilemmas before the great bat-
tle,aimsata closerexaminationoftheMahābhārata’sadhyāya5,70.Szczurek
analyses the king Yudhiṣṭhira’s attitude towards the duty (dharma) of the
kingandwarfare.Theking,deprivedofhiskingdom,statesthateventhough
peaceful conflict resolutionwouldbe thebest, ifwar is inevitable, itmust
beacceptedeventually.However,heraisessomeargumentsagainstthewar.
TheanalysisofYudhiṣṭhira’sambivalentutteranceisconsideredinthecon‑
textoftwokindsofreferences:thoseechoingtheearlyBuddhistethicsthat
totallycondemnwarandotherpassagesfromtheMahābhārataglorifyingthe
dharmaofwarriors.

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).

In the lastarticle,Euklidesowy traktat ‘Podział kanonu’ i pitagorejska har-
monika[TheEuclidean‘Divisionofthecanon’andPythagoreanharmonics],
AnnaMariaLaskowska reflectsonthePolish translationofa  shortancient
GreektreatisePodział kanonu[Thedivisionofthecanon],commonlydated
tothe3rdcenturyBCE,andcastsdoubtthatthetreatiseauthorisEuclidhim‑
self.Thetreatiseessentiallyconsistsoftwodistinctparts:anintroductionand
twentytheoremsinthestyleofEuclid’sElements.Anunderlyingideaofboth
the introductionand theworkon the translation is thatThe division of the 
canonisaneminentlyPythagoreantext,whichbothexpressedandprovedtheir
convictionaboutthemathematicalstructureoftheuniverse.ThefirstPolish
translationofthistreatisebyLaskowskaispublishedinthefollowingcolumn
“TranslationintoPolish”.

Thefinalcolumnoftheissuecontainsa booknotebyPawełSznajderwhore‑
viewstworecentlypublishedmonographsdiscussinghermeneutics:Dominika
Czakon’sZagubienie w interpretacji. Hans-Georg Gadamer wobec kultury i sztuki 



Introduction 345

współczesnej [Gettinglostintheinterpretation.Hans‑GeorgGadamerinthe
faceofcontemporarycultureandart] andJanPomorski’s Rzecz o wyobraźni 
historycznej. Ćwiczenia z hermeneutyki[Athingabouthistoricalimagination.
Exercisesinhermeneutics].
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