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Purpose. Based on tracing dualistic tendencies in the history of the concept "self" formation, the paper aims to
clarify in what way dualism — contradistinction of the self and sociality, in particular — is being overcome in phe-
nomenological and hermeneutic approaches to the self. Methodology. The systematic and integrative approaches,
hermeneutic, phenomenological and retrospective methods, comparative analysis, description and synthesis underlie
the research conducted in this paper. Theoretical basis. The development of the concept "self" is traced based on
historical retrospective of its definitions. The paper shows the influence of Kantian interpretation of the self upon the
contemporary approaches, presents the comparative analysis of the most recent definitions of the self and illustrates
the study results on the relation of the self to the body, the world, the narration and the identity with reference to
Martin Heidegger, Paul Ricoeur and Charles Taylor in particular. Originality. An integration of phenomenological
and hermeneutic approaches to the self is introduced in the paper. It is argued that phenomenological and hermeneu-
tic interpretations can be represented as complementing each other, since they share the anti-dualist perspective and
interweave in description of the key aspects of the self, particularly sociality and language. Conclusion. Dualism is
overcome in the contemporary interpretations of the self as it is clear from the phenomenological and hermeneutic
approaches example. There is no more acute opposition between the self and the world, the self and the body, the
self and the social life of a person. The self is considered as "being-in-the-world" which unfolds through intersection
of different dimensions: subjectivity, body, temporality, language and sociality. Sociality provides the self with
a moral framework through identity and enables conditions for person’s self-fulfillment, since the self reaches com-
pleteness only by transcending itself towards the others. The modern discovery of the self entails the need to invent
a new type of solidarity.

Keywords: self; body; sociality; identity; narrative; good; authenticity; phenomenology; hermeneutics

Introduction

The contemporaneity is usually described as the period when the Modern mindset has been
undermined and the fundamental values have collapsed. Relativization becomes its determinant
feature and, in a sense, its destiny. The contemporary person experiences melancholy, apathy,
"ennui" and existential discomfort in a crumbled universe of meanings. Driven by the feeling of
loss and disorder, the human being has the need to fill the gaps. Metaphysical systems have
crashed, a traditional form of religion has been transformed by secularization, social institutions
have been compromised — consequently, a person has no solid ground to rely on except oneself,
except one’s own self. Facing the petrifying, mechanizing and instrumentalizing civilization,
a person seeks internal coherence and integrity. Charles Taylor calls the contemporaneity "the
Age of Authenticity”, inasmuch as since 1960s a philosophical focus has been shifted to person’s
subjectivity and self. Henceforth, a person rebels against the discipline and limits imposed by the
"system", strives "to be oneself", endeavors to discover one’s own authentic path (Taylor,
2007, p. 473, p. 476). Personal feelings, personal wealth, personal fulfilment, personal life,
personal health, personal privacy, and much else "personal” besides become the major preoc-
cupations of people. Media culture intensifies this tension through dramatization of the real vs.
the fake, the natural vs. fabricated (McCarthy, 2009, p. 241, p. 243). By the way, "this gives
much of the 20" century human sciences, like psychology and sociology, their subject matter"
and make them extremely significant and popular in nowadays (Smith, 1997, p. 49).
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However, the self-orientation, the shift to subjectivity and the pursuit of authenticity often qual-
ify as a mere egoism or an outbreak of hedonism. Personal affiliations seem to be purely instru-
mental, since they must only satisfy desires and aspirations of one’s own self. Such self-centered
interpretation of authenticity, on the one hand, and acute social problems of multicultural world
entailing discussion on the concept of identity, on the other hand, evoke the need for a careful re-
search on the human self. The questions raised in this respect are: can the human self — and to what
extent if it can, indeed — cooperate with others and be open to the others? What is the correlation
between selfhood and identity? What is the most adequate interpretation of selfhood to be applied
in the contemporary world?

Purpose

Based on tracing dualistic tendencies in the history of the concept "self" formation, the paper
aims to clarify in what way dualism — contradistinction of the self and sociality, in particular — is
being overcome in phenomenological and hermeneutic approaches to the self.

Methodology

The systematic and integrative approaches, hermeneutic, phenomenological and retrospective
methods, comparative analysis, description and synthesis underlie the research conducted in this

paper.

Presentation of the main material

Taken for granted contemporary conception of self does not reflect, indeed, some kind of innate
human property. The self — according to the formulation of the 20" century anthropologist Marcel
Mauss (Hundert, 1997, p. 72) — is "an artefact of a long and varied history of human communities".
Human beings of archaic cultures were defined through their belonging to a group; and, surely,
emotions or conscience alone could not motivate them, whereas their actions were justified by kin-
ship, descent and status responsibilities deriving from their membership in a particular family clan.

Graeco-Roman philosophical tradition yielded two approaches to interpretation of the self clas-
sified by Christopher Gill as "objective-participant” and "subjective-individualist" (Sorabji, 2008,
p. 14).

The first one was elaborated in the Classical period by Socrates, Plato and Aristotle. Although
there was a range of words for "self" in the Ancient Greek language, their meanings were varying
even in the same sentence and there was no single word with a strict definition that we could iden-
tify with what we currently understand as "self" (Organ, 1987; Seaford, 2017; Sorabji, 2008).
Sometimes the self in the ancient Greek texts is identical with soul or some aspect of soul. In
"Phaedo" and "Phaedrus" we find out that Plato, following Socrates, defined soul as immortal and
divine, but intellectual rather than spiritual. According to Plato, soul was a rational part of the hu-
man being whereby Forms were perceived and known. Hence, the true self, according to Plato,
was human reason superior to and separable from the body. Aristotle interpreted soul as the Form
of the body — that is the essence of the human being — which was individual for each person
and at the same time similar to the Forms of other people. The true self consisted in the ac-
complishment of this substantial universal human essence that he defined as leading a good life
and the good life meant the life guided by reason. Socrates, Plato and Aristotle concurred
about the definition of the good life: they agreed that the deployment of the true self was pos-
sible exclusively through participation in the life of polis, through fulfillment of civic duties;
being a good person was equal to being a good citizen (Raaflaub, 2016; Sihvola, 2008).
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An explicit "subjective-individualist” interpretation originated with Hellenistic philosophers,
Stoics to be precise, who discovered the internal world of the human being and separated it from
the external social mask that people were condemned to wear. Panaetius distinguished the first
persona as a rational being, which was universal and common for all people, and the second per-
sona as individual and the only necessary for making moral decisions. Epictetus referred to pro-
hairesis — will, which he described as the only part of the human being independent of any ex-
ternal authority and completely controlled and enhanced by a person herself. Self-sufficiency of
the human being — independence of human self-fulfillment and happiness from any external fac-
tors and social participation — was expressed with the concept of autarky. The shift to inwardness
resulted from the collapse of the polis and the consequent downgrading of civic values. An ab-
stract notion "person” — for which the self is a core — kept being elaborated in the Ancient Rome
where a person was seen as the locus of general rights and duties endowed with conscience and
inner life.

In Christianity a person was interpreted as a sacred being, as a possessor of an immortal soul,
as the source of autonomous motivation and capability of self-development. As Charles Taylor
(1992) formulates "It is hardly an exaggeration to say that it was Augustine who introduced the
inwardness of radical reflexivity and bequeathed it to the Western tradition of thought" (p. 131).
St Augustine claimed: "in interiore homine habitat veritas" — "the truth lives in the internal man";
he focused on the internal dimension of a human being and defined a true way to the God
through self-knowledge, through self-discovery of one’s own soul.

In Italian Renaissance the rise of an individual self was reflected in autobiographies and por-
traits whereby self-awareness and subjectivity were developing. Renaissance humanists singled
out four basic components of self: 1) self-knowledge; 2) self-presentation as "giving a good im-
pression of oneself" examined through interest to character types, psychological disorders, simu-
lation and dissimulation (Marsilio Ficino, Fransic Bacon, Robert Burton); 3) uniqueness of an
individual and one’s independence of definitions through membership; 4) sincerity — the need "to
thine own to be true" as Shakespear mentioned in "Hamlet” (Burke, 1997, p. 19).

In the 17" century an increased interest in the concept of self was connected to developments
in natural and moral philosophy as well as society and culture in general. While the Middle Ages
could be characterized with emotional instability of a person, "oscillation between despair and
distracted joy, between cruelty and pious tenderness”, as Johan Huizinga puts it (Burke, 1997,
p. 19), the consolidation of centralized state in the Early Modernity led to consolidation of the
self. The chaos of the religious wars had been overcome and a political stability of the Modern
state entailed a psychological stability of a person. Self-control became a subject of examination
in a variety of "conduct books". Due to philosophy of Rene Descartes and John Locke the ques-
tion of person’s self was detached from theology and associated with consciousness. Modern
definition of the self — that underlies the contemporary Western culture — relied on role distance
of the self (that is person’s ability to adopt or abandon social roles by will) and autonomy (mean-
ing person’s capacity and responsibility to decide on one’s own actions and life plan) (Hundert,
1997, p. 73).

Charles Taylor calls this modern version a "buffered self" and traces its origin from seculari-
zation and deism. In the Pre-modern and pre-secular age a human being was considered as "po-
rous" that is vulnerable to spirits, demons, cosmic forces and gripped with fear. Iliness was ex-
plained as a condition of being sapped by sins or possessed by demons (Taylor, 2007, p. 39).
Secularization paved the way to deism which reduced God’s power to creation of unbreakable
natural laws and whereby disenchanted the world. Henceforth, the world was completely ration-
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al, intelligible, scientifically explicable and predictable. In its turn, the scientific picture of the
world implied a very different existential condition compared to the pre-modern "porous”
one — "buffered" self. Charles Taylor (2007) explains "I can see the boundary as a buffer, such
that the things beyond don’t need to ‘get to me’... The self can see itself as invulnerable, as mas-
ter of meanings of things for it" (p. 38). The modern "buffered” self is disengaged of everything
outside of its mind; it is detached of any external impact and defines meanings and its ultimate
purposes within itself. Driven by self-discipline and self-control the "buffered” self prescinds
from its own desires, inclinations, compulsions, emotions, and therefore, its actions are com-
pletely rational. The "buffered" self is even withdrawn of its own body; the idea of such with-
drawal was explicitly formulated in Cartesian dualism. Cogito implies that I know about my
thinking with certainty, and thus, thinking is my essence; since bodily nature is not reliable, it
cannot belong to my essence which must be incorporeal. Hence, my thinking — which is my self
and which constitutes my essence — is independent of my body (Taylor, 2007, p. 285).

Unity and importance of an individual self is affirmed through Cartesian cogito but in a spe-
cific manner. Interpretation of the self by Rene Descartes has a scientific form, since it is based
on definition of the human being as the subject in its general essence, the subject who is guided
by impersonal reason and universal method rules. The purpose of the Cartesian research is a sci-
entific and instrumentally efficient knowledge.

However, there is a contrasting early modern approach to the self — the one formulated by
Michel de Montaigne. Montaigne did not examine a sort of general rules, regularities or essential
common characteristics of the self; on the contrary, he asserted the necessity to affirm one’s own
distinctiveness and uniqueness, to acknowledge one’s own true needs, intentions and desires
conflicting with established common social norms. Montaigne defined self-discovery as aimed at
plunging into the depth of one’s self, revealing one’s own ways of expression, inquiring one’s
own individual interpretations non-reducible to any general common system. In fact, Mon-
taigne’s approach — and not Cartesian one — can be identified among the fundamentals of the Ex-
pressivist turn deploying in the 19" century on the grounds of Romanticism. The Expressivist
turn marked a shift from the Cartesian disengaged cold self-discipline to post-Augustinian dis-
covery of one’s own inwardness, to the need of revealing one’s own immense depth and to the
urge of self-expression. Within this paradigm, a human being was interpreted as the one with the
power of expression and creative imagination, the one with the need to articulate one’s own in-
ward source (Taylor, 1992, p. 181, p. 389). The contemporary Age of Authenticity has emerged
due to the Expressivist turn, indeed.

The historical review above shows that all conceptions in question share common metaphysi-
cal fundamentals: substantialism, essentialism and dualism. The self is defined — explicitly or
implicitly — as an independent substance, superior to the body, separate from the body, as the es-
sence of human being, as having definitive role compared to the body. The one who broke this
tradition — and, eventually, whose ideas underlie the contemporary reinterpretations of the self —
was Immanuel Kant (Parasain, 2017).

He defined subjectivity as spontaneous self-activity. The "I think" is a self-activity which is
a basic fact of human subjectivity and gives subjectivity its unique ontological character (Kant,
1998, p. 246).

On distinguishing the phenomenal self and the noumenal self, Immanuel Kant (1998) ex-
plained that "one can consider the causality of this being in two aspects, as intelligible in action
as a thing in itself, and sensible in the effects of that action as an appearance in the world of
senses” (p. 535). The empirical self is the object of inner sense, the soul in appearance. The
noumenal self is invisible and active of itself. The actions of the noumenal self have effects in
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the sensible world. By definition noumenal self is unknowable and not available for perception,
cognition or any insight; however, Immanuel Kant called it the "proper self", a source of morali-
ty, personality and intelligence.

He also added a crucial point about the noumenal self (Kant, 1996, p. 99) "Now, a human be-
ing really finds in himself a capacity by which he distinguishes himself from all other things,
even from himself insofar as he is affected by objects, and that is reason". Therefore, as it fol-
lows, the self is unknowable not only because it is a thing-in-itself (houmenon) but also because
it is a subject and can never be treated as an object, as a thing. Subjectivity is a fundamentally
different ontological category from thinghood.

Seren Kierkegaard also broke with substantialist-objectivist tradition and refuted definition of
the self as an immutable entity, a fixed monad, or a substance constituted once and for all. He
explained that the self manifested itself through constant relation and becoming, the self consist-
ed in subjectivity and not in something detached and objective. He described the self as
a particular self in living interaction with its particular surrounding, life conditions and itself (as
self-awareness), as a dialectical relation between opposite poles: finitude and eternity, necessity
and possibility. The true self was also interpreted as becoming and as relation to and dependence
upon a higher power not through objective thought but through subjective passion (Stan, 2017,
p. 47, p. 95).

Summing up the review of genealogy of the self, we can infer that the concept "self" is multi-
dimensional, has a long transformation story and, hence, should be historically and culturally
situated.

Kantian and Kierkegaardian interpretations of the self impacted the development of the 20™
century conceptions of the self the majority of which share an anti-essentialist orientation. Alt-
hough, the self is denied at all in analytic philosophy (Sorabji, 2006, p. 17), the two crucial ap-
proaches to the self, reflecting the core trends of the 20" century philosophical thought, are phe-
nomenological and hermeneutic ones (Galuschek, 2017, p. 35) that will be examined in more
details below. A contemporary Danish philosopher Dan Zahavi explains that according to the
phenomenological definition the self is "a dimension that is always already implied in any kind
of experience" and according to the hermeneutical definition the self consists in "a constantly
changing result of a process of narrative construction of identity" (Engberg-Pedersen, 2008,
p. 179).

Nevertheless, some contemporary researchers — as Corey Anton and Richard Sorabiji, for in-
stance — claim that we should reconsider the possibility of metaphysics of selfhood, since avoid-
ing metaphysical arguments leads to errors and contradictions. Richard Sorabji (2008) states that
a basic metaphysics of the self is to be found in a definition that he suggests: self is "an embod-
ied individual owner who sees himself as me and me again and views the world in terms of its
relation to me and me again” (p. 13), where me is considered as individuality, self-awareness and
subjectivity. Hence, the self is not an essence, it’s an owner (Sorabji, 2006, p. 22). Yet, he em-
phasizes that social relations and roles (like being a son/father, a teacher/engineer, an Ameri-
can/ltalian etc.) — that is, our identities which we build into our selves — are important to our
overall picture of our selves but they are not metaphysical and essential, since they keep chang-
ing throughout our lives under different circumstances. Speaking of some essential characteris-
tics of the self, interiority, unity and continuity are to be mentioned (Arciero, & Bondolfi, 2009,
p. 32). The self is inward and the variety of its experience keeps being integrated within it
throughout a human life. The permanence of a particular self holds in time: the uninterrupted
continuity and sameness are always observed between the first and the last stage in the develop-
ment of an individual, like an oak tree is the same from the acorn to the fully developed tree, or
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a person from birth to death. As Paul Ricoeur (1992) puts it "[T]he ordered series of small
changes... threaten resemblance without destroying it" (p. 117).

Due to the self, a human being also cognizes her own experience. Knowledge about herself
turns a human being from an observer of the world to an actor in the world: self-discovery and
self-knowledge entail self-creation. Hence, man-as-self is both process and product.

Paul Ricoeur stated that the self is specified by the power-to-do; a person is the agent on
whom the action depends and who has one’s one history (Ricoeur, 1992, p. 113). A contempo-
rary Canadian researcher Henry Venema (2000) concludes likewise that the self is the subject
endowed with the power of agency whereas the agency is expressed through (1) speech, (2) ac-
tion and (3) narration. These three aspects, on the one hand, intersect at some points with and,
on the other hand, are complemented by the four interwoven dimensions of selfhood distin-
guished by Corey Anton (2001): 1) embodiment; 2) temporality; 3) sociality; 4) symbolicity.
These mutually complementing classifications draw a holistic picture of the self by combining
hermeneutic and phenomenological approaches. Let us take a closer look on them.

A key representative of phenomenological approach to the self Martin Heidegger opposes,
like Immanuel Kant, selfhood to thinghood and refutes the Cartesian mind-body and subject-
object dualism. He explains that the initial relation we have to the world is not the one of
knowledge about the world as an alienated object. We have, instead, an immediate relation to the
world and we can be compared to a craftsman who knows his craft, who knows to do it but is not
necessarily capable for a clear explanation of it. We relate to the world as the world of "tools,
equipment” we use for our tasks. Alienated reflexion about them as "things" independent of our
activities is secondary and derivative. Martin Heidegger coins a term Dasein — "being-there" that
is there in the world, "being-in-the-world" — with which the mind-body and mind-world integrity
is grasped. Dasein does not allow the distinction between mind or self and the world.

Hence, the self is not a "thinking thing", distinct of bodily experience. Self exists in the world
as a lived body here and now, in space and time. The self is "being-in-the-world" and the body
enables "being-in-the-world": it is through the body that we perform our activities in the world
and interact with others. The self and the body are inseparable (Heidegger, 2010, p. 350). Body
is not something I possess; body is not an object of ownership and is not a thing or a property to
dispose. Body is a way to be in the world. Such anti-Cartesian interpretation of body is extreme-
ly topical in the contemporary Media culture grounded in consumerism and consideration of the
body as a marketable commodity, as objectivated and alienated of the self. In nowadays, the
body is essential for fashion industry and advertisement; it is exposed to hygienic and therapeutic
care, diet and exercising; it is used in medical and pharmaceutical research and commercial en-
terprises; it underlies the cult of health and eternal youth. The body became an object of con-
sumption, possession and investment: it is considered as something that is supposed to give prof-
it. Under such circumstances, reconsideration of phenomenological interpretation should evoke
the reevaluation of the human body and the restoration of person’s integrity.

There is no mind or self before or independently of the activity likewise. Dasein is self-
constituting through its self-temporalizing and self-affecting activity. Embodiment and temporal-
ity correlate with two fundamental existentials that constitute Dasein and disclose "being-in-the-
world": understanding and attunement (Heidegger, 2010, p. 130, p. 155).

"As understanding, Dasein projects its being upon possibilities" (Heidegger, 2010, p. 144).
It means to project oneself upon one’s possibility of "having the potentiality-for-being-in-the-
world", to form or to picture possibilities that the world and one’s current situation afford.
(Heidegger, 2010, p. 140, p. 283). Understanding entails interpretation; understanding and inter-
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pretation are always to be expressed, and expression is possible by means of language. In form-
ing the horizon of possibilities, Dasein is giving itself a temporal character. Understanding is
grounded in the future, whereas attunement temporalizes itself in having-been, since the "nature
of mood is a bringing back to" (Heidegger, 2010, p. 162, p. 325).

Attunement means that we always find ourselves in the world through some mood. Being in
some mood is a specifically human way of having the world and being in the world. We do not
find ourselves in the world as neutral alienated spectators; we rather find ourselves in the world
as belonging to it as to a realm of significance and meaning, and thus, moods and attunement
constitute a sense of belonging to the world. Dasein expresses its moods (modes of attunement)
through body and language: intonation, gesture etc.; and it needs to express itself "not because it
has been initially cut off as ‘something internal’ from something outside, but because as being-
in-the-world it is already ‘outside’” (Heidegger, 2010, p. 157).

Being-a-self is also revealed through care. Being-a-self means that its own being and the
world are always an issue for it; they always matter to it. Martin Heidegger (2010) emphasizes
"[H]aving to do with something, producing something, attending something and looking after it,
making use of something, giving something up and letting it go, undertaking, accomplishing...
considering, discussing” (p. 57) — all these ways of being-in-the-world have concern or care.

Being-in-the-world is also being-with (Mitsein), being-with-others, and thereby attunement
implies co-attunement with others. We are "attuned” together in the world: we interact with oth-
ers, feel empathy and compassion. Our body is what connects us to others. We do not feel the
other’s pain but we feel it with him and we sense an urge to help him. When someone is afraid it
does not mean that we are afraid as well or afraid together, it rather means that we are afraid for
him (Heidegger, 2010, p. 111, p. 138).

However, Martin Heidegger clarifies that the self can be authentic and inauthentic. Daily ac-
tivities and social roles absorb the self and lead to an inauthentic way of being: the self dissolves
in the They (das Man). Authenticity, by contrast, can be achieved only through plunging into in-
dividuality and solitude — through being-toward-death (each one meet one’s death alone and
cannot understand it through someone else’s death). Being-toward-death enables the reevaluation
of life from the finitude perspective and reveals the lostness of Dasein in the They (Heidegger,
2010, p. 241, p. 255).

Hence, as it has just been illustrated, phenomenological approach to the self implies that body
and temporality are integral components of the self and this integrity excludes a mere possibility
of dualism. Furthermore, Martin Heidegger had added language as a third inherent constituent of
the self, and this specification, eventually, branched off as a hermeneutical interpretation of the
self outlined here below.

Symbolicity of the self is a linguistic nature of the self. Formation and development of the
self are possible exclusively within and by means of a particular language. Language is that
whereby a person tells the story of her life and whereby others are inscribed in her life story.
Consideration of the self in terms of narrative belongs to the hermeneutic approach, and its key
advocates in the 20" century philosophy are Paul Ricoeur and Charles Taylor.

The junction between self and narrative was first made in Stoicism, indeed. Plutarch noted
that memories were needed to weave one’s life into a united whole, to make a story of one’s life
holistic (Sorabji, 2008, p. 22). In later centuries, when the future received an outstanding and sa-
cred meaning due to the Biblical concept of the linear history, the future replaced the past in its
role of a cornerstone of person’s life story.

Understanding of one’s life as an unfolding story, as a narrative is based on weaving past,
present and future: a human being is permanently changing, becoming different, so the question

doi: 10.15802/ampr.v0i13.122840 © U. I. Lushch, 2018

23



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)

Antpononoriyni BuMipu ¢inocodcbkux nociimpkens, 2018, Bum. 13

AKTYAJIBHI IMTAHHS ®UIOCODPCHKOI AHTPOIIOJIOT T

is not only "who am 1?" but also "how have | become who | am now?" and "who am | planning
to become?". Grasping human life in a narrative means interpreting it as a quest, as a process, as
a linear development. Charles Taylor (1992, p. 48) explains it this way "[A]s | project my life
forward and endorse the existing direction or give it a new one, | project a future story, not just
a state of momentary future but a bent for my whole life to come". So what is crucial here is not
the goal of life itself or how close one is to it; it is rather about directedness towards the goal,
towards the good and the happy life and one’s motivation in regard to them. The goal might be
difficult or even impossible to achieve but a key question is about basic orientation towards it,
about a gradual process of striving and approaching it.

As it follow from narrative interpretation, the self is not something that we possess as an ob-
ject independent of our understanding or values, in the same way as we possess organs of our
bodies. "But we are only selves insofar as... we seek and find orientation to the good" (Taylor,
1992, p. 34).

Paul Ricoeur points out to the triad "describe, narrate, prescribe" which relates constitution of
the action with the constitution of the self. He deduces that there is no ethically neutral narrative
because narration — shifting from description to prescription — always requires an ethical frame-
work: "a narrative as an exchange of practical wisdom always includes approval or disapproval
of actions, and any evaluation relies on ethical determinations” (Ricoeur, 1992, p. 114, p. 163).

Therefore, narrative interpretation of the self always implies a teleological perspective — the
aim to the good life (Ricoeur, 1992, p. 169). A way in which a person defines the good shapes
the self. So the self and the good correlate and this correlation is one of fundamentals of the self.

From the first glance it might seem that sociality and self are contradictory concepts, that so-
ciality restricts the freedom of self, deprives it of its individuality and uniqueness, leads it away
from its authentic path. Such conclusion is inspired by self-centered, distorted interpretation of
authenticity, its fallacy is already acknowledged by the contemporary philosophers, and yet,
counter-arguments are not fully articulated.

"The self is social", as Corey Anton (2001) radically states. Along with self-discovery, self-
knowledge, self-awareness, self-creation and self-realization all humans — even though to a dif-
ferent extend — are naturally inclined to care about making a good impression on themselves and
people who surround them, to care about corresponding socially conditioned standards and
norms. Self-image, self-presentation and self-stylization are significant elements of the overall
picture of person’s self, as they construct "social mask", persona, a set of public roles we all
have. Here again, following social norms, standards or traditions does not deprive one’s self of
its autonomy, uniqueness or authenticity, as long as one uses rationality and autonomous inten-
tionality of acting. A person remains free by doing the same thing as the others if and only if
a person acts entirely through herself, meaning if a person understands and rationally grounds
reasons and purposes of acting in this particular way inwardly for herself instead of repeating
blindly what the others do.

Sociality enables the relation between the world and the self. "[W]e are not simply thrown into
social world. We find ourselves undergoing something together" (Crosby, 1996, p. 34). One can be
a self only among other selves. One becomes a self due to the others; becomingness of the self is
possible only in dialogue; one develops a self, reaches self-definition, self-understanding and self-
fulfillment only in relation to selves of the surrounding others. It does not necessarily mean that
one’s self is determined by others, it does not necessarily eliminate autonomy of the self, because
one can also define and shape one’s self by opposing and resisting the others (Taylor, 1992, p. 35).
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Therefore, "both | [and] others are that through which world is what it is, and also other peo-
ple are one of the conditions by which | am able to become who | am as | am one of the condi-
tions by which others are able to become who they are" (Anton, 2001, p. 54).

Identity is a condition whereby sociality is manifested. Identity is the sameness among mem-
bers of a group; it implies a strong notion of group boundedness, an emotionally coloured feeling
of belonging to a group, and hence, it eases a fit between the individual and the social. Identity
serves as grounds for solidarity and makes collective actions possible. Roger Brubaker and Fred-
erick Cooper (2000, p. 15, p. 20) describe three main components of identity: 1) commonality
(sharing the same attributes with other group members); 2) connectedness (the relational ties); 3)
groupness (the sense of belonging to a group). They distinguish two types of identity based on
different modes of its formation. The relational type derives from a position of a person in a rela-
tional web, depends on a job or a role an individual plays in relationships (e.g. friend, husband,
engineer, student, client etc.). The categorical type of identity is defined by a membership in
a class or a category based on sharing the same attributes (e.g. language, gender, ethnicity, reli-
gion, citizenship etc.). This latter one is constructed through narratives. "Social life is ‘storied’"
(Brubaker, & Cooper, 2000, p. 12), that is, narratives constitute the world in which social actors
act. Categorical type of identity usually depends on sharing the same attitude to some events and
this attitude along with the interpretation of these events are encoded in narratives.

To identify oneself means to situate oneself in a narrative, to locate oneself in the social reali-
ty, and thus, to understand how one is prepared to act. Charles Taylor (1992) indicates the essen-
tial link between identity and orientation in moral space. He clarifies that to have identity is to
answer the question "who am 1?", that is, to be oriented in moral space. On being a Catholic, or a
German, or an anarchist, or a teacher, a person defines herself by some moral or spiritual com-
mitments which provide the framework for her to know what is good or bad, what is worth do-
ing, what has meaning and importance for her, what is trivial and secondary. Knowing what is
good, significant and valuable orients a person towards happiness, the most admirable way of
life (in whatever way it might be defined within different moral frameworks). Charles Taylor
(1992) emphasizes that moral orientation is not a metaphysical view we can accept or refute; on
the contrary, it is "a condition of being a functional self" (p. 99). The self needs identity insofar
as it needs the orientation towards the good, and thus, the happiness.

So, on the one hand, solitude and inwardness are inherent to the self, but on the other hand,
the self cannot be fulfilled beyond sociality which at the same time threatens person’s authentici-
ty and autonomy. If a person reduces herself to some partial social role and believes that playing
this role is the single and sufficient way of gaining her whole reason for being, such a person,
eventually, loses her own self (Crosby, 1996, p. 16, p. 22). Identity is contextual, situational, un-
stable, multiple and fluctuating. Identity is a fragment of the self but it can never fully constitute
the self. A person participates in society but she is never a mere element of something complete,
or a detail of a mechanism, or an instrument to some higher goal. As Jacques Maritain (1947)
claimed "Community is the whole composed of wholes" (p. 47). The person is the subject of
rights and belongs only to herself.

Paraphrasing Protagoras: the person lives in the world of which she is the center and the
measure; and yet, the person can reach self-fulfillment only through participation in the being of
others and orientation towards the good and happiness, that is, only through transcending herself
towards the reality beyond herself. "When we deal with persons...we show respect for such be-
ings because of their objective value...then we are transcending ourselves" (Crosby, 1996,
p. 178). On respecting the value of others, their dignity and rights, we are transcending ourselves
as long as we do not chase our own self-centered interests.
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Originality

An integration of phenomenological and hermeneutic approaches to the self is introduced in
the paper. Examination of different dimensions of the self shows that phenomenological and
hermeneutic interpretations of the self can be represented as complementing each other, since
they share the anti-dualist perspective and interweave in description of the key aspects of the
self, particularly sociality and language.

Conclusion

The outlining of historical deployment of the concept "self" allows to make a chain of conclu-
sions.

The first one is that dualism is overcome in the contemporary interpretations of the self as it is
clear from the phenomenological and hermeneutic approaches example. There is no more acute
opposition between the self and the world, the self and the body, the self and the social life of
a person. Henceforth, the self is considered as "being-in-the-world" which unfolds through inter-
section of different dimensions: subjectivity, body, temporality, language and sociality.

Secondly, participation, belonging, identity are no longer regarded neither as a unique deter-
minant of the true self, nor as a distorter of the true self. From the contemporary perspective, so-
ciality complements individuality and subjectivity of the self, provides it with a moral frame-
work through identity and enables conditions for person’s self-fulfillment, since the self reaches
completeness only by transcending itself towards the others (through care, respect etc.)

Thirdly, the modern discovery of the self obviously brings changes to the social life but does
not necessarily lead to self-centered ideology, egoism, rootlessness, isolation and collapse of so-
ciality. It entails, instead, the need to invent a new type of solidarity grounded in the new inter-
pretation of selfhood and person’s value.
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CAMICTD Y CBITI: HIOJOJAHHSA KIJACHYHOI'O AYAJII3MY
TA ®POPMYBAHHSA HOBUX OPIEHTUPIB

Mera. [IpocTexuBIIH TyaniCTHYHI TEHICHI] B icTOpii (OPMYBaHHS KOHIIENITY CAMOCTI, 3 SICYBaTH, IKAM YH-
HOM Y (peHOMEHOJIOTIYHOMY Ta TE€PMEHEBTHYHOMY ITiIX0/aX J0 CaMOCTi JIOJIAa€ThCs Ayalli3M, 30KpeMa IPOTUCT a-
BJICHHSI CaMOCTi Ta coliagbHocTi. MeTomoorisa. J{ociipkeHHS ONMUPAETHCS HA CHHTCTHYHUH Ta IHTETPaTUBHUH
MAXO0H, TEPMEHEBTUUHUH, ()EHOMEHOIOTIYHUI Ta PETPOCIIEKTUBHUI METOIH, KOMIIAPATUBHUN aHAJI3, IECKp -
nuito ta cuaTe3. Teopermuna ocHoBa. [IpoCTEKEHO PO3BUTOK KOHIIENITY CaMOCTI Ha OCHOBI iCTOPHYHOI peTpo-
CHEKTHBH Horo Bu3HauyeHb. [IpoimocTpoBano BIumB KaHTIBCBKOI iHTeprpeTalii caMocTi Ha Cy4acHi ITiJIXO/H,
3M1MICHEHO KOMIapaTUBHUN aHalli3 HaWHOBIMIMX BH3HAYEHb CaMOCTI Ta JOCIHIHPKEHO CTOCYHOK CaMOCTi IO Tifa,
CBiTYy, Hapamii Ta iIEHTUYHOCTI Ha OCHOBI mpallk, 30kpeMa, Maprina ['aiinerrepa, [lonsa Pikepa ta Yapnssa Teii-
smopa. HaykoBa HOBM3HA. Y CTaTTi MpEACTaBIEHO iHTETpamiro ()eHOMEHOJIOT{YHOTO Ta TEPMEHEBTUYHOIO TMi/IX O-
niB 10 camocti. JloBeaeHo, mo (EHOMEHOJIOTIYHA Ta TEPMEHEBTHUYHA IHTEpIIpETallii JOMOBHIOIOTh OJHA OJHY,
OCKIJIBKM BOHHU TPYHTYIOTHCS Ha aHTH-TyaJliCTUIHOMY OIS/l Ha CaMICTh Ta MEPETHHAIOTHCS B ONMUCI OCHOBHHX
aCIIeKTiB CaMOCTi, 30KpeMa COLiadbHOCTI Ta MOBH. BucHoBkM. [Ipukian eHOMEHOIOTIYHOTO Ta TePMEHEBTHY-
HOTO TiJXO/iB CBIAYHUTH NP0 T€, M0 Cy4yacHa Qisocodis momonansa ayali3M y TpakTyBaHHI camocTi. Binrenep
OlbIIIe HEMAa€E TOCTPOi OMO3MINT MiXK CaMiCTIO Ta CBITOM, CaMICTIO Ta TiJIOM, CAMICTIO Ta COINAbHUM XUTTIM
ocobu. CaMicTh pO3riIsAaeTbes SIK "OyTTSA-y-CBITI", IO PO3rOPTAETHCS UYEpe3 MEpeIIeTeHHs Pi3HUX BUMIpPIB:
Ccy0’€KTUBHOCTI, TiJIa, YaCOBOCTi, MOBH Ta coIiasbHOCTi. COIiaIbHICTh 3a JOMOMOIOK IJCHTHYHOCTI CTBOPIOE
JUIS CaMOCTI MOPaJIbHY CHCTEMY KOOPJIUHAT Ta YMOXKIIUBIIIOE CaMO3/IiICHEHHS, OCKUIBKU CaMiCTh JIOCSTAE TIOBHO-
TH TiITBKHM NUISIXOM TPaHCIEHAYBaHHS J0 iHIIMX. BHACTIIOK MOJIEPHOTO BIAKPUTTS CamMOCTi BUHUKae MoTpeda
BUHAWTH HOBHH THI COJIiTapPHOCTI.

Knrouogi crnosa: 3amicTh; TiJIO; COMIANBHICTD; 1ICHTUYHICTh; HApaTUB, M0OPO; aBTEHTUYHICTH; ()EHOMEHOJIOTIS;
TepPMEHEBTHKA
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CAMOCTDb B MUPE: ITIPEOJOJIEHUE KNIACCUYECKOI'O
AYAJIN3MA 1 ®POPMUPOBAHUE HOBBIX OPUEHTHPOB

Hens. [Ipocnenys ryanicTHYECKHE TEHASHIMH B HCTOPUU (POPMHUPOBAHKS KOHIIETITA CAMOCTH, BBISICHUTB, KAKUM
00pa3oM B (heHOMEHOJIOTHYECKOM U IepPMEHEBTHYECKOM ITOIX0AaX K CAMOCTH MPEOJI0IEBAETCS Ayalu3M, B YaCTHOCTH
MPOTHUBOIIOCTABICHUE CAMOCTH U conuanbHOCTH. MerogoJiorusi. ViccienoBanue NpoBeNEHO C HCIONBb30BAHUEM CHH-
TETUYECKOTO W MHTETPaTHBHOTO IOIXOJ0B, TEPMEHEBTHUECKOTO, ()eHOMEHOIOIHIECKOTO M PETPOCTICKTUBHOTO METO-
JIOB, KOMITAPaTHBHOIO aHANIM3a, AECKPHUIMK U cuHTe3a. Teopermdeckmii 6asuc. [IpocnexeHo pa3BUTHE KOHLIENTA
CaMOCTH Ha OCHOBE HCTOPHYECKOHN PETPOCIEKTHBHI €ro ompeaeneHuil. IlponmoctpupoBaHo BiusHEE KaHTOBCKON
HHTEPIIPETALUN CAMOCTH Ha COBPEMEHHBIE MOJIXOBI, IPOU3BEACH KOMIIAPATUBHBII aHaIHU3 CAMBIX HOBBIX OIpefere-
HUHA CaMOCTH WM HCCIIE[IOBAHO OTHOIICHHWE CaMOCTH K Tely, MUpY, HAappaluyd M HWACHTUYHOCTH Ha OCHOBE padoT,
B yacTHOCTH, Maprtuna Xainerrepa, Ilons Puképa u Yapiesa Telinopa. Hayynasi HoBu3Ha. B crathe npesncrasiecHa
uHTerpanus (pEeHOMEHOIOIHYECKOT0 W T'€PMEHEBTUUYECKOIO MOJIXOJ0B K caMocTu. Jloka3aHo, 4To ()eHOMEHOJIOrH-
YeCKagd MW TICPMCHCBTUYCCKAA MHTCPIIPECTAIMU B3aUMOJONOJIHACMBIC, TIIOCKOJIbKY OCHOBBIBAIOTCA Ha aHTH-
JyaJIMCTUYECKON TOUYKE 3pEHMs Ha CaMOCTb U IIEPECEKAIOTCS B OMUCAHUU KIIIOYEBBIX ACIIEKTOB CAMOCTH, B YACTHOCTH
COLIMANIBHOCTH U si3bIKa. BoiBOABI. [Ipumep heHOMEHOIOrn4eckoro u repMeHEBTHYECKOTO TI0/IX0JI0B CBUICTEILCTBY-
€T 0 TOM, 4TO COBPEMEHHas (PUIOCO(HUS MpeoIoNeNna Jyalu3M B TPaKTOBKE caMOCTH. [IpuMep (peHOMEHONIOrnuecKkoro
1 TEPMEHEBTHYECKOTO TIOIX0JOB CBUJIETENILCTBYET O TOM, YTO COBpPEMEHHast (hHI0co(us Mpeooiena Ayannu3M B TPaK-
THpOBKE camocTH. CaMOCTh paccMaTpUBAeTCs KaK "ObITHE-B-MHpE”, KOTOPOE pa3BOpadMBACTCS depe3 IeperrieTeHIe
Pa3HBIX M3MEPEHUI: CyObEKTHBHOCTH, TENa, TEMIIOPAJIBHOCTH, S3bIKa M COUANBHOCTH. COIMaIbHOCTD TP TIOMOIIH
HACHTUYHOCTH CO3/AET Ul CaMOCTH MOPAIBHYI0 CUCTEMY KOOPIMHAT M JellaeT BO3MOMKHON caMopeann3aluio, Mmo-
CKOJIbKY CaMOCThb JOCTUTAeT MOJTHOTHI TOJNBKO ITyTEM TPaHCLUEHAUPOBAHMA K APYTUM. MOAEpPHOE OTKPBITHE CaMOCTH
BJIE€YET 3a C000I HEOOXOAMMOCTH H300PETEHHSI HOBOT'O THUIIA CONMUAAPHOCTH.

Kniouesvie cnosa. caMoCTh, TeNO, COLMANBHOCTh, WICHTUYHOCTh, HAppaTHB; H00OpO; AayTEeHTHYHOCTE,
(heHOMEHOJIOTHsI; TepPMEHEBTHKA
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