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Piotr Kozak > Kant i trudny problem pojec

Z problemem niejasnoéci tezy o Kantowskim non-konceptualizmie wigze
sie jeszcze jedna watpliwos¢ natury ogolnej. Autorka deklaruje, ze zamierza poka-
zaé, ze Kantowska teoria dodwiadczenia, a w szczegd6lnosci teoria naocznosci, mo-
ze dostarczy¢ argumentéw we wspolczesnej debacie dotyczacej pojeciowej tresci
percepciji. Jest to cel ambitny, ale w moim przekonaniu przez autorke niezrealizo-
wany, a przynajmniej niezrealizowany w petni. Wynika to z faktu, ze jezeli chce-
my uzy¢ wspélczesnych narzedzi argumentacyjnych do analizy my$li Kanta, to
musimy zalozy¢, ze i same te wspolczesne narzedzia ulegna zmianie wraz z na-
Swietleniem sporu. Stanie sie dla nas na przyklad bardziej jasne, jakiego stanowi-
ska bronig wspoélczesni filozofowie w kwestii konceptualizmu i nonkonceptuali-
zmu jako takich, lub dostarczone zostana nowe narzedzia pojeciowe dla ujecia
danego problemu. Innymi stowy, wynikiem przeprowadzonych historycznych
badan powinno by¢ przedefiniowanie lub rozjasnienie wspélczesnego sporu, jeze-
li tylko odpowiednie badania maja by¢ uzyteczne na potrzeby tego ostatniego.
Tymczasem wydaje sie, ze ambicja Tomaszewskiej jest nie tyle redefinicja sporu,
ile umieszczenie Kanta na osi stanowisk we wspodlczesnym sporze. Redefinicja
sporu wymagataby z kolei pogtebionych analiz ukazujacych nie tyle prekursorski,
ile nowatorski charakter Kantowskiej propozycji w taki sposéb, ze dostarczone
zostalyby nowe narzedzia pojeciowe, ktére moglyby rozjasni¢ lub przedefiniowaé
dang dyskusje. O ile z punktu widzenia historii filozofii umieszczenie Kanta na osi
sporu nie jest bezcelowe, to jednak z punktu widzenia wspélczesnych dyskusji
jedynym argumentem, jakiego przeprowadzone w tej postaci analizy sa w stanie
dostarczyd, jest argument z pierwszeristwa, czyli ze Kant twierdzit tak a tak wcze-
$niej, tylko uzywat innych pojeé. By¢ moze nie jest to zty argument - a z pewno-
Scig jest to popularny argument wsrod autoréw prébujacych wigza¢ dyskusje filo-
zoficzne ze wspoélczesnymi wynikami badar naukowych - niemniej z pewnoécia
nie mozemy mu przypisywac rozstrzygajacej roli w debaciel®. Ostatecznie i tak
wszystko powiedziatl juz Platon.

Ta ostatnia kwestia jest o tyle istotna, po pierwsze, ze od rozstrzygniecia
sporu dotyczacego Kantowskiego konceptualizmu/non-konceptualizmu zalezy
w duzej mierze to, czy bedziemy mogli uzna¢ argumentacje przeprowadzong
w Transcendentalnej dedukcji kategorii za poprawna lub nie, a w konsekwencji, czy

Hanna, dalekie s3 od doskonalosci. Tym bardziej wskazane byloby podjecie tego zagadnienia
przez autorke.

10 McDowell powotuje sie wprawdzie na Kanta w dyskusjach na temat tresci pojeciowej, ale filozo-
fia Kanta nie stuzy mu jako argument, a jedynie jako tto danej argumentacji. Innymi stowy, nawet
jezeli Kant twierdzitby inaczej, niz przedstawia to McDowell, to nie obalaloby to argumentacji
McDowella.
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bedziemy mogli uzna¢ za poprawng calg argumentacje w Pierwszej Krytycell. Po
drugie, nalezatoby rozwazy¢, czy sam spér w przypadku Kanta nie wynika ze Zle
postawionego pytania badawczego!. Ten drugi trop jest o tyle obiecujacy, ze od-
wolanie sie w tym przypadku do Kanta wnosiloby rzeczywiscie co$ nowego do
wspoélczesnych dyskusji epistemologicznych. Jego podjecie, jak pisatem wyzej,
wymagatoby jednak od Tomaszewskiej przeprowadzenia odpowiednio bardziej

poglebionej analizy tego, czym sa pojecia i konceptualizm.

Pojecia i przestrzen

Obok watpliwosci ogélnych w ponizszej recenzji porusze jeszcze jeden
problem natury szczegétowej. Jednym z wazniejszych i czesto wykorzystywanych
przez Tomaszewska argumentéw na rzecz Kantowskiego non-konceptualizmu
jest argument z niepojeciowosci doswiadczenia przestrzeni zaproponowany pier-
wotnie przez Lucy Allais!3. Glosi on po pierwsze, ze spostrzeganie danego obiektu
jest rozréznianiem go od innych, a to moze dokonywac¢ sie, wedlug Kanta, po-
przez wyodrebnianie obiektéw w przestrzeni bez koniecznosci angazowania
poje¢. Po drugie, reprezentacje przestrzenne posiadaja nature zmyslowa. Jezeli
z kolei przyjmiemy za Kantem réznice rodzajowq miedzy zmystowoscia a intelek-
tem, to musimy zalozy¢, ze rowniez reprezentacje przestrzenne sa niepojeciowe.

Tomaszewska wielokrotnie powotuje sie na argumentacje Allais. Niemniej
nalezy by¢ §wiadomym, ze sama ta argumentacja nie jest niekontrowersyjnal4.
Nie jest to wprawdzie miejsce na szersze zdawanie sprawy z tych kontrowersji.
Niemniej chcialbym wskazaé¢ na kilka watpliwosci zwigzanych z argumentem
z przestrzeni. Po pierwsze, nalezy unika¢ niebezpieczeristwa ,zltej psychologii”
dotyczacej interpretacji pojecia przestrzeni, ktérga wspoélczesna filozofia odziedzi-
czyla po fenomenologii. Przede wszystkim w przypadku Kanta (ale i wspéiczesnej
fizyki) nie mozemy moéwi¢ o doswiadczaniu przestrzeni, ale o doswiadczaniu rze-
czy w przestrzeni. W konsekwengcji, nie posiadamy stanéw percepcyjnych prze-
strzeni, ale posiadamy wylacznie stany percepcyjne odnoszace si¢ do obiektéw
w przestrzeni. Po drugie, relacje przestrzenne sa izomorficzne z relacjami pojecio-
wymi, to znaczy, wyodrebnieniu pewnej jednosci przedstawien w przestrzeni to-

warzyszy mozliwos¢ rozpoznania danej jednosci przedstawienri jako jednosci, co

11 Kwestia ta nosi niekiedy w literaturze przedmiotu nazwe problemu luki w wydaniu B.
12 Por. Land [2015]; oraz Kozak [2015].

13 Por. Allais [2009].

14 W tej sprawie por. Land [2014].
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mozliwe jest wylacznie dzieki pojeciom!®. Postugujac sie przykladem, wyodreb-
niajac pewien obiekt jako lezacy na lewo ode mnie, mam zarazem mozliwoé¢ roz-
poznania, ze dany obiekt lezy na prawo od osoby znajdujacej sie¢ naprzeciwko
mnie i stojacej w stosunku do mnie na wprost. Zauwazmy, ze mamy tu do czynie-
nia z dwiema operacjami, ktére ze wzgledu na rézne punkty odniesienia w od-
mienny sposob porzadkuja pewne relacje przestrzenne. Jezeli jednak chcemy moéc
rozpoznad, ze dane operacje odnosza sie do tego samego przedmiotu odniesienia,
to musimy mie¢ mozliwos¢ rozpoznania, ze pod pewnym wzgledem te operacje
sa tozsame. Mozemy jednak tego dokona¢ wtedy i tylko wtedy, gdy posiadamy
swiadomos¢ jednosci danej operacji, co w przypadku Kanta oznacza, ze posiada-
my odpowiednie pojecie.

Wspomnianymi skrétowymi uwagami nie zamierzam oczywiscie rozstrzy-
gac¢ kwestii relacji miedzy pojeciami a przestrzenia. Jest to o wiele bardziej skom-
plikowana kwestia. Na potrzeby recenzji wystarczy, ze wskaze problematycznosé
tej relacji. Podobnie wiec jak w przypadku watpliwosci zwigzanej z rozumieniem
pojeé, nalezy zalowacd, ze autorka nie podniosta tego zagadnienia lub nie zwrécita
uwagi na te kontrowersje.

Podsumowujac, ksiazka Anny Tomaszewskiej jest bez watpienia wazna
pozycja w literaturze kantowskiej. Przede wszystkim jasno podsumowuje po-
szczegOlne argumenty w sporze o pojeciowos¢ percepcji i z pewnoscig stanowi
niezbedny punkt odniesienia dla polskich badaczy mysli Kanta. Do tredci pracy
mozna wprawdzie zglosi¢ odpowiednie, oméwione przeze mnie zastrzezenia. Te
ostatnie maja jednak przede wszystkim nature ogolng, dotycza szerszej dyskusji
na temat konceptualizmu/non-konceptualizmu i wiaza sie z niejasnoscia dotycza-
ca tego, w jaki sposéb mamy rozumiec to, czym sg pojecia i czym jest posiadanie
pojec. Jest to tzw. ,trudny problem” wspoltczesnej filozofii umystu i nie mozna
wymagad, aby wszystkie jego aspekty zostaly rozwiazane w pojedynczym dziele.
Jestem z kolei pewny, Ze przynajmniej pewne aspekty tego problemu zostaly po-
ruszone w pracy Tomaszewskiej. Nalezy wiec liczy¢ na to, ze autorka bedzie kon-
tynuowata swoje badania nad relacja pojec¢ i percepgji, a osobiécie licze na to, ze
jeszcze bede mial przyjemnosé lektury jej prac. Ostatecznie malo jest na polskim
rynku wydawniczym prac - a z pewnoscig do takich nalezy ksigzka Tomaszew-

15 Por. ,Jezeli wiec np. z empirycznej naocznosci pewnego domu przez ujecie tego, co w niej rézno-
rodne, tworze spostrzezenie, to za podstawe stuzy mi konieczna jedno$¢ przestrzeni i zewnetrznej
naocznosci zmystowej w ogoéle, i rysuje niejako jego ksztalt zgodnie z owa syntetyczng jednoscia
tego, co réznorodne w przestrzeni. Jezeli abstrahuje od formy przestrzeni, to ta wlasnie syntetycz-
na jednos¢ ma swa siedzibe w intelekcie i jest kategoria syntetyzowania tego, co jednorodne
w naocznosci w ogodle, tj. kategorig wielkosci, do ktérej owa synteza ujmowania, tj. spostrzezenie,
musi by¢ zatem calkowicie dostosowane”, Kant [2001] B 162.
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skiej - ktére pokazuja, Zze odwolanie sie do mysli Kanta moze by¢ wcigz owocne

pPoznawczo.
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REFLECTIVE SOLIDARITY AS TO PROVINCIAL
GLOBALISM AND SHARED HEALTH GOVERNANCE

- Michael DiStefano & Jennifer Prah Ruger -

Abstract. There is a special need for solidarity at the global level to address global health dispari-
ties. Ter Meulen argues that solidarity must complement justice, and is, in fact, more fundamental
than justice to the arrangement of health care practices. We argue that PG/SHG, though a theory of
justice, is fundamentally synergistic with solidarity. We relate PG/SHG to Jodi Dean’s conceptual
work on reflective solidarity, contrasted with conventional solidarity, as an approach to transna-
tional solidarity that dovetails with PG/SHG. We argue that PG/SHG meets both the need for
solidarity at the global level and the need for solidarity within theories of the arrangement of
health care practices.

Keywords: solidarity, justice, reflective solidarity, health capability, health capability paradigm,

provincial globalism, shared health governance, global health governance, plural subject theory.

There is a special need for solidarity at the global level to address global
health disparities. Without solidarity, remote violations of rights and distant
health inequities are too easily ignored.! This is evidenced by the persistence of the
large gap in global health expenditures, the migration of skilled healthcare work-
ers from low-income to high-income countries, exploitation of the poor by private
pharmaceutical and research interests,? and ineffectiveness in the donor-driven
international aid agenda.? The result is a consistent health disparity between the
“haves” and the “have-nots.” As greater emphasis is placed on the self, a prefer-
ence for individual freedom and individual rights grounded in autonomy replaces
the value found in social context and drives alienation of, and thus a lack of con-
cern for, the “other.”4 Conventional solidarity, with its emphasis on group or na-
tional identity, is itself often criticized for perpetuating this “us versus them” men-
tality,® and is therefore insufficient to address global health disparities. Only the

1 Benatar [2003].

2 Harmon [2006].

3 Ibidem; Ruger [2015].
4 Harmon [2006].

5 Meulen ter [2015].
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global social context can “vindicate the value” of solidarity.® Global, transnational
solidarity, not simply “new types of national solidarity,”” are needed if we are to
meet the challenge of addressing global health disparities. Provincial globalism
and shared health governance (PG/SHGQG) is a theory of global health justice and
governance which seeks to provide a standard for global health judgments for
global social progress.

It is in this context that the relationship between solidarity and provincial
globalism and shared health governance (PG/SHG) is considered. How, if at all,
does PG/SHG incorporate and promote solidarity within the global social con-
text? Ter Meulen, in the conclusion of his recent article on solidarity and justice in

health care, raises a fundamental concern regarding theories of justice. He writes,

The increased emphasis on the concept of justice to analyze distributions of bene-
fits and burdens in health and social care has the risk of a diminishing of attention
for the personal bonds and commitments on the level of care practices. This may
result in an impoverishment of the relations in health care which are fundamental-

ly based on benevolence and commitment to the well-being of the other.

According to ter Meulen, solidarity must therefore “be regarded as an im-
portant corrective to arrangements of health care practices that are based on a just
distribution of goods only.”® He does not mean that solidarity ought to replace
justice, but that it must complement justice, and is, in fact, more fundamental than
justice to the arrangement of health care practices.

We argue that PG/SHG, though a theory of justice, is fundamentally syner-
gistic with solidarity. To be sure, we do not mean conventional solidarity, but re-
late PG/SHG instead to Jodi Dean’s conceptual work on reflective solidarity as an
approach to transnational solidarity that dovetails with PG/SHG. PG/SHG
should be seen as a theoretical model for the arrangement of global health care
practices consistent with ter Meulen’s view that solidarity must complement jus-
tice in such theories. PG/SHG therefore meets both the need for solidarity at the
global level and the need for solidarity within theories of the arrangement of
health care practices.

6 Harmon [2006] p. 218.

7 Houtepen, Meulen ter [2000] p. 329.
8 Meulen ter [2015] p. 18.

9 Ibidem.
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In Solidarity of Strangers, Dean contrasts conventional and reflective solidari-
ty.10 Conventional solidarity is built around a community’s “common interests
and concerns”!! such as particular traditions and values. Conventional solidarity
has effectively motivated the development of universal health coverage schemes
in many Western industrialized nations. However, insofar as a community with
conventional solidarity aims to bring outsiders into its circle, it aims to persuade
these outsiders to adopt its particular traditions, values, interests, and concerns.
Communities with conventional solidarity, therefore, either remain isolated from
the individuals or groups they cannot convert or discourage and repress the dif-
ferences inherent in those individuals or groups they do convert. This is what crit-
ics mean by conventional solidarity’s lack of concern for the “other.” Emphasizing
in-group similarity necessarily perpetuates a divide between “us” and “them,” or
minimizes the traditions and values of the other. Reflective solidarity, on the other
hand, “provides a form of consideration of the other where the other is considered
a member despite, indeed because of, her difference.”1? Reflective solidarity col-
lapses the divide between “us” and “them” by acknowledging that community
members “are always insiders and outsiders...[and] are always situated in a varie-
ty of differing groups all of which play a role in the development of our individual
identities.”13 As we argue below, this conception of solidarity, and not conven-
tional solidarity, is consistent with PG/SHG.

PG/SHG is not nearly as communitarian as conventional solidarity. Rather,
PG/SHG permits a greater degree of individual expression and self-regarding be-
havior. Though conventional solidarity in health systems does exist—in many
countries that boast universal health coverage, for instance —PG/SHG cannot be
reduced simply to universal coverage, does not require global citizens to develop
a “common conscience,” and realistically expects that actors will sometimes disa-
gree substantially about means and ends. Conventional solidarity also discounts
the role of individual action and individual responsibility and therefore departs
from PG/SHG around the opportunity to construct a social system from individu-
al self- and other-regarding behavior.14

Rather, PG/SHG embodies elements of reflective solidarity. A central focus
of PG/SHG and of solidarity is positive freedom (freedom to develop oneself),

10 Dean [1996].

11 Ibidem, p. 18.
12 Ibidem, p. 30.
13 Ibidem, p. 34.
14 Ruger [2011].
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whereas many theories of justice tend to focus on negative freedom (freedom from
interference by others).1> The normative basis of PG/SHG —the health capability
paradigm (HCP)—also emphasizes positive freedom in its adoption of health ca-
pability as the central variable for determining whether health policy is just and
efficient.1® Health capability is defined as the confidence and ability to effectively
achieve optimal health within the constraints of one’s biology and genetics, prox-
imal and wider socio-political and economic environment, and access to public
health and systems of health care. People do not only desire good health, but also
the ability to obtain it. Thus, the HCP places value on both health functioning and
health agency as targets for social policy and evolution. Health agency is the abil-
ity to obtain and use health-related information, understanding, and skills to pro-
mote health and develop habits and conditions for avoiding morbidity and mor-
tality as much as possible within the constraints described above. Health agency is
therefore not simply autonomy about one’s health or health-related decisions.
Health agency is simultaneously a more positive concept closely related to per-
sonal development and maintenance and a concept that acknowledges the inter-
dependency and codependency of individuals. At its core, the HCP captures the
reality that individual choices do not take place in a vacuum.!” For this reason,
health capability necessarily requires the analysis of societal factors that interact
with and influence individual health capabilities. Health capability is not merely
a collection of individual knowledge, skills, and habits; it is additionally a collec-
tion of external situations and conditions that permit the achievement of optimal
health, including material realities, health service quality and availability, social
norms and networks, and the impact of group memberships. By focusing on
health agency, the HCP is fundamentally concerned with an individual’s ability to
develop oneself, and with its focus on both the internal and external factors that
affect health agency, views the individual as firmly embedded in a social context.18

The idea that individuals are firmly embedded in a social context is devel-
oped further in PG/SHG. PG/SHG employs Plural Subject Theory (PST) to con-
ceptualize different categories of “subjecthood” that individuals everywhere
experience, which subsequently result in the ethical commitments we make and
obligations we assume.!® PST is concerned with the self-understanding of individ-

15 Houtepen, Meulen ter [2000].
16 Ruger [2010a].

17 Ruger [2012].

18 Ruger [2010Db].

19 Ruger [2012].
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uals who see themselves and others as a social collective committed to the
achievement of a common objective. Every individual is a plural subject in
PG/SHG. As plural subjects who frequently act and work together (or fail to act),
we create the conditions for all individuals including ourselves to achieve optimal
health. The PST recognition that “social groups” are “plural subjects” and that
“plural subject phenomena” include “social rules and conventions, group lan-
guages, everyday agreements, collective beliefs and values, and genuinely collec-
tive emotions”? is integral to PG/SHG.?! PST acknowledges that all human beings
are simultaneously individuals and community members at both a domestic and
global level. For instance, in the domestic and global health contexts, individuals
are plural subjects in at least three categories: (i) ourselves and our individual en-
deavors; (ii) our nation; and (iii) our world. This approach enables balancing our
justified partiality toward fellow citizens (our national subjecthood) with our par-
tiality toward foreigners (our global subjecthood). Even if our global partiality is
not as strong from an associative or identity perspective, it can and should be
quite strong in terms of our commitment to health equity and the domestic and
global levels. Understanding both motivations and striking a balance between
them requires assuming roles and responsibilities that incorporate both moral mo-
tivations simultaneously. In fact, these moral motivations can be compatible, ra-
ther than mutually antagonistic. Applying PST to health issues calls for a common
subjecthood aimed at the co-creation of a healthy society.?? PST applied to health,
therefore, requires mutual understanding of shared problems and joint commit-
ments to solving them, but without ignoring the reality that individual subjects
and their differences exist.

PST therefore captures an important aspect of solidarity best understood
within Dean’s conception of reflective solidarity. Harmon argues that, “Solidarity
recognizes that individuals are naturally and irrevocably embedded in social con-
texts; they are in a state of interrelationship or interconnectedness with individu-
als, groups and society.”?®> Others, following Jaeggi, > stress that solidarity is
“based on the mutual relatedness and fundamental interdependency of individu-
als” and quote Marx (“the existence of the other is not the limitation but the pre-

condition of my own freedom”) to underline the “fundamental social

20 Gilbert in: Schmitt [2003] p. 55.

21 Ruger [2011].

22 Ruger [2012].

2 Harmon [2006] p. 218.

% Jaeggi in: Meulen ter, Arts, Muffels [2001].
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embeddedness of individuals.”?> PST acknowledges that the conditions necessary
for individual health are created by and within communities. While theories of
justice can be criticized for focusing on freedom from interference by others,
PG/SHG, with its grounding in PST, views individual freedom as conditional on
relationships with others. This notion of solidarity also addresses objections to
conventional solidarity that are concerned with perpetuating an “us versus them”
mentality that reduces our desire to help those in outside communities. Solidarity
in PG/SHG does not aim for the development of overly strong national and group
identities. While it recognizes the legitimacy of partiality toward fellow citizens,
PST requires that we balance our domestic subjecthood with our global
subjecthood, thus recognizing a need to fulfill obligations to foreigners who may
appear very different from us. Instead, solidarity in PG/SHG emphasizes the
“fundamental social embeddedness of individuals”?¢ and requires recognition of
the fact that interrelationships with other individuals, groups, and societies are
necessary for individual freedom and the achievement of health capabilities, not
their limitation. This is what Jodi Dean calls reflective solidarity as opposed to
conventional solidarity. In reflective solidarity, “We recognize [the other] in her
difference, yet understand this difference as part of the very meaning to be one of
‘us’...”%

In conclusion, conventional solidarity is built around “common interests,
concerns, and struggles” and group identities, which can promote a counter-
productive “us against them” mentality.?8 Reflective solidarity and the plural sub-
ject components of PG/SHG, however, views “the other” as indispensable to the
individual self and her pursuit of freedom and health capabilities. Moreover, the
exercise of health agency rests partially on external conditions such as social
norms, networks, and capital, the influences of group membership, and material
circumstances. That is to say, in the pursuit of health-related ends individuals re-
quire emotional and instrumental support from friends and family, communities
in which social norms are developed and social assistance is offered, the oppor-
tunity for work, safe and sufficient housing, adequate sanitation, and food securi-
ty, among others.?” These things are only possible within a community. Reflective
solidarity captures this reality. PST similarly conceives individual freedom as

% Houtepen, Meulen ter [2000] p. 335.
26 Jbidem.

27 Dean [1996] p. 39.

28 Meulen ter [2015].

2 Ruger [2010b].
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predicated on relationships with others. There are at least three levels of individu-
al subjecthood: ourselves, our state, and our world. Our obligations to each level
are inextricably linked. Within conventional solidarity, these obligations are often
considered mutually antagonistic; within reflective solidarity, they are mutually,
and necessarily, compatible.

There is both a critical need for solidarity within the global social context, so
that remote violations of rights and distant health inequities may be addressed
and, as ter Meulen argues, a need for solidarity to ground theories of justice about
the arrangements of health care practices. PG/SHG addresses both of these needs
by grounding its global theory of justice in plural subject theory and the health
capability paradigm, each synergistic with reflective solidarity, thus avoiding
the pitfalls of conventional solidarity and ensuring an “important corrective to
arrangements of health care practices that are based on a just distribution of goods

only.”30
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