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The book presented here is not a recent one,
not even under rather broad understanding of
the term ‘recent’ in the field of philosophy.
What is new is the edition, published on the
occasion of the 60th anniversary of the first
one. Out of My Life and Thought is most com-
monly considered to be an autobiography of
Albert Schweitzer, which he wrote on the re-
quest of his German publisher in altogether no
more than five months. It was the only book
he completed while working in Africa, at the
hospital he founded in Lambaréné. Somewhat
uncommonly for a book subtitled “an auto-
biography”, Schweitzer himself valued this
work the most among many others he wrote
— it gives an insight into the life of the leg-
endary jungle doctor but above all it honours
the idea of ‘reverence for life’. Chronological
recital of events in Schweitzer’s life serves
merely as a frame setting for the real autobio-
graphical story — the development of the ‘rev-
erence for life’ ethical system. Schweitzer’s
ambition was to create an ethical system that
will be grounded in thought and all-embrac-
ing regarding subjects of moral consideration.
He is highly critical towards ethical systems
developed in philosophy, although he notes
that Kantian ethics deserves some credits for
being an almost successful one. Scopes of fu-
ture ethical system developed by Schweitzer
are therefore set high and it took him years
to articulate basic principle in satisfactory
way. His autobiography, with supplemented
excerpts from other materials he had written
till then, represents a concise overview of the
evolution of his thought.

Out of My Life and Thought therefore is a
book which could serve as a starting point
for understanding how Schweitzer became

Schweitzer: the theologian, the philosopher,
the musician, the doctor, but also the anti-
nuclear activist and the Nobel Peace Prize
laureate — biographical notes dated years af-
ter this book was firstly published in 1949.
To that line of denotations an additional
one must be mentioned: Albert Schweitzer
was also a bioethicist, although a not know-
ing one. The 60th anniversary of his book
occurred in times which are strongly proving
Schweitzer’s words: “we like to imagine that
Man is nature’s goal; but facts do not support
that belief” (first published in “The Ethics for
Reverence for Life”, Christendom 1 (1936),
pp. 225-239), making his revival in the last
years even more appropriate.

Beside the new “Foreword” by Lachlan For-
row, the book consists of the “Foreword” to
the 1998 edition by the Nobel laureate and
former U.S. president Jimmy Carter, “Pref-
ace” by Rhena Schweitzer Miller and Antje
Bultmann Lemke (also from the 1998 edi-
tion), chronology of Albert Schweitzer’s life,
a selected list of his work and works about
him, and Index.

First chapters are rather biographical ones.
Schweitzer examines his early childhood and
years of his education. He is giving a charm-
ing and sometimes emotional overview of his
struggle with the demands of formal educa-
tion, challenged even more by his slackness
and dreamy character. Being raised in the
family of a protestant priest with several
members who were musicians, Schweitzer
at very young age received basic knowledge
on religion and music. During his years at the
University of Strasbourg, Schweitzer pursued
independent research on the Gospels and on
the problem of the (historical) life of Jesus.
Time in Paris was spent in music lessons
he attended and in writing of philosophical
dissertation on Kant’s religious philosophy.
While dissertation on Kant was published
soon after receiving the doctorate in philoso-
phy (1899), work in theology consumed Sch-
weitzer further in subsequent years and finally
resulted in publishing books The Quest of the
Historical Jesus (1906) and The Mysticism of
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Paul the Apostle (1930). On the demand of
the Swedish publisher for a book describing

life in West Africa, he wrote On the Edge of

the Primeval Forest (1921) with including re-
marks on difficulties colonization was caus-
ing to native people. Schweitzer’s intention
to complete a history of the origin and early
development of Christianity, the Last Supper,
and baptism was interfered by his work on The
Philosophy of Civilization (first two volumes
were published in 1923). He was an accom-
plished organist, wrote a comprehensive book
on Johann Sebastian Bach and edited Bach’s
complete works. Study on Bach appeared in
French in 1905 and, in form of an expanded
edition, in German in 1908. All Schweitzer’s
early works (on historical life of Jesus and the
ones about the music) were received by pub-
lic with enthusiasm and still, almost a century
later, are highly respected in both general and
professional public. But instead of pursuing a
promising carrier of theologian, philosopher,
music theoretician and/or organ player, Sch-
weitzer decided to invest his upcoming years
into a completely different field.

At the beginnings of his twenties, Schweitzer
made a decision to devote himself to schol-
arship and the arts until he reaches 30. The
plan for the years after was set rather broad-
ly: devoting to serving humanity directly.
Final decision on course of his humanitar-
ian work was made on grounds provided by
one newspaper article describing missionary
work in Africa — Schweitzer found out that
missionaries needed additional skilful help,
especially of those trained in medical profes-
sions. He decided to study medicine for the
purpose of going to Africa as a doctor, not
to preach the religion of love, but to practice
it (p. 92). Work in natural sciences, as a part
of his medical studies, Schweitzer met with
great enthusiasm — he felt that it had finally
given him a firm ground for his further work
in philosophy. Through the study of natural
sciences, the mind educated in philosophy
and theology developed high appreciation
of the mystery force that lies behind diverse
manifestations of being.

Shadows of the upcoming war were already
on the horizon when in year 1913 Schweitzer
and his wife Hélene Bresslau set on the voy-
age to Lambaréné, a mission field situated on
the river Ogow¢ in today’s Gabon. First years
were spent in building the small hospital and
establishing the relation of trust with local in-
habitants. Yet, echoes of the First World War
reached small jungle hospital. Schweitzer,
among others, was informed he must consider
himself as prisoner of war. Schweitzer used
that time of less work in hospital for research
needed for writing his Philosophy of Civili-
zation. It subsequently led him to “the noble

and enthusiastic but not deep” thought (p.
152) that ethics and the affirmation of life are
interdependent. Question of what they have
in common occupied Schweitzer greatly but
without results. Intellectual frustration made
him feel as he “was pushing against an iron
door that would not yield” (p. 154). At least
it was that way till his famous meeting with a
heard of hippopotamuses on the Ogow¢ river.
In one of the most cited passages of Schweit-
zer’s work, he gives a testimony on how “the
path in the thicket” had become visible when,
unforeseen and unsought, the phrase ‘rever-
ence for life’ flashed upon his mind (p. 155).

Schweitzer reached a conclusion that ethical
acceptance of the world and of life has its
foundation in thought. He introduces his ethics
of ‘reverence for life’ in the Philosophy of
Civilization (corresponding excerpts are in-
cluded in Out of My Life and Thought). Start-
ing point are arguments against Descartes.
Contrary to Descartes who suggested that
thought can be without content, Schweitzer
seeks for the most immediate fact of man’s
consciousness and finds it in the assertion
“I am life that wills to live in the midst of
life that wills to live” (p. 156). From this,
Schweitzer then advances to elaboration of
‘reverence for life’ principle. The will-to-live
is in a constant tension between the urge for
self-preservation and the fear of destruction.
Therefore, the will-to-live could be seen in all
living beings, and in cases where we cannot
clearly see it, we must assume its existence.
Key point of ethics based on the principle
of ‘reverence for life’ is the recognition of
the compulsion to show the same reverence
to every will-to-live as one does to his/her
own. This provides the basic principle of the
morals: preserving, promoting, and develop-
ing all life is good; destroying, injuring, and
repressing life is evil. Schweitzer underlines
this principle by saying: “This is the absolute,
fundamental principle of ethics, and it is a
fundamental postulate of thought” (p. 157).
Put in those terms, it is obvious that life has
an intrinsic value or, how Schweitzer puts it
— all life is sacred.

Second step in forming an ethical system is a
question of responsibility based on previously
given distinction between good and evil. On
grounds of ‘all life is sacred’ premise, the
question of responsibility is easily resolved:
ethics is universal and it embeds responsi-
bility for all that lives. But Schweitzer does
not stop there. In the following stage of his
argumentation he points out to the active ele-
ment. Ethics based on the ‘reverence for life’
is more than just love for other living beings,
devotion or compassion in suffering. Ethi-
cally developed man is devoted to life and
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inspired by ‘reverence for life’. He seeks the
ways “to make progress of various kinds that
will serve the material, spiritual, and ethical
development of the individual and the man-
kind”, as Schweitzer insists (p. 158). A man is
truly ethical only when he obeys the compul-
sion to help all life which he is able to assist,
and shrinks from injuring anything that lives.
True ethics therefore can only be the ‘living
ethics’.

In his Philosophy of Civilization (only par-
tially covered in Out of My Life and Thought)
Schweitzer introduces the main characteris-
tics which cannot be omitted whenever eth-
ics of ‘reverence for life’ is in question. First,
ethics of ‘reverence for life’ is rational, as
Schweitzer persistently highlights: it was the
thought which discovered the will-to-live, it
was the thought which found it in all living
beings, and finally it was the thought which
on those grounds produced the entire ethical
system. Second characteristic, arising from
the inner compulsion, marks Schweitzer’s
ethics as an absolute one: his ethics is not
concerned with problems regarding the suc-
cess of its work or calculations regarding pos-
sible outcomes which will determine the act
itself. Next characteristic is its universality
which rests on the notion of value egalitarian-
ism of all living beings. Finally, ethics with
such a universal character, for Schweitzer
also has a great spiritual significance. The last
characteristic, which puts forward the notion
of sanctity of life, challenges Schweitzer’s
theory the most. On that point, Schweitzer
will more than easily be slipping into mysti-
cism, especially when confronted with incon-
sistencies of his ethical system.

Schweitzer, as it is known, is not the first
one to attribute the existence of Divine to
all living beings, in other words to equalize
sacredness with life. St. Francis of Assisi, to
name just one, saw all parts of the nature as
manifestations of God’s love: everything cre-
ated is proof of the existence of Divine, and
therefore there is no difference in value be-
tween particular forms of creations — people,
bees, trees, as well as water, Moon or Sun are
equally loved by Creator. St. Francis of As-
sisi sees a clear line connecting Creator and
all creations which should be respected to the
best of our abilities. Humans are capable of
the highest level of reasoning and thus bear
the heaviest burden of responsibility. Sch-
weitzer seemingly does not go as far as St.
Francis, but observed more closely he reveals
his notion of sanctity of life as more radical
than the one of St. Francis. Sanctity of each
and every life implies their equal worth and
annihilates any ground for value-contributing
according to, most often, human needs. And

nature order is established precisely through
fragile balance of preserving and destroying
life. Humans are part of it, but part with the
most power in their hands. For example, a
young eagle that fell out of the nest must be
fed by humans with fishes in order to survive.
People taking care of the jungle hospital must
lower the number of cats in order to improve
quality of life of other, meaning human, in-
habitants. Doctor must kill millions of bacte-
ria in order to save just one human life. “One
existence holds its own at the cost of another;
one destroys another” (p. 158). Schweitzer is
not ignorant to the fact that living in a respect-
ful way of acknowledging ultimate sanctity
and moral equality of all life is contrary to
the laws of nature. How to appease natural
laws and rationally grounded universal eth-
ics? This conflict is even more intensified by
Schweitzer’s persistence on practical actions
done in accordance with the ‘reverence for
life’ principle, underlined with the notion of
sanctity of all life. Schweitzer offers several
solutions which will not be discussed on this
occasion, except of giving our final remark
on their success — certain form of mysticism
poses as the easiest way out for Schweitzer,
leaving his ethics, at least from the philosophi-
cal standpoint, somehow unfinished. As far as
Out of My Life and Thought is concerned, the
“Epilogue” allows us to glimpse the mysti-
cism Schweitzer advocates for.

Schweitzer first public presentation of his
thoughts on ‘reverence for life’ ethics was
in lectures he gave in Uppsala, after he and
his wife were released from prisoner-of-war
camp and were trying to establish a normal
life in post-war circumstances. He said he was
so moved when talking for the first time about
‘reverence for life’ that he found it difficult to
speak (p. 186). In the following years, spent
in devoted work in Lambaréné hospital as
well as in numerous travels across the world
for fundraising, he has further established his
‘reverence for life’ ethics, both in theoretical
and practical ways. His was awarded the No-
bel Peace Prize in year 1952 for his lifetime
commitment to humanitarian work. It must
also not to be forgotten that he invested much
of his time, energy, and reputation in antinu-
clear activities in which he joined together
with some of the most respectful intellectuals
in the time after the Second World War.

Life and work of Albert Schweitzer are serv-
ing as an inspiration to many people dealing
in one way or another with moral problems
present in contemporary societies. He is me-
eting deep respect among scholars from dif-
ferent fields of academic research. But he is
also coming to focus of a relatively new field
of research, the one of bioethics. As stated
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at the beginning — Albert Schweitzer was by
all means a bioethicist, way before bioethics
as such existed. He emphasizes life as the
key issue, importance of which is never to
be forgotten. Even though he is not consist-
ent in elaboration of all implications of his
theory, the theory itself could serve as a well-
rounded bioethical concept that goes beyond
boundaries of human—human relations and
establishes human—all living beings relation.
Moreover, his own life and biography prove
that it is really possible to reach a certain level
of ‘lived ethics’.

Ivana Zagorac

James A. Marcum

An Introductory Philosophy
of Medicine: Humanizing
Modern Medicine

Springer, New York 2008

In the long lasting (and yet not finished!) de-
bate concerning the nature (of philosophy)
of medicine, the book of James A. Marcum
is one of the best recent contributions to the
problem, because, as the title itself says, it
tries to introduce the reader into the realm
of the philosophy of medicine. The title An
Introductory Philosophy of Medicine and its
subtitle Humanizing Modern Medicine are
hiding important messages which the reader
can reveal through reading the entire book.
First, the aim of the book is to be introductory
(not introduction), which means to be the one
which introduces the reader into the philoso-
phy of medicine. It is not just a compendium
of different views and statements, but an at-
tempt to bring them into a dialogue and, thus,
to philosophize (about) medicine. Second, the
author brings his own specific view on the
aim of the philosophy of medicine which is
coded in the subtitle: the core issue of every
philosophical approach to medicine is to try
to reflect and warn about the need of human-
izing medicine, because the prevalence of
biomedical model in developed countries is
the cause of quality-of-care-crisis in modern
medicine.

In the “Introduction”, Marcum investigates
the possibility of the philosophy of medicine.
First, he analyses different approaches to the
subject and critically examines the adequate

relation between philosophy and medicine
(whether it is philosophy and medicine, phi-
losophy in medicine or philosophy of medi-
cine). After the conclusion that the philosophy
of medicine is the only adequate relation be-
tween the two disciplines, he further reflects
about a possibility of such a new discipline.
He states that the philosophy of medicine is “a
subdiscipline of philosophy”, and he defines
it specifically as “the metaphysical and onto-
logical, the epistemological, and the axiologi-
cal and ethical analysis of different models
for medical knowledge and practice” (p. 8).
Finally, he explains that the biomedical model
is prevalent in western and developed coun-
tries today and that this is the main reason
of nowadays’ quality-of-care-crisis. This is
because in the biomedical model “the patient
is reduced to a physical body composed of
separate parts that occupy a machine-world”
and “the physician’s emotionally detached
concern is to identify the patient’s diseased
body part and to treat it or replace it, using
the latest scientific and technological ad-
vances in medical knowledge sanctioned by
the medical community. (...) The loss of the
patient as a person from the physician’s clini-
cal gaze has led to a quality-of-care-crisis”,
concludes Marcum (p. 10). In response to this
crisis some authors proposed “over the past
several decades humanistic modifications of
the biomedical model, in order to reinstate the
humanity of both the patient and the physi-
cian into medical knowledge and practice”
(p. 11). This large attention given to the “In-
troduction” is needed because throughout the
book James Marcum will try to analyse the
boundaries of both models — biomedical and
humanistic one — from the philosophical per-
spective.

The first part of the book, titled Metaphys-
ics, deals with metaphysical boundaries of
biomedical and humanistic models. “Medical
Worldviews” is the title of the first chapter
and the starting point for the Marcum’s entire
project. He discusses metaphysical positions
(mechanistic monism, dualism and holism),
metaphysical presuppositions (reductionism
and emergentism) and ontological commit-
ments (physicalism/materialism and organi-
cism) which are embedded in both mentioned
models. The second chapter, “Medical Causa-
tion and Realism” concerns two major meta-
physical problems in medicine: the nature
of medical causation and the problem of the
existence of objects in medicine. The third
chapter, “Patient as Body or Person”, as it is
indicated by its title brings in focus the debate
about the nature of human being, specifically
as a patient. Further two debates are brought
in the next chapter — “Disease or Illness and
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Health or Wellbeing”. Marcum questions
what should be the main goals of medical
practitioners: to struggle with disease or with
illness, and, parallel, to promote health or to
promote wellbeing. The final chapter of the
first part investigates “Diagnosis and Thera-
peutics” from metaphysical point of view,
trying to reveal metaphysical presuppositions
beneath the modern diagnostic and therapeu-
tic procedures.

The second part of the book, Epistemology, is
concerned with the epistemology of medicine.
Hence, the sixth chapter discusses the nature
of “Medical thinking”. Under the realm of
objective thinking, Marcum investigates the
medical rationalism and medical empiri-
cism, but also the place of logical reasoning
(frequentist and Bayesian statistics) in medi-
cine. Under the realm of subjective thinking
Marcum critically examines the place and
the function of intuition, values, virtues and
narrative reasoning in medicine. In chapter
seven, Marcum is focused on “Clinical Judg-
ing and Decision Making” and he tries to
provide answers to the questions: is clinical
judging subjective or objective, is medicine
art or science, which are the tacit dimensions
of clinical judgment, should the phronetic
or narrative reasoning be used and what is a
good clinical judgment. As part of this chap-
ter he also gives an analysis of the process of
clinical decision making. The next chapter,
“Medical Explanations”, brings into focus
one of the greatest epistemological problems
in medicine: the nature of explanation in
medicine. Marcum presents a few models of
explanations (covering law, causal, inference
to the best explanation, functional, narrative)
critically discussing their scope in medicine.
Probably the most demanding chapters are the
following two, which include the discussion
of the nature of medical knowledge. Chapter
nine, “Diagnostic Knowledge”, provides an
overview of what diagnostic knowledge is,
which are the main sorts of it and how the
justification for every of them is provided.
Chapter ten, “Therapeutic Knowledge”, is
an analysis of the character of biomedical re-
search with special commentary about narra-
tive therapeutics. In both chapters concerning
the medical knowledge special attention is
paid to the place and significance of biomedi-
cal technology.

The third part of the book, Ethics, is the larg-
est one. In chapter eleven Marcum speaks
about “Medical Axiology and Values”, pre-
senting the axiology as the “science of value”
and giving brief overview of what is meant
by the term “value”. He, finally, provides an
examination of medical axiology, focusing on
two main values in medicine: health (in re-

lation to wellbeing) and disease (in relation
to illness). Chapter twelve is an overview of
“Origins of Bioethics and Normative Eth-
ics”. After a short presentation of the birth of
bioethics, primarily seen in relation to medi-
cine, Marcum gives an overview of the main
ethical theories sorted in four groups: abso-
lute ethical theories (deontological theories,
divine command theory and natural law the-
ory), relative ethical theories (ethical subjec-
tivism, cultural ethical relativism and ethical
egoism), consequentialism and situationism
(utilitarianism and situation ethics), and alter-
native ethical theories (virtue ethics, evolu-
tionary ethics). The whole thirteenth chapter,
“Principlism and the Future and Bioethics”
is dedicated to the explication of principlism
and the enormous impact of Beauchamp and
Childress” book (Principles of Biomedical
Ethics) to bioethics. At the end of the chap-
ter, in relation to the challenges posed by
alternatives to principlism, Marcum gives a
brief thought about the future development
of bioethics. In chapter fourteen, “Emotion-
ally Detached Concern or Emphatic Care”,
Marcum brings into discussion probably one
of the greatest dilemmas in modern medical
practice. After the critical assessment of the
notion of emotionally detached concern, he
examines the meaning of the emphatic care,
elucidating two notions: empathy and caring,
and presenting the idea of ethic of care. The
final chapter discusses the “Patient-Physician
Relationships” through three main categories:
physician-centred models (authoritarian mo-
dels and mechanistic models), patient-centred
models (legal models and business models)
and mutual models (partnership models, co-
venant model and friendship model).

Marcum finishes the book with section titled
“Conclusion: What Is Medicine?”. First, he ex-
amines the old dilemma: is medicine an art, or
a science, or even some distinct intermediate
discipline? Second, he presents and elaborates
the new mode of this old dilemma presented
through the following question: should medi-
cine be evidence-based or patient-centred, or
are there some alternatives (narrative-based
and value-based medicine)? Finally, Marcum
provides his own answer to the problem of the
way of humanizing modern medicine, espe-
cially concerning quality-of-care-crisis as it is
the one in American medicine today. For him
the resolution is in the connection of medicine
with its pathos: “For the underlying problem,
especially for American medicine, it is that its
logos (rationality) and ethos (character) are
severed from its pathos (passion).” (p. 315)
He gives a twofold answer to the question
“how can rooting of logos and ethos in pathos
affect change in the healthcare industry, from
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a philosophical perspective?”: “First, pathos
can transform the /ogos of technique, facts,
objective knowledge, and subjective informa-
tion into wisdom, a complete or comprehen-
sive wisdom that can discern the best and ap-
propriate way of being and acting for both the
patient and the physician. Second, pathos can
transform the ethos of the biomedical physi-
cian’s emotionally detached concern or even
the humanistic physician’s empathic care into
a love that is both tender and unrestricted.*
(pp- 315-316) Till the end of the final section
he explains the notion of pathos and its func-
tion in gaining wisdom and love as necessary
conditions for humane medicine.

Marcum’s book is an impressive presentation
and elaboration of current prevalence of the
biomedical model in theory and practice of
medicine, but also painstaking enterprise of
showing possible alternatives, achievements
and efforts in the last three and more decades
in humanizing medical theory and practice.
Every chapter of the book starts with features
(metaphysical, epistemological or ethical) of
the biomedical model and finishes with the
possible alternatives and forms of (more) hu-
mane models. At the end of the book, Mar-
cum provides a fresh and original thought
about the possible framework of resolution of
so many different debates in the philosophy
of medicine.

Every chapter gives an insightful, clear and
analytically presented part of the vast horizon
of philosophy of medicine. Thus, each of the
chapters could be read as a rounded whole, but
all of them together are engaged in a unique
mode of introducing the reader in the variety
of problems and efforts of their solving which
architecture the philosophy of medicine as a
special field of investigation. Every chapter
also has a “Summary”, but it is important to

notice that these summaries are not merely
some technical and formal sketches, but the
important additions, which bring many signi-
ficant author’s concluding remarks.

Finally, it is fair to mention some technical
information. Marcum provided a very usable
“Glossary” with 73 terms as an addition to
the book. Moreover, he listed more than 830
(1) used references in the “Bibliography”. At
the end of the book he also gives an extensive
general “Index” with main names, terms and
problems. These “technical” additions to the
book have made the book much more usable,
especially for the readers who enter into the
investigation of the philosophy of medicine.

Taking all together, it could be said without
any doubt that Marcum’s book is probably the
best written handbook on the philosophy of
medicine, but also an extremely usable text-
book for teachers and students at the different
faculties, but primarily on medical faculties.
An additional reason for this claim is the cla-
rity of the book which is inevitably achieved
thanks to, at least partially, the author’s spe-
cific education and training: James Marcum
has, chronologically, gained B.S.Ed. in Bio-
logy, M.S. in Zoology, Ph.D. in Physiology,
M.A.T.S. in Theology, M.A. in Philosophy
and Ph.D. in Philosophy. An expert with wide
interests both in philosophy and medicine is
reflected in every chapter of the book.

This book is the 99 issue of the Series Phi-
losophy and Medicine published by Springer,
and it can be considered a crown of thirty
years of intensive and dynamic discussion in
the field. We are completely convinced that
after its publication, it can be finally said that
undoubtedly the philosophy of medicine ex-
ists as a special field of inquiry.

Igor Eterovié¢
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Accessed on July 27, 2007.

If the title and subtitle of a cited paper or book are not already separated by a punctua-

tion mark, in citing them the two must be separated by a full stop and the first letter of

the subtitle must be written in a capital letter. For example:

— Hans Jonas, The Phenomenon of Life. Toward a Philosophical Biology

— YiJunquing, “The Laborious and Painful Process of Emancipation. A Survey of the
Last Ten Years of Chinese Philosophy”

The footnote of an already and previously cited work should only contain the initial of
the first name and the full surname of the author, the title of the work (book or article)
cited and the relevant page number/s. For example:

— J. Rawls, 4 Theory of Justice, p. 120.

— H.L. Dreyfus, “The Current Relevance of Merleau-Ponty’s Phenomenology of Em-
bodiment”, p. 38.

In consecutive referring to the same work, the footnotes are only to contain the word
‘Ibid.” and the relevant page number/s, as in the example below:

— Ibid., p. 112.

The editor’s office, naturally, accepts other standards of referencing provided that
they are consistent throughout a text.



HINWEISE FUR DIE AUTOREN

Allgemeines

Synthesis philosophica bringt ausschlieBlich unverdffentlichte Beitrdge in englischer,
deutscher und franzosischer Sprache. Veroffentlicht werden sowohl rezensierte Arti-
kel als auch Texte, die keiner Rezension unterzogen wurden. Im ersteren Fall werden
die Artikel erst dann zur Veroffentlichung angenommen, nachdem zwei anonyme Re-
zensionen erstellt worden sind.

Die rezensierten Artikel werden folgendermafien kategorisiert:

— (wissenschaftlicher) Originalbeitrag (original /scientific/ paper): enthdlt neue,
noch unverdffentlichte Ergebnisse wissenschaftlicher Forschungen;

— Vorbericht (preliminary communication): enthilt neue, noch unverdffentlichte Er-
gebnisse wissenschaftlicher Forschungen, aber in Praliminarform;

— Ubersichtsbeitrag (review article): bringt eine originale und kritische Darstellung
eines bestimmten Bereiches oder eines seiner konstitutiven Teile.

Die Zeitschrift veroffentlicht auch nicht kategorisierte Arbeiten bzw. Besprechungen
zu philosophisch relevanten Publikationen, deren Erscheinen nicht mehr als drei Jahre
zuriickliegt.

Arbeiten, die in Synthesis philosophica erschienen sind, diirfen auch in andere Publi-
kationen mit Verweisen auf die Erstverdffentlichung in Synthesis philosophica aufge-
nommen werden. Aufgrund der Zustimmung der Autoren zur Verdffentlichung ihrer
Beitrdge behilt sich die Zeitschrift das Recht der Erstveroffentlichung im gedruckten
oder elektronischen Format vor.

Manuskriptangebote

Die Redaktion empfiehlt fiir wissenschaftliche Originalbeitrige einen Umfang von 16

bis 32 Manuskriptseiten, fiir Vorberichte und Ubersichtsbeitrage 8 bis 16 Ms.-Seiten,

fiir Buchbesprechungen 4 bis 8 Ms.-Seiten. Eine Ms.-Seite enthilt 1800 Zeichen (ein-

schlieBlich Leerstellen).

Die eingereichten Manuskripte miissen folgende Elemente enthalten:

— Name und Vorname des Autors,

— Bezeichnung und Adresse der Arbeitsstitte,

— Kontaktadresse des Autors (sofern sie von der Adresse seiner Institution abweicht),

E-Mail-Adresse des Autors,

vollstéandiger Titel (evtl. auch Untertitel),

— Zusammenfassung (nicht mehr als 900 Zeichen einschlielich Leerstellen) und
Schliisselbegriffe (nicht mehr als 10).

Hat der Autor die zitierten Werke nicht vollstindig in den Fulnoten nachgewiesen,
muss er am Ende des Textes eine mit vollstdndigen Angaben versehene Literaturliste
beifligen.

Die Manuskripte (Ausdruck mit Diskette oder CD-ROM) werden auf dem Postweg
eingesandt an:

Synthesis philosophica
Filozofski fakultet
Sveuciliste u Zagrebu
Ivana Lucic¢a 3

10000 Zagreb
Kroatien

oder als Textdatei an die E-Mail-Adresse:
filozofska-istrazivanja@zg.t-com.hr

Manuskripte werden nicht zuriickgeschickt.



Zitierweise

Die Redaktion empfiehlt, mittels Fufnoten auf zitierte Werke zu verweisen, wie es
in der Zeitschrift Synthesis philosophica iiblich ist. Dem Nachweis eines erstmalig
zitierten Werkes ist folgendes Muster zugrunde zu legen:

— [fiir ein Buch] Ernst Bloch, Geist der Utopie, Duncker und Humblot, Miinchen—Leip-
zig 1918, S. 123.

— [fiir einen Sammelband] Hans Lenk (Hg.), Wissenschaft und Ethik, Reclam, Stutt-
gart 1991.

— [fur einen Zeitschriftenartikel] Richard Wisser, ,,Hegel und Heidegger, oder: die
Wende vom Denken des Denkens zum Seinsdenken”, Synthesis philosophica 4
(2/1987), S. 301-326.

— [fiir einen Artikel aus einem Sammelband oder ein Buchkapitel] Vittorio Hosle,
,,Ontologie und Ethik bei Hans Jonas”, in: Dietrich Bohler (Hg.), Ethik fiir die Zu-
kunft. Im Diskurs mit Hans Jonas, Beck, Miinchen 1994, S. 105-125.

— [fiir E-Texte] Jiirgen Mittelstral3, ,,Glanz und Elend der Geisteswissenschaften”,

http://docserver.bis.uni-oldenburg.de/publikationen/bisverlag/unireden/ur27/doku-
ment.pdf. Eingesehen am 02. 03. 2008.

Sind Titel und Untertitel eines Buches oder eines Artikels nicht durch ein Satzzeichen
getrennt, muss beim Zitieren nach dem Titel ein Punkt gesetzt und der Untertitel am
Anfang mit einem GroBbuchstaben begonnen werden:

— Hans-Georg Gadamer, Wahrheit und Methode. Grundziige einer philosophischen
Hermeneutik

— Anne von der Heiden, ,,Die Wiederkehr des verfemten Teils. Der Korper in der
Gegenwartskunst”

Beim zweitmaligen und erneuten Zitieren eines Werkes hat die FuBnote nur die Initi-

alen des Autors, den Titel der betreffenden Arbeit (des Buches oder Artikels) und die

Seitenzahl zu enthalten.

— E. Bloch, Geist der Utopie, S. 32.

— R. Wisser, ,,Hegel und Heidegger, oder: die Wende vom Denken des Denkens zum
Seinsdenken”, S. 304.

Wird ein Werk mehrere Male hintercinander zitiert, werden in der FuB3note nur der
Verweis ,,Ibid.” und die Seitenzahl angefiihrt:

— Ibid., S. 312.

Die Redaktion akzeptiert selbstverstindlich auch andere Zitierweisen, vorausgesetzt
dass sie im betreffenden Text konsequent eingehalten werden.



INSTRUCTIONS AUX AUTEURS

Informations générales

Synthesis philosophica publie exclusivement des articles inédits en anglais, allemand
et francgais. La revue publie des articles qui ont €té soumis a une évaluation et ceux qui
ne le sont pas. Les articles soumis a I"évaluation sont acceptés apres deux rapports de
lecture anonymes favorables.

Les articles soumis a 1'évaluation sont classifiés de maniére suivante :

— un article (scientifique) original (original /scientific/ paper) comporte les nou-
veaux résultats encore inédits de recherches scientifiques;

— une communication préliminaire (preliminary communication) comporte sous une
forme préliminaire les nouveaux résultats encore inédits de recherches scientifi-
ques;

— un article synoptique (review article) comporte un compte rendu original et critique
relevant d’un certain domaine ou d’une de ses parties constituantes.

La revue publie aussi des écrits non-classifiés, ¢’est-a-dire des comptes rendus sur les
publications philosophiques importantes publi€es les trois derni¢res années.

Les articles parus dans Synthesis philosophica peuvent étre publiés par leurs auteurs
dans d’autres publications a condition de mentionner toutes les données concernant
leur publication antérieure dans Synthesis philosophica. En acceptant les régles de
publications les auteurs donnent a la révue le droit de premiére publication sous forme
imprimée ou électronique.

Présentation et I’envoi des manuscrits

La longueur recommandée des articles scientifiques originaux (original scientific pa-
pers) estde 16 a 32 feuillets, la longueur des communications préliminaires (prelimi-
nary communications) ainsi que celle des articles synoptiques (review articles) est de
8 a 16 feuillets, alors que celle des comptes rendus est de 4 a 8 feuillets. Un feuillet
comprend 1800 caractéres avec les espaces.

Un manuscrit doit comprendre les éléments suivants :

— le nom et le prénom de I’auteur,

— le nom et I’adresse du rattachement institutionnel de 1’auteur,

— 1" adresse de I’auteur (si elle différe de 1’adresse de I’institution),

— I"adresse ¢électronique de I’auteur,

— le titre complet de I’article (éventuellement le sous-titre),

— un résumé de I’article (jusqu’a 900 caractéres avec les espaces) et les mots-clés
(jusqu’a 10) sur une feuille séparée.

Si les données bibliographiques sur les ceuvres citées dans les notes de bas de page
ne sont pas complétes, 1’auteur est tenu de citer les ouvrages mentionnés avec des
données complétes a la fin de ’article.

Les manuscrits accompagnés d'un exemplaire sur disquette ou disque compact doi-
vent étre envoyés par courrier a 1’adresse :

Synthesis philosophica

Filozofski fakultet

Sveuciliste u Zagrebu

Ivana Lucic¢a 3

10000 Zagreb

Croatie

ou a I'adresse électronique :
filozofska-istrazivanja@zg.t-com.hr

La rédaction s’autorise le droit de garder tous les manuscrits regus.



Comment présenter les citations

La rédaction recommande la citation a [’aide de notes de bas de page (footnotes),
usuelle dans la revue Synthesis philosophica. La note de bas de page, la premicre fois
qu’elle est utilisée, doit étre présentée sous la forme suivante :

— [pour un livre] Simone de Beauvoir, Le Deuxieme Sexe, Gallimard, Paris 1949, p.
78.

— [pour un recueil] Rada Ivekovi¢ & Jacques Poulain (éds.), Europe — Inde — Post-
modernité. Pensée orientale et pensée occidentale, Noél Blandin, Paris 1992.

— [pour T’article d’une revue] Manfred Frank, « Comment fonder une morale
aujourd’hui ? », Synthesis philosophica 3 (1/1987), p. 69-86.

— [pour I’article d’un recueil ou le chapitre d’un livre] Chantal Zabus, « Encre blan-
che et Afrique originelle. Derrida et la postcolonialité », in : Michel Lisse (¢éd.),
Passions de la literature. Avec Jacques Derrida, Galilée, Paris 1996, p. 261-274.

— [pour la littérature sous forme électronique] Michel Foucault, « Qu’est-ce que les
Lumiéres ? », http://foucault.info/documents/whatIsEnlightenment/foucault.quest-
cequeLesLumieres.fr.html. Consultée le 14 février 2009.

Au cas ou le titre et le sous-titre du livre ou de 1’article ne seraient pas séparés par des
signes de ponctuation, le sous-titre doit étre sépar¢ du titre par un point et commencer
par une majuscule :

— Jean-Paul Sartre, L ’Etre et le Néant. Essai d’Ontologie Phénoménologique
— Kostas Axelos, « De la mythologie a la technologie. Lignes directrices »

Dans les citations ultérieures d’un texte déja cité, la note de bas de page doit compor-
ter I’initiale du prénom et le nom de Iauteur, le titre du texte (du livre ou de I’article),
et la page :

— S. de Beauvoir, Le Deuxiéme Sexe, p. 237.

— M. Frank, « Comment fonder une morale aujourd’hui ? », p. 81.

Dans les citations successives d’un texte, la note de bas de page ne doit comporter que
I’abréviation « Ibid. », et la page :

~ Ibid., p. 84.

La rédaction accepte, évidemment, les autres systémes de citation, a condition qu’ils
soient utilisés de facon cohérente.



