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The article is a part of a book in which professor Mariola Flis from Jagiellonian University, gathered a few latest anthropological publications, written by scholars from Cracow. Those articles are written independently and they are rather loosely connected, so our group decided to review them separately and not as a whole, coherent book. 

The author of the article is an assistant professor Annamaria Orla - Bukowska from Jagiellonian University. In her text she tries to compare two cultures and ethos – American and Polish. As she states at the beginning of her considerations, she attempts at presenting interdependences between national identity and national ethos. I think that she does not want  to interpret those interdependences, because this is a problem for a whole book, not only an article, so she just reveals them, not analyze. 

As every good sociologist, the author begins with a definition of the main notion for her considerations: ethos. The great solidity of Annamaria Orla – Bukowska is apparent here, because she describes the sources of the word “ethos” and the whole history and transformation of it from ancient time to present days. Additionally, she even looked up the word in Polish and English dictionaries. At the end of introduction she specifies what she means using the word “ethos” and makes a note that she is interested only in sociological dimension of “ethos”.

At the beginning the text is dry and theoretical, but at the same time it seems to be  logical and comprehensible, but the farther we go on with reading, the easier and lighter it appears. We  read with a great pleasure about author’s life in America and in Poland. The experiences of Orla – Bukowska  make her considerations more trustworthy and  solid, especially when they are supported by the sociological theories and principles. She was born in Poland but she was living in America for a big part of her life, so she could observe differences between Polish and American life- style and everyday behaviour. She seems to try not to use stereotypes, but unfortunately she has failed to avoid them. The whole part about American and Polish ethos is full of stereotypes, but they are a part of sociology and it is said that there is always a part of truth in them. Generalization is a very important part of sociology, since they help draw  conclusions, as it is impossible to analyze all cases separately. Furthermore, it is much more easier to compare Polish and American identity and ethos, while we employ  them. In spite of this fact, the only examples used in the text, are those which confirm the stereotypes about American life-style and Polish commitment to tradition. But I have to agree that those mentions are reliable enough to convince a reader even with sociological background. For instance, the author raises the question of respect for the elders, women and people who have higher status, held by Poles. Orla-Bukowska tries to prove that Poles have problems in American society because of the bigger openness and trust of the hosts. They feel uneasy when their American colleagues want to call them with their names. I  think that it isn’t a major problem nowadays, especially for the young , who are apparently less shy than older Poles. This is the effect of globalization and other changes in the modern world. 

In each part of the article, the author wants to show connection between identity and ethos. Poles, for example, still believe in knight and nobleman ethos which orders to fight for the country and national tradition. The linguistic aspect concerning the  ethos is emphasized in the paper. Polish language does not  have a negative word for  unrestricted courage (being in Poland considered rather as advantage than disadvantage )and bravado in fight, while Americans  would call it “recklessness” or “ being foolhardy”. Those words for Americans have negative connotation, but for Poles are very positive. Poles view themselves as very romantic, and can be also rather received to be  sad and  thoughtful  unlike Americans. 

All those generalizations can be irritating, but they are at the same time  very helpful in sociological consideration. 

The main aim of this article has been achieved but I think that some brief summary is missed. In my opinion, there should be some concise analysis of the problem at the end, because without it, we can only infer connections between ethos and identity. But the  greatest strength of this article is that its language is very understandable, easy and pleasant that inferring is not as hard as we can imagine. What I can also tell about this article is that it is written very solidly, precisely in each aspect and it is based on a wide bibliography and authorities. At the end the author shows another, very interesting problem. She observes that Polish ethos starts to become similar to American, but this is a topic which demands long and meticulous research. 

  Reviewed by Kajetan Cyganik, 2nd year student of sociology, Jagiellonian University, Cracow

