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Relevance of the Topic of the Thesis. For the contemporary normative moral
philosophy, the ethics of care is relatively new discipline with an ambitious goal to
provide an alternative to such well-established traditional moral theories as deontological
and utilitarian ethics. In the course of three decades since the publication of Carol
Gilligan’s book “In a Different Voice: Psychological Theory and Women’s
Development” (1982), the ethics of care has undergone rapid development. The idea of
the moral perspective of care that emerged in the narrow and closed context of feminist
psychology rapidly crossed the boundaries of psychology and the confines of feminist
philosophy.

Over the period of last two decades, the ethics of care evolved from the moral
discourse focused mainly on private and intimate relationships into the moral theory with
its ideas and concepts being applied in nursing, business, animal ethics (Tschudin 2003,
Donovan and Adams 2007, Hamington and Sander-Staudt 2011), and are used to reflect
on various political issues in such domains as international relationships, global politics,
citizenship, multiculturalism, etc. (Kittay 1999, Robinson 1999, Held 2006,
Sevenhuijsen 2004, MaCdonald 2010).

Notwithstanding its swift development, the ethics of care still contains some vague
and ambiguous aspects which are the cause of various misunderstandings between the
representatives of this field of ethical thought and incorrect, misleading perceptions of its
critics and, sometimes, of its supporters. This thesis puts an emphasis on three main and
most relevant topics that still raise many issues and necessitate adequate theoretical
consideration.

The first topic concerns the need for the definition of the concept of care. The sense
of this concept is still to be defined. The exponents of this ethical thought do not agree
among themselves as to how this concept of care should be defined and even argue as to
whether such definition is needed at all (Bowden 1997). Various architects of this ethical
thought put their emphasis on quite divergent aspects of this phenomenon, and thus they
assign different moral meanings to its various elements.

Some moral philosophers argue that care is a certain virtue or a personal quality
based on empathy (Slote 2007). Other philosophers, however, maintain that the caring is,

first of all, some work or activity orientated towards the satisfaction of needs of another



person who is unable to perform this work or activity on his own. The moral role of
feelings and emotions is insignificant in this case (Bubeck 2004).

The third group of philosophers defines the care as specific relation between two
individuals. In this case both feelings and activity directed towards another person are
important (Noddings 2003). Yet the fourth group of the supporters of the ethics of care
argues that the caring should be defined as a practice which embraces certain values and
standards of activity (Held 2006).

The second topic concerns the issue related to the normative weakness of the ethics
of care, i.e. the lack of independent norms of the ethics of care and its insufficient
normativity (Veatch 1998, Rudnick 2001, Nortvedt 2001, Pettersen 2011). Particularism
is one of the main features of the ethics of care. It means that the care is not grounded on
universal moral principles or moral obligations that must be followed by any moral agent
under similar conditions. It is an invitation to focus on a specific person and to be
attentive to her needs and the specific personal, social, cultural, and political context
where those needs emerge. Most of the advocates of the ethics of care point out to the
particularity, attentiveness to the specific networks of relationship, and situational
sensibility as the main advantages of this ethics (Gilligan 1982, Benhabib 1992,
Noddings 2003, Held 2006). Its critics, however, maintain that such an attitude
undermines normative status of the ethics of care. They point out to the fact that the
ethics of care is incapable to provide ethical guidelines for the caring moral agent, i.e.
when and how she should care, what kind of care is good, which is bad, oppressive, and
paternalistic, which relationships are good and worth to maintain and unfold, and which
are oppressive and exploiting.

At the present time, many advocates of the ethics of care, especially those who
adopt the ideas of care for the analysis and problem-solving in the field of applied ethics
(nursing, healthcare, bioethics), set before themselves a task to define in a more precise
way the normative content of care ethics (Nortvedt 2011, Paulsen 2011, Nortvedt, Hem
and Skirbekk 2011, Pettersen and Hem 2011, Pettersen 2011).

On the theoretical level, the so-called assimilation strategy is the most widely used,
i. e. this is the strategy of the adoption of the conceptual recourses of other ethical
theories. One of the widely used strategies is to identify the care as a virtue and to relate
the ethics of care to the virtue ethics (Slote 2001; Halwani 2003). Very often the ethics



of care is described as a variety of virtue ethics (Crittenden 1999, Devettere 2002). Yet
another strategy is to relate the ethics of care to the tradition of sentimentalist ethics. The
care is then identified with the empathy (Slote 2007).

The third topic, which presently stimulates many internal discussions and external
critique, relates to the controversial assumption concerning the fundamental nature of
relational subject and relationships. The point of departure for the ethics of care is an
understanding that every human person exists in a particular network of relationships
that shapes her identity and constitutes her as a moral agent. Therefore, the ethics of care
focuses on how to create good relationships for the sake of mutual wellbeing.

The relationship between a mother and a child is one of the main paradigmatic
models of ethical relation and moral agency. This model is not just a figurative archetype
of a moral ideal, but, for some ethicists, it is also a normative ideal. The model of a
mother-child relationship and a relational subject are opposed to the dominating
conceptions of autonomous, independent, self-sufficient individual (Kittay 1999,
Noddings 2003, 2010, Held 1995, 2006).

In the contemporary ethics of care the relational approach to the moral life,
however, is not always taken into consideration and it is not analysed in a consistent
way. The most often the relational assumptions of caring are merely stated, but instead
of creating the moral vocabulary based on these assumption, one returns to conceptual
resources offered by the traditional moral theories.

Methodology. The methodological point of departure of this research is an
assumption that the relational approach constitutes the distinctiveness and specificity of
the ethics of care.

The reconstruction and analysis of the newest trends in the ethics of care, proposed
in this thesis, aimed to examine (1) what is the degree of their success to unveil the
relational aspects of the moral life while developing the normative content of the ethics
of care, and (2) whether the conceptual apparatus chosen by them offers an opportunity
to accomplish the task in an adequate way.

In order to reveal to what extent the relational dimension of care is and could
possibly be further successfully conceptualised, the methods of reconstruction and

comparative analysis are applied: the relational character of various conceptions of care



is emphasised and the ethics of care is engaged into a dialogue with other ethical
theories.

The method of conceptual analysis has been applied in order to identify the ethical
notions related to the notion of care. The attempts to identify the care with virtue and
empathy have been critically analysed and (3) the conceptual tools needed to define
normative vocabulary of the ethics of care and at the same time, to retain the relational
character of this ethics have been sought for.

Aims and Objectives of the Present Research. This thesis focuses of the two
main aims that are the following:

(1) to provide a critical analysis of the present state of play of the ethics of care;
and

(2) to point out to the possibilities of the further normative developments of the
ethics of care in the wider philosophical context.

In order to accomplish this task, the following objectives have been set forth:

(1) to examine the contexts in which the notion of care is used and to reveal its
ethical content,

1.1. to analyse the meaning of the notion of care in the writings of Carol Gilligan,

1.2. through the analysis of the writings of Nel Noddings, to disclose the meaning
of care as a relation,

1.3. through the analysis of the concepts of mothering and citizenship, to show the
importance of the definition of care as work and practice.

(2) to discuss different strategies of the normative development in the present ethics
of care and to examine their potential to conceptualise its relational specificity,

2.1. to examine the potential of mother-child relations and mothering practice to
provide an adequate normative model for the ethics of care,

2.2. to examine the relation between the ethics of care and sentimentalism, and
assess the conceptual potential of the latter to disclose the relational character of care,

2.3. to examine the relation between the ethics of care and virtue ethics, and assess
the conceptual potential of the latter to disclose the relational character of care,

2.4. to show the importance of the notion of needs in the ethics of care, and to
assess the potential of Soran Reader’s conception of care to disclose the relational

character of care,



(3) to discuss the normative foundation of the ethics of care using the notions of
Emmanuel Levinas’ ethics,

3.1. to examine the way of the ethics of care to justify the care demands,

3.2. to highlight the notions of Levinas’ ethics that are relevant to the project of the
normative foundation of the ethics of care.

Argument of the Thesis. The specificity of the ethics of care can be revealed by
the use of the normative vocabulary that allows conceptualising the moral demands of
care in the relational context.

Structure of the Thesis. At the present time, the ethics of care and its normative
vocabulary is being developed by various authors and this is done in diverging
directions. They invoke sentimentalism, virtue ethics, and even Kantian moral
philosophy; however, they rarely pay more serious attention to the origins of the ethics
of care. This thesis seeks to put forward the underlying assumptions of the ethics of care;
this is the reason why the ideas of the very first care ethicists are compared to those of
the contemporary ones.

The first part of this thesis seeks to examine the conceptions of the authors who
may be called classical care ethicists, i. e. Carol Gilligan, Nel Noddings, Sarah Rudick,
Joan Tronto, Evos Fedder Kittay. In this part, the analysis of the definitions by these
authors of the notion of care helps to reconstruct the relational meaning of care. It is
argued that, for the adequate understanding of care, at least three conceptions are needed.
These conceptions emerge in the various writings of the care ethicists.

Carol Gilligan, the founder of the ethics of care, does not provide an explicit
definition of care; nonetheless, certain elements of values related to this notion do
emerge in her works. This is the reason why, in the first chapter of the thesis, the ideas
of Gilligan are analysed and brought to the wider philosophical context. Care is
identified as the core of the new relational ethical paradigm. The ethical paradigm in this
case should be understood as a sum of values, concepts, and methods that allow a certain
understanding and justification of the moral life.

The critics and, sometimes, the supporters of the ideas of Noddings relatively often
attribute them to the same category as the ideas of those authors who define care as
feeling, inclination, and empathic attitude of the one who provides care. This is why in

the second chapter of this thesis it is argued that this view is incorrect. A deeper



scrutiny of Noddings’ philosophy reveals that in her works care is defined as a relation.
The analysis of Noddings’ ideas in this thesis reveals the relational meaning of the care
and discloses the constitutive elements of relational care.

Her conception of the dyadic care relation often falls under criticism as the caring
responsibilities are mostly defined by her as some private matter that connects two
persons (the one who cares and the other that is cared for) without any consideration of a
wider social and political context. Further, in the third chapter, it is argued that
definition of care as work and practice allows conceptualising the wider context of
caring relation. Practice of mothering and citizenship are chosen to show the moral
meaning of the work and practice of care in various contexts, such as, for example,
private, social, and political life.

The second part of the thesis is devoted to the discussions concerning the
normative content of the ethics of care. Aiming to reveal the actual and possible
tendencies of the normative development of the conceptions of the ethics of care, we
further analyse the attempts of various care ethicists to broaden normative vocabulary of
care while applying inner and external conceptual resources. The analysis of the
relationship of the ideas of Simone Weil, Iris Murdoch, Alasdair Maclntyre, and Soran
Reader to the ethics of care is also provided.

The first chapter is dedicated to the analysis of the mother-child relation model.
Some of the care ethicists, seeking to conceptualise the ethical practice constituted by the
variety of relationships, apply specific moral vocabulary based on the mother-child
relation. The role of the mother-child relation as presented in the works of Virginia Held
and Eva Fedder Kittay is examined. Further, the normative implications of the mothering
practice to the ethics of care are scrutinised on the basis of the Sara Ruddick’s
conception of maternal practice. It is argued that the images of mother-child relation and
those of the mothering practice are too ambiguous to be adequate foundation for the
normative care vocabulary, even if they do offer proper attention to the relational
dimension of care.

The second chapter offers a critical analysis of the attempts of Michael Slote to
reduce the ethics of care to sentimentalist moral philosophy. It is proposed to further
develop the normative vocabulary of care focusing on the notion of attention suggested

by Weil and Murdoch, which, according to the author of this thesis, has considerably
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greater normative potential than the notion of empathy. Furthermore, the theoretical
influence of the notion of attention to be found in the works of Simone Weil and Iris
Murdoch to the ethics of care, especially to the philosophy of Noddings, is further
analysed in this chapter.

The third chapter offers an analysis of the attempt to enhance the ethics of care
using the notions from virtue ethics and their potential to disclose the specificity of the
ethics of care in an adequate way. The Alasdair Macintyre’s conception of virtue as
proposed in his book “Dependent Rational Animals™ is used to reveal limited potential of
virtue ethics to disclose the relational dimension of care. The conclusion is that the
concepts taken from the sentimentalist or virtue ethics do not provide a suitable aid to
conceptualisation of the specificity of the relational ethics of care.

The fourth chapter argues that in order to preserve the relational character of the
ethics of care, one should equally offer an adequate attention to the moral patients, the
caretaker, and not merely to the moral agent, the caregiver. It is suggested that in order to
achieve this, one should introduce the concept of need as found in the writings of British
philosopher Soran Reader.

The third part of this thesis is dedicated to the analysis of the normative
foundation of the ethics of care. It is argued that the answer to the question concerning
the normative source of the care demands should reflect (1) the role of the relationships
to the constitution of the care responsibilities and obligations, and (2) the effects of these
relationships to the moral agency.

The first chapter offers an analysis of the answers provided by the care ethicists
Daniel Engster and Eva Kittay to the question concerning the justification strategy of the
responsibility of care. Daniel Engster provides an answer based on the assumption of
mutual interdependence, whereas argument of Eva Fedder Kittay stands on the notion of
vulnerability. It is argued that the problem faced by those two conceptions is their
inability to offer an answer which could explain how the relations of care constitute the
very possibility of moral agency.

The second chapter of this part provides an analysis of Levinasian ethics. It is
suggested that the ethical though of Emmanuel Levinas helps to put an emphasis on the
relational character of care, aids to define contextual, particular and relational

normative sources of caring demands. For the ethics of care, Levinasian ethics provides
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a relational answer to the question as to what the normative source of the moral
demands is. The normative source of the care responsibility is another person who
addresses us with her needs. Based on Levinasian ideas, the ethics of care is able to
argue that (1) the source of responsibility and obligation to care is another person; (2)
the relation with this person constitutes a possibility of response by the moral agent. (3)
By exercising this responsibility or taking care of another person the agent creates her
moral identity. On the other hand, by refusing to do so, she degrades it.

Conclusions

1. 1. The ethical content of care in the ethics of care can be defined using three
interconnected conceptions. The care as the core of the new ethical paradigm is an
expression of relational approach to moral life, since the point of departure of moral
considerations and actions is the apprehension of interdependence, responsibility for
vulnerable and dependent others, attention to specific needs of others, appreciation of
emotional ties. The second conception of care as a relation puts an emphasis on the fact
that caring is a receptive and active relationship between (at least) two individuals and
that it highlights the importance of the needs of another person and significance of the
inner state of the moral agent, determined by such factors as attention, empathy,
sympathy, ability to comprehend the recipient of care. The third conception underlines
the fact that caring is also a praxis constituted by a certain set of values, attitudes,
principles and rules of action, virtues, and even respective emotions or feelings.

1.2. These three conceptions of care

a) do not contradict each other as they are based on the same assumptions, such as
the underlying importance of relationships in the life of an individual, moral significance
of caring relations, needs as the source of moral obligations and responsibility;

b) they complement each other as they disclose various aspects of care. The first
conception identifies care and caring as the constitutive element of a relational approach
to moral life. The second one puts an emphasis on the fact that caring takes its shape due
to subjective (empathy, sympathy, attention, openness, receptivity) and objective (the
caretaker and her/his needs) factors. And, lastly, the third conception draws attention to

the fact that any specific caring relation prevails in a broader context of social and
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political power relations and not merely between two individuals; this is the reason why
the responsibility of caring and its distribution is not just a personal matter: it is equally a
public one.

2.1. Even if the moral vocabulary of the ethics of care, which is based on
conceptualisation of mother-child relation and mothering practice puts an emphasis on
the importance of dependency, asymmetry of moral relation, vulnerability, need for the
care, and help of others, due to its ambiguous and controversial nature, it cannot,
however, be the unique normative model for the ethics of care.

2.2. There is one tendency in the recent thought of the ethics of care that gradually
becomes more and more explicit; it is an attempt to apply more traditional ethical
recourses (especially notions from sentimentalist and virtue ethics) in order to further
develop the normative vocabulary of the ethics of care. Unfortunately, such an attempt to
improve the ethics of care using the conceptual apparatus of those theories conceals the
relational nature of this ethics. To define the care or caring as a virtue or emotion means
to focus on a moral agent and to put the moral patient far aside. In this case caring,
instead of being an integral part of a broader relational net of caring, formed out of
various social and political relations, turns to be a matter of a merely private
responsibility.

2.3. It is necessary to complement the normative vocabulary of the ethics of care
and to add to it the specific conception of need which makes it possible:

a) to preserve the relational character of the ethics of care. Moral care is an
interaction of a caregiver and a caretaker, which is initiated and directed by the needs of
the latter. This is the reason why the definition of good care needs to be based on such a
criterion as the relevance of the way to satisfy the needs of the caretaker, and not on the
subjective factors, such as the motivation, feelings, and virtues of a caregiver;

b) to provide more precise guidelines for the care activities and define the criteria
for evaluation of the caring activities without the threat which is to deny the ethics of
care its particularistic attitude;

c) to put a dyadic relation of care and responsibility into a wider social, cultural,
and political context, which shapes various practices of need recognition, its

acknowledgment and satisfaction.
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3. The concepts of Levinasian ethics put an emphasis on the assumptions of the
ethics of care and provide their foundation. What is common to both of these ethics, it is
their position that the point of departure of any ethics is the relation of responsibility and
care, rather than assumptions based on the idea of an independent, self-sufficient, and
autonomous individual. Both of these ethics point to the fact that the normative source of
any moral demands flows from a specific relationship, from an encounter with a specific
person, rather than from some universal moral principles or predefined rules. Levinas,
just as the ethicists of care, puts an emphasis on moral importance of the factors that
could be labelled as “feminine”, i. e. the founding nature of relationships, asymmetrical
responsibility, mutual interdependence, vulnerability, response to the needs of other, but
at the same time he manages to unveil the universal meaning of those constitutive factors

of care.
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Temos aktualumas. Ripescio etika Siuolaikinéje normatyvinéje moralés
filosofijoje yra gana naujas reisSkinys, pasiZymintis ambicingu siekiu sukurti alternatyva
solidZioms ir gilias Saknis turinioms etinéms teorijoms, pavyzdZiui, deontologinei ir
utilitarinei etikai. Per trijy deSimtmeciy laikotarp] nuo Carol Gilligan, kurig daugelis
laiko rtpescCio etikos pradininke, knygos ,,In a Different Voice: Psychological Theory
and Women‘s Development* (1982) iki Siandieninio ripescio etikos diskurso riipescio
etika sparciai vystési. Ripescio moralinés perspektyvos idéja, uzgimusi gana siaurame ir
uzdarame feministinés psichologijos kontekste, neilgai trukus perZengé psichologijos ir
feministinés filosofijos ribas. Paskutiniais dviem deSimtmeciais ji plétota nuo moralinio
diskurso, kurio démesio centre paprastai privaciai sferai priskiriami santykiai tarp Seimos
nariy, draugy, kaimyny, iki teorijos, kurios idéjos ir sgvokos Siandien naudojamos
tokiose taikomosios etikos Sakose: slauga, verslas, elgesio su gyviinais etika (Tschudin
2003, Donovan, Adams 2007, Hamington, Sander-Staudt 2011), pasitelkiamos apmastyti
tokioms politinéms problemoms: tarptautiniai santykiai, globali politika, pilietiSkumas,
multikultiralizmas (Kittay 1999, Robinson 1999, Held 2006, Sevenhuijsen 2004,
MaCdonald 2010).

Nepaisant sparcios riipesC¢io etikos plétros, lieka dar nemazai neaiSkumo ir
daugiaprasmiskumo, kurie lemia nesusikalbéjimg tarp paciy riipesCio etikos atstovy ir
netiksly ar klaidinantj jos kritiky, oponenty, o daznai ir Salininky supratima.

Disertacijoje iSskiriamos trys Siuo metu aktualiausios, daugiausia problemy
sukeliancios temos, kuriy teorinei analizei vis dar néra skiriamas pakankamas démesys.

Pirmoji tema — riipesc¢io/riipinimosi sgvokos apibrézimo tritkumas. Riipescio etikos
atstovai iki Siol nesutaria, kaip reikia, jei i§ viso reikia, apibrézti riipesti/riipinimasi
(Bowden 1997: 11-15). Sios etikos kiiréjai teikia pirmenybe skirtingiems
ripescio/ripinimosi fenomeno aspektams, todél skirtingiems veiksniams priskiria
nevienoda moraling reik§me. Vieni autoriai mano, kad riipestingumas yra tam tikra
asmens dorybé (Halwani 2003) arba savybé, kurios pamatas yra empatija (Slote 2007).
Antri laikosi nuomonés, kad ripinimasis visy pirma yra darbas arba veikla, nukreipta |
kito asmens, kuris pats néra pajégus to padaryti, poreikiy patenkinimg. Jausmai,
emocijos ¢ia turi nedidele moraling reikSme ir verte (Bubeck 2004). Treti

rupest}/ripinimasi apibrézia kaip specifinj santykj, kuriame svarbiis tiek jausmai, tiek
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veikla kito asmens atzvilgiu (Noddings 2003). Ketvirti sako, kad tai yra praktika,
apimanti tam tikrus veiklos standartus ir vertybes (Held 2006).

Antroji tema, ] kurig atkreipia démesj daugelis kritiky ir vis daZniau jos Salininkai,
— savarankiSky riipes¢io etikos normy ir normatyvumo stoka (Veatch 1998, Rudnick
2001, Nortvedt 2001, Pettersen 2011). Viena i$ rapesCio etikos ypatybiy, vienijanti
skirtingas jos Sakas, yra ta, kad ripestis/ripinimasis kitais Zmonémis néra kildinamas 1§
konkreciy moraliniy principy ar moraliniy jsipareigojimy, kuriems turéty paklusti visi
moraliniai veikéjai, esant panaSioms sglygoms. Daugelis riipes¢io etikos autoriy
pabrézia, kad didZiausias Sios etikos privalumas yra kontekstualumas, konkretumas,
situacinis jautrumas (Gilligan 1982, Benhabib 1992, Noddings 2003, Held 2006). Tokia
riupesCio etikos pozicija, jos kritiky manymu, kvestionuoja riipes€io etikos kaip
normatyvinés etinés teorijos statusg. Teigiama, kad riipesCio etika nepajégi nurodyti
konkreciy gairiy moraliniam veikéjui: kada ir kaip jis privalo riipintis, koks ripestis yra
geras, moralus, o koks blogas, amoralus, kaip atskirti santykius, kuriuos verta islaikyti ir
plétoti, nuo iSnaudojimo santykiy.

Siuo metu nemaza dalis ripeséio etikos atstovy, ypa¢ ty, kurie riipes¢io etika
pritaiko jvairiy praktiniy problemy (slaugos, sveikatos apsaugos etika, bioetika)
analizavimui ir sprendimui, kelia sau tikslg aiSkiau apibréZti riipesCio etikos normatyvinj
turinj (Nortvedt 2011, Paulsen 2011, Nortvedt, Hem, Skirbekk 2011, Pettersen, Hem
2011, Pettersen 2011).

Teoriniame etikos diskurse labiau plétojama asimiliaciné strategija, t. y. rupescio
etikos normatyvinio turinio stoka bandoma uzpildyti kity normatyviniy etiniy teorijy
moraliniu zodynu. Labiausiai paplitusi strategija — ripestj apibrézti kaip dorybe ir
rupescio etikg sieti su dorybiy etika (Slote 2001, Halwani 2003a). Neretai riipescio etika
pristatoma apskritai kaip dorybiy etikos atmaina (Crittenden 1999, Devettere 2002).
Antroji strategija — ripesCio etikg sieti su moralinio sentimentalizmo tradicija ir
ripestj/rlipinimasi tapatinti su empatija (Slote 2007).

Trecioji tema, kelianti daug vidiniy diskusijy ir iSorinés kritikos, — riipesCio etika
persmelkiancios kontraversiskos reliacinio subjekto ir santykiy moralinio pamatiSkumo
prielaidos.

RiipesCio etika prasideda nuo suvokimo, kad kiekvienas i§ miisy i§ pat pradziy

esame konkreCiame santykiy tinkle, kuris formuoja mus, kaip asmenis, ir konstituoja
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kaip moralinius veikéjus, todél §i etika visy pirma akcentuoja gery santykiy, kuriuose
siekiama abipusés gerovés, kiirimg. Vienas i§ paradigminiy etinio santykio ir moralinio
veikimo modeliy yra santykis tarp motinos ir vaiko, kuris dalies riipescio etikos kiiréjy
latkomas ne tik etinio santykio provaizdziu, bet ir normatyviniu idealu. Jie motinos-
vaiko etinio santykio ir apskritai reliacinio subjekto modelj prieSina vyraujanciy moralés
teorijy preziumuojamai atomizuoto, autonomisko, sau pakankamo individo sampratai
(Kittay 1999, Noddings 2003, 2010, Held 1995, 2006).

Visgi reliacinis pozilris 1 moralinj gyvenimg ne visuomet jsisgmoninamas ir
nuosekliai plétojamas dabartinéje riipesCio etikoje. Dazniausiai tik konstatuojamos
prielaidos, tafiau uZuot jas apmas¢ius ir remiantis jomis kiirus normatyvinj riipescio
etikos Zodyng, griztama prie tradiciniy moralés teorijy sitilomy konceptualiniy resursy,
tokiy, kaip dorybiy ar sentimentalizmo etika.

Metodologija. Sio tyrimo metodologinis ieities taskas — prielaida, kad reliaciné
etiné prieiga konstituoja riipesCio etikos savitumg ir specifikg. Rekonstruojant ir
analizuojant naujausias skirtingy Sios etikos atstovy pozicijas, aiskintasi, (1) kaip
sékmingai jiems pavyksta atskleisti reliacinj moralinio gyvenimo matmenj, plétojant
normatyvinj riipescio etikos turinj, (2) ar jy pasirinktos konceptualinés priemonés leidzia
tai adekvaciai atlikti. Siekiant Siy tiksly, pasitelktas lyginamosios analizés metodas:
ripescio etika jtraukta j platesnj filosofinj diskursg ir atskleistas jos santykis su kitomis
etinémis teorijomis, iSrySkintas skirtingy ripes€io/ripinimosi sampraty reliacinis
pobtdis. Pasitelkiant konceptualinés analizés metoda, istirta, kokios etinés sgvokos
siejamos su rupesCio/ripinimosi  kategorija. Kritiskai analizuota tendencija
rupest}/ripinimasi tapatinti su dorybémis bei empatija ir ieSkota (3) reliacines rupescio
etikos prielaidas galin¢iy atskleisti konceptualiniy priemoniy, kurios padéty aiskiau
apibrézti riipescio etikos normatyvinj Zodyna.

Tyrimo tikslas ir uzdaviniai. Sios disertacijos tikslas dvejopas:

Pirma, kritiSkai iStirti dabarting riipescio etikos bukle.

Antra, nubrézti normatyvines riipescio etikos vystymosi galimybes, jtraukiant ja |
platesnj filosofinj konteksta.

Siekiant Siy tiksly, keliami uzdaviniai.

1. ISanalizuoti rupesc¢io/rupinimosi sgvokos vartojimo kontekstg ir atskleisti eting

rupescio/riipinimosi sgvokos specifika.
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1. 1. Istirti, kaip vartojama riipesCio/riipinimosi sgvoka Sios etikos pradininkés
Carol Gilligan darbuose.

1. 2. Parodyti, ka reiskia rupesCio/riipinimosi kaip santykio apibréZimas Nel
Noddings darbuose.

1. 3. Atskleisti riipes¢io/riipinimosi kaip darbo bei praktikos reikSme ripescio
etikoje, analizuojant motinystés bei pilietiSkumo sampratas.

2. Aptarti skirtingas riipesCio etikoje plétojamas normatyvinio turinio vystymo
tendencijas ir i$tirti jy dermg su Sios etikos specifika.

2. 1. Istirti motinos-vaiko santykio ir motinystés vaizdinio konceptualines
galimybes tapti adekvaciu normatyviniu modeliu.

2. 2. Istirtt riipesCio etikos ir sentimentalizmo etikos santykj, jvertinti pastarosios
konceptualines galimybes atskleisti reliacinj ripes€io/riipinimosi pobiid;.

2. 3. Istirtt riipesCio etikos ir dorybiy etikos santykj, jvertinti pastarosios
konceptualines galimybes atskleisti reliacinj ripes€io/riipinimosi pobiid;.

2. 4. Parodyti poreikiy sgvokos reik§me riupescio etikoje ir jvertinti Soran Reader
poreikiy koncepcijos galimybes atskleisti reliacinj riipes¢io/riipinimosi pobud;.

3. Atskleisti ripesCio etikos normatyvinio pagrindimo galimybes, remiantis
Emanuelio Levino etikos sgvokomis.

3.1. Istirti, kaip rupescio etika pagrindzia moralinius ripinimosi reikalavimus.

3.2. I8ryskinti Levino etikos sgvokas, relevantiSkas riipes¢io etikos normatyvinio
pagrindimo projektui.

Ginama tezé. RipesCio etikos specifika atskleidzia normatyvinis zodynas,
leidZiantis konceptualizuoti moralinius riipinimosi reikalavimus reliaciniame kontekste.

Darbo struktiira. Siuo metu riipescio etikos atstovai, apibrézdami jos normatyvinj
turinj, plétoja ja labai skirtingomis kryptimis, pradedant sentimentalizmu, baigiant
kantiskaja moralés filosofija, tatiau retas platiau analizuoja Sios etikos istakas. Sioje
disertacijoje, siekiant i8rySkinti pamatines riipescio etikos prielaidas, sugretintos pirmyjy
ripescio etikos kiiréjy ir Siuvolaikiniy jos plétotojy idéjos. Pirmoji disertacijos dalis skirta
ty autoriy, kuriuos salygiskai galima pavadinti klasikiniu riipes¢io etikos branduoliu,
analizei. Siam branduoliui priklauso Carol Gilligan, Nel Noddings, Saros Ruddick, Joan
Tronto, Evos Fedder Kittay darbai. Sioje dalyje, analizuojant jvairius

rupescio/riipinimosi sgvokos taikymo atvejus Siy filosofy darbuose, rekonstruojama

19



reliaciné Sios sgvokos prasmé ir teigiama, kad etinj ripestj/ripinimasi adekvaciai
suprasti reikalingos bent trys reikSmes, kurios rySkéja skirtinguose ripescio etikos
atstovy darbuose.

Nors rupescio etikos pradininké Gilligan neformuluoja aiSkaus riipes€io/riipinimosi
apibrézimo, taciau jos darbuose rySkéja tam tikri vertybiniai elementai, siejami su Sia
sgvoka. Tode¢l pirmame skyriuje, analizuojant Gilligan darbus ir jtraukiant juos i platesnj
filosofin] konteksta, riipestis/ripinimasis apibréZiamas kaip naujos reliacinés etinés
paradigmos branduolys. Savoka etiné paradigma $iuo atveju suprantama kaip vertybiy,
savoky, metody, leidzianCiy suvokti ir pagristi moralin] gyvenima, visuma.

Noddings riipescio etikos kritiky, o neretai ir jos Salininky, priskiriama tiems, kurie
esg riipest] apibrézia kaip ripintojo jausma, polinkj, empating nuostatg, todel antrame
disertacijos skyriuje, analizuojant Sios autorés darbus, teigiama, kad toks poziiiris néra
teisingas. Noddings filosofijoje atskleidziama, kg reiskia riipestis kaip santykis ir kokie
veiksniai jj konstituoja. Noddings diadinis ripinimosi santykis sulaukia kritikos, kadangi
atsakomybe riipintis apibrézia kaip privaty dalyka, siejanti riipintojg ir ripintinj,
neatsizvelgia j platesnj socialinj ir galios santykiy konteksta.

Tre¢iame skyriuje teigiama, kad konceptualizuoti platesnj ripinimosi santykio
kontekstg leidzia riipesCio/riipinimosi kaip darbo bei praktikos suvokimas. Nagrin¢jant
ripescio etikos atstovy poziiirj | motinyste ir pilietiSkuma, atskleidziama, kokig moraling
reikSme Sioje etikoje vaidina riipinimasis, suprantamas kaip darbas bei praktika.

Antroji disertacijos dalis skirta diskusijy dél rtupescio etikos normatyvinio turinio
analizei. Siekiant atskleisti esamas ir galimas riipesCio etikos vystymosi tendencijas ir
galimybes, analizuojama, kaip Sios etikos atstovai, remdamiesi savo ir kity moralés
teorijy sitilomais konceptualiniais resursais, plétoja jos normatyvinj turinj. Nagrinéjamas
Simone Weil, Iris Murdoch, Alasdairo Maclntyre’o, Soran Reader idéjy santykis su
rupescio etika.

Pirmame skyriuje nagrinéjamas riipescio etikos moraliniam Zodynui jtaka darantis
motinystés vaizdinys, motinos-vaiko santykio modelis. Analizuojama, kokiag funkcija
motinos-vaiko santykis atlieka Virginijos Held ir Evos Fedder Kittay mastyme.
Pasitelkiant Saros Ruddick motinystés koncepcija, nagrinéjamos motinystés praktikos

normatyvinés implikacijos. Teigiama, kad motinos-vaiko ir motinystés praktikos
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vaizdiniai yra pernelyg daugiaprasmiai, kad tik jais biity grindZiamas normatyvinis §ios
etikos Zodynas, taciau jie atkreipia démesj ] reliacinj ripescio/riipinimosi metmeny.

Antrame skyriuje, kritiSkai analizuojama rapesCio etikos ir sentimentalizmo
tradicijos tapatinimo tendencija, kuriai atstovauja Michaelo Slote’o riipes€io etikos
variantas. Sitiloma normatyvinj riipes¢io zodyng plétoti remiantis ne tiek empatijos, kiek
démesio sgvoka. Nagrin¢jama Simone Weil ir Iris Murdoch démesio sampratos teorine
jtaka riipescio etikai, ypa¢ Noddings filosofijai.

Trec¢iame skyriuje nagrinéjamas bandymas sustiprinti riipescio etikg dorybiy etikos
sgvokomis, svarstomos dorybiy etikos galimybés adekvaciai atskleisti riipes€io etikos
specifika. Analizuojama Alasdair MacIntyre’o dorybiy koncepcija, pristatyta knygoje
»Dependent Rational Animals*.Keliamas klausimas, ar ji paranki konceptualizuojant
reliacines riipesCio etikos prielaidas. Teigiama, kad sentimentalizmo ir dorybiy etikos
sgvokos nepadeda konceptualizuoti reliacinés riipescio etikos specifikos.

Ketvirtame skyriuje teigiama, kad siekiant iSsaugoti reliacinj riipesCio etikos
pobudj, reikia skirti atitinkama démesj ne tik moraliniam veikéjui, bet ir riipinimosi
recipientui, t. y. ripintiniui. Tai sitiloma daryti pasitelkus poreikiy sgvoka, pateiktg brity
filosofés Reader koncepcijoje.

TreCioje disertacijos dalyje analizuojamos riipes€io etikos normatyvinio
pagrindimo klausimas. Teigiama, kad atsakymas j klausima, koks yra normatyvinis
ripinimosi reikalavimy Saltinis, turi atspindéti tai, (1) kokj vaidmenj vaidina santykiai
formuojant moralinius riipinimosi reikalavimus, (2) kokig reikSme¢ jie turi moraliniam
veikimui.

Pirmame skyriuje nagrin¢jamos riipesCio etikos autoriams priklausancios
ripinimosi jsipareigojimy pagrindimo strategijos: Danielio Engsterio atsakymas,
grindziamas tarpusavio priklausomybés prielaida, ir Evos Fedder Kittay pazeidziamumo
koncepcija. Teigiama, kad Siy koncepcijy problema yra ta, kad jos nepateikia atsakymo,
kuris paaiskinty, kaip rtpestis konstituoja moralinio veikimo galimybes.

Antrame skyriuje nagrinéjama Levino etika ir teigiama, kad riipesCio etikai ji
padeda iSryskinti reliacinj rupescio pobiid, apibrézti kontekstualy, konkrety ir reliacinj
ripinimosi reikalavimy Saltinj. Levino etika ripescio etikai suteikia reliacinj atsakymag |
klausima, i§ kur kyla moraliniy reikalavimy normatyviné galia — jos Saltinis yra kitas

asmuo, besikreipiantis ] mus su savo poreikiais. Remiantis Levino etika, galima teigti,
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(1) jog moralinés atsakomybés ir jsipareigojimy ripintis Saltinis yra kitas zmogus, (2)
santykis su juo konstituoja moralinio veikéjo atsako galimybe, (3) igyvendindamas
savo atsakomybe, t. y. riipindamasis, jis tuo paciu kuria savo moralin¢ tapatybe,

atsakydamas negatyviai, nesiriipindamas — ja naikina.

ISvados

1. 1. Etinj ripes¢io/ripinimosi sgvokos turinj rupescio etikoje apibrézia trys
reikSmeés. Ripestis kaip etinés paradigmos branduolys iSreiSkia reliacin] poZzitr] |
moralin] gyvenimg, kadangi etiniy samprotavimy ir poelgiy iSeities tasku yra tarpusavio
priklausomybés suvokimas, atsakomybé uz tuos, kurie yra priklausomi ir paZzeidziami,
démesys konkretiems Zzmoniy poreikiams, emociniy saity pripazinimas. Antroji —
rupescio/riipinimosi kaip santykio — reikSme pabréZia, kad rupestis/riipinimasis yra imlus
bei veiklus santykis tarp (bent) dviejy zmoniy. Svarbiis kito Zzmogaus poreikiai ir
moralinio veik¢jo vidin¢ busena, kurig lemia tokie veiksniai: démesys, empatija,
simpatija, gebé&jimas suprasti riipintinj, uZ ji prisiimti atsakomybe¢ bei jg jgyvendinti.
Trec¢ioji reikSme pabrézia, kad riipinimasis taip pat yra veikla, nukreipta (plaiausia
prasme) ] kity Zmoniy poreikiy patenkinima, ir poreikiy patenkinimo praktika, kurig
sudaro tam tikros vertybés, nuostatos, elgesio, veiklos principai bei taisyklés, dorybés ir
net atitinkamos emocijos, jausmai.

1. 2. Sios trys riipes¢io/riipinimosi sampratos:

a) neprieStarauja viena kitai; jos grindziamos tomis paciomis prielaidomis:
pamatiné¢ santykiy svarba atskiro zmogaus gyvenime, riipinimosi santykiy moraliné
reik§me, poreikiai kaip moraliniy jsipareigojimy ir atsakomybés Saltinis;

b) papildo viena kitg, atskleisdamos skirtingus riipes¢io/ripinimosi aspektus.
Pirmoji samprata rodo, kad riipestis/riipinimasis konstituoja reliacinj poziiirj ] moralinj
gyvenima; antroji akcentuoja, kad riipinimasi formuoja subjektyviis (riipintojo empatija,
simpatija, démesys, atvirumas, imlumas) ir objektyvis (riipintinis ir jo poreikiai)
veiksniai; treCioji pabrézia, kad kiekvienas konkretus riipinimosi santykis egzistuoja ne
tik tarp dviejy Zmoniy, bet ir platesniame socialiniy bei politiniy galios santykiy
kontekste, todél riipinimosi atsakomybé¢ bei jos paskirstymas yra ne tik individualus, bet

ir visuomeninis reikalas.
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2. 1. Rapescio etikos moralinis Zodynas, grindZziamas motinos-vaiko santykio ir
motinystés praktikos jvaizdZziais, nors ir pabréZia priklausomybés, moralinio santykio
asimetriSkumo, pazeidziamumo, kity pagalbos ir riipinimosi reikSme¢, negali biiti
vieninteliu modeliu plétojant normatyvinj $ios etikos turinj, kadangi yra daugiaprasmis ir
kontraversiskas.

2. 2. Siuo metu ripeséio etikoje ryskéja tendencija normatyvinio turinio plétrai
pasitelkti tradiciSkesnius etinius resursus — sentimentalizmo ir dorybiy etikos sgvokas.
TaCiau bandymas patobulinti riipes€io etika Siy etiniy teorijy sgvokomis paslepia
reliacin jos pobiidj. ApibréZiant riipestj/riipinimgsi kaip dorybe ar jausmag démesio
centre atsiduria moralinis veikéjas, o ne riipinimosi recipientas, rupestis/ripinimasis
pradedamas traktuoti kaip esantis labiau privacios atsakomybés reikalu, o ne integralia
platesnio reliacinio tinklo, formuojamo jvairiy socialiniy ir politiniy santykiy, dalimi.

2. 3. Rupescio etikos normatyvin; Zodyng bitina papildyti platesne poreikiy
koncepcija, kuri leidZzia:

a) iSlaikyti reliacinj ripescio/riipinimosi pobiidj — etinj riipest] konstituoja riipintojo
ir rUpintinio sgveika, kurig inicijuoja ir nukreipia pastarojo poreikiai. Geras ripinimasis
visy pirma turi biiti apibréziamas remiantis tuo, kaip adekvaciai patenkinami ripintinio
poreikiai, 0 ne teikiant pirmenybe subjektyviems veiksniams — riipintojo motyvacijai,
jausmams riipintinio atzvilgiu, atitinkamy dorybiy turéjimui;

b) apibrézti konkretesnes veiklos gaires ir ripinimosi veiklos vertinimo kriterijus,
nepaneigiant ripescio etikos partikuliaristinés nuostatos;

c) itraukti diadinj atsakomybés ir rupinimosi santykij j platesnj socialinj, kulttirinj
bei politin] konteksta, kuris formuoja skirtingas poreikiy atpaZinimo, pripazinimo ir
patenkinimo praktikas.

3. Levino etikos sgvokos iSrySkina ir pagrindzia reliacines ripesCio etikos
prielaidas. Abi jas sieja pozitiris, kad atsakomybés ir ripinimosi santykis (0 ne laisvo,
autonomisko, sau pakankamo individo samprata) yra pamatiné etikos priclaida. Abi jos
pabrézia, kad normatyviné moraliniy reikalavimy galia kyla i§ konkreciy santykiy —
vieno asmens akistatos su kitu asmeniu, o ne i§ universaliy, i§ anksto apibrézty principy.
Levinas, kaip ir riipesCio etika, akcentuoja tai, kas vadinama ,,moteriSkos* etikos sgvoka,

t. y. santykiy pamatiSkuma, asimetriS$kg atsakomybe bei tarpusavio priklausomybe,
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pazeidziamuma, atsaka ] kito asmens poreikius, ta¢iau sugeba atskleisti $iy rtpinimasi

konstituojanciy veiksniy universalig eting reikSmg.
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