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FRIRMENERE :
AL RNERAMEERER

RFEHE
B3R E R B REIHE

# &

ANFERN=ZAERBEIUABRAPOLERN=EA &
mEEM, BEREHNEMGHE=-ZSESME A6 UBTF (k) KREBR
BREXRCEHEABRGENZL , RAREBM (E-ERIL ) B, #
W (E8 )  AEMEmFRA (ERER ). LEN=AFAR
HEREEEENEQRE  BRA—BUAABI. BXRFER
ERZRES0NZL , KMEHERENL, EE (FR ) BEER
HEREZY  SEE=A-BKYTE A6 REiHR, ERBBLM
BEEAMBEEENS D #EMREIMFTAHNERATENE®
B-RENIRFECREREAR T (X ) KEBR, RAHER
FBENXEHEENE=8 RHKE  REVESHENEDERRE
Rt NMRERFELMENEERRE  BERETRWHERE
BIARA , ETRRLMERARNBERERBARL.

RREEMERN=ATERE QXN LR EREER &%
EWmAERMaMNERER RLMBENBEEER. iR, 4
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EEE=ALtuRARZHERERNWEMNTM  EMREEER
MBAT , SAORFERONEREEME, ERENRKFEFEK
E, BTFEHEEM. Ait, " BE5ERRREN=ATLAARNE
BREWDETEREMTME B HHREL ERESNEELEH
#EF, B FSEMNREERBFTER, VEBERS (sss) BT
BEREANERRY  BROKREUENARAERNELRERNER
BER  URAFEENEYNFEBEERKR Y L4 REN R H 82
BiE, ZMENBIRAREHREAEEIE , ——(LBELERH , FH
RENEE,

A, aFREENREETEEERAREAREEGER
RBEHREREL  EFTGHUETEESSR  tMELERRK
BRIERRESERUEIENR K FOUE, MEEE-SHIREM
AR EENEEN, AMREHEEMELRE , KMBRER
REERNVBLEAR, BA  IRLEHRE-BRE, BRER
HESHEEALRGR K FEEN TEEESER, HER , B
ERAAEERANBREBREEONER  THEZXWERR "ER
BREER, ?AR , A FTREBNBLEETELREAMERIL
RESE K MBHAFEARERN=RER L  BERENAEMEK
RREMERALEAE , #MEABUMERCHERERR K BELE
ENERAET , EIHRGARE. AN -E, BERRFRLE.

UL, Z N ERABEEEAREEE , AN ERR
M=AFLEZBIESNERRE Bl MRR - THENE
#HRML , KREARMRENERRBERR,

Mot MARE - FRFLH - FRRF - FAL B2
A PSR S LT



7 Gilligan 3% In a Difference Voice (1982) - ?"[/ﬁ'] ) ?}i:
LS Kant El@iﬁfﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%’ R RLRE | AR i gﬁ'%ﬂ < Kohlberg
figl %? ﬁFIJ?:D}[“ SR ﬁ‘gﬁﬂ]{llﬁﬁlﬁfjﬁlﬁkrlFIJ%FIJFI53
WS o AT [P PP P S
FSSE O Sy T VR IR [ Bl o s R
AL R 055 - Gilligan FUPEARET - & AhLRs ikl
CEIZS U ) VPR SRREEE E IRV e 2 T
ELHE S e s 2RI IS RIS s A FJ SIS I REEH)
PV gl (= =) 2 '«E,%j\fT“iE.} BRE ~ 25 FI2% - Gilligan
A [ipjag_rﬁtlgﬂ R TR TJ[%%] EIE ) (ethics of care) - '] {1
Kohlberg fivifi fifs * 7}?5@ ALY TSR (ethics of
justice) o (R Gilligan — ‘F{' uﬁéi J’gﬁf_ Kohlberg EJN;@D MFF‘
AL PO (S R PIIA R T FEG  SBERpu E
FUEUE R (ELRLUHAGR] T 22 T 5 P et & Rl &
«ﬁ@ x,[\?F,JéEF ) 5[57 «%H , »JT ;PE ]T;;u% HEERHE lﬂ:F[JﬁﬁfﬁD
ARSI S ARRRG o e S EA RN
AR PR o (P03 RS S 5 P P P
& - Gilligan [V cia. & 15y rrjal%r HE ) iR R
I - 7 s B R s _iﬁrﬁfimyﬁvwi&&uﬁ’r‘%sf
SIPPUTE T SRR O S BRI T %EJ/&?E,%EIU# ?Jzi%i,’:'fr“ﬁr
FoHb R P HRE T BT YEJ‘EII (EE SUS=IES 128 SuTE
EI7¢ In a Difference Voice ') ¥ |:~ ?'FFLFE'E‘JW*EI*HH
| F“ﬁﬁfi"r%iﬂﬁ%éﬁ’“ﬂl‘é'*ﬁ‘ﬁ"*lj“@rﬁw° RIRRE ) EEA
PiE~ Fr=2 % (autonomy) ~ -3 (justice) Z=AEF| (rights) Y -
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TJI%IF FE L PRLREE 1~ B Y (intimacy) ~ =
(responsblhty) %lﬁﬂ?’a[i (connection) =#%&. (Belenky, 97; Slote,
2004) - * YI:KPEIJ%&FT riJE”ﬂ‘Fr.m B i R B
= & (difference feminism) FURYE - 1 fﬂc s T HE 7“”% e AR
~ﬁ$@@ﬂ’ﬁ@ﬂ%%ﬂ¢ﬁ<A%%%\ﬁ )
fﬁpﬁ%@ijlﬂﬁrggg R s fr“;f&;‘g,j"pji[qﬁi & o ﬁ,;f R ]axjj};r’?‘;ﬁi‘
P T R JW‘}W%*wﬁyv R
AU o SR PR SRR 2 i T RS
fi %?ﬁﬁi*‘ s In a Difference Voice - %{F]IFWW
pj[ifg[jl uﬁﬁr gL @{ﬁﬁ@ﬁ‘fﬁl TR S 2

i IS % D S B
SRR L () PRI R (o partiai)

2(2) ‘%%'%r EURL T R 1% | (moral particularity) s ') % (3) F%I%
[%I,h"%ﬂ[ : /—;[%J (trust) ELf[1opy > f&TJI,’T o YR o iﬂ’ﬂfj’j} 3l
g = lﬁpl{fﬂ il i Ffﬁl%lr I R S TR B
Wil > 53 ML © (1) Fﬁﬁr@ﬁ Z% AT K. (moral impartiality)
OO () TR BRI A A Ty S, (mora
universalism) [ 5 15 (3) T (S8 (trust) 3pOEH TR T

! Belenky (1997) % 4323 74 3 AFI AR P sies U0 7 Pannaet 8 LA
#:* (separate knowledge) » ~ 1P| & B % 5% o Slote (2004) { P 6 H% RA =
PEL 0 AR E T R p ARl A MR R

2 v owmord partialityfsi# TEAARF L GF LR A AN RP A ¥ ¥
CARAARE SRR SR E ] TR L b R She e Ny
(moral impartiality) #i7** 5374 € & % £ 5hR & > 7% A 3% ¥-moral partiality
FOFRBAE, SR W TERANEE A Ao TER R L
e B L BRREHF A TR SR L - R HIRGIEE 6 e
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S Frm S (moral contractualism) - F=9f » £ & ;Hﬁ;j TIER A
IR el N L ﬂ‘ﬁ/['l?flﬂ?ﬂ\E‘fl’*'ﬁ‘%‘*ﬁ‘ﬁgéﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂ:

i "J?fl: Z ORI S 3 SR 5 ( sss)®
TERSEEL S AOSH RR %I%l%ﬁ“*ﬂf T 5 SRR g A PR
SREREER ;1) ISR PO R R AR 1 A
=Ry -

nt Al FEU%—F” WF FYHE ru[ﬁk:flz[ 550 i = ?2{7, FIJ—FUL_.‘\

L ﬂjf‘ﬁ‘r‘*l%%'f%'ﬁ“%ii@gﬁ S I o
F”  STHIRL (1) MR %’é’gﬁf%@%ﬁ'@ﬁ (2) Al ‘I—lﬁ%'

pjngl (3) I HGE ‘}lﬁilbﬁpjﬁk? I (4) v[I[T[F[IVEﬁI

57— %[ }{_j (] e ;»F]‘Frulﬁfﬁﬁ' s 2

;;:;“ o ;j‘j4 ?ZB]J%E—IAF_@Q[[_{H“: eS| rﬁgF[l_~ EX ?z[u%ﬁ‘j[ﬁ
PEOFL IR - o e > 4 Y BYPHI DR 5 BRI A R R AT
R %ij'%¢W%m:$§W+ mnﬁﬂwﬁﬂwﬁw
TR = A T ‘ﬂfﬁﬁ& £ =Y Slote (2001; 2003) HrfE!ify F?’?'I“F*
rﬁg[%u I, (Morality of Empathic Caring) - R [ SRV P9
- Ef  EEERU Y .

WE

3SIote3r;1 Jw s Arg o 4 2 g s (substitute success syndromes ff fisss)(Slote,
2004: 300) > itk eh < # g i i F & AURALF B FE AL 2 hE REK
RP NI L L LTI A BREREE BB o a ¢ Sote (2003 142) &
A IR FEAdSss AMAARZRP AR AAfFHRE -

LR A Y

f ik R dempathy A TR | o T - % L F A A4y Bl LR
FREFLFEG THERE, 2L TR EY THE d - hE TR A
B2 f o RN TR (sympathy) frdpdbin TR o w g Ak w4

SIME SRR - SR N E R S
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T~ EE LM (mord partiality)

—~HEEERNEREH

I TR ) A T B T R
e RLRER 70 T 2 R ) SR 2 TR
MEF|[ZH G, > FYRY RS o« BEIRAY F%[%‘!’;WA%J ‘FF%%JI” fei]pi~y
S EER ﬁhﬁw'%“QEW?él“*ﬁ?&JL o=t S 2 A
Feagr o AFISEPH BGG6 R 5P TR R O BT TR - IR S IR
[~ A ) RO E P S R
RLHilE >~ S TR LA DR, o PR
S 25 IS T R S s o ° BEIRE A
e IR ’Iﬁf‘ﬁ%{’[%ﬁfﬁ'%% » Goodin (1985: 1-15) %T?Q;Hﬁ?ﬁlﬁr%%‘“
G u‘gu‘,’]’*éﬁ%l » £ f[1Goodin F[[#+'D. Ross, B. Williams, R.
Wassertrom, D. Parfit, J. Mackie, J. Feingerg, J. Bennett, M. Walzer, S.
Twmm§*$ﬁ%wﬁ@@ﬁnﬁmﬁ@§%ﬁnﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁmm
iﬁf@ﬁgﬁf'ﬁﬁ* }ngﬁl’ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’?%gl pur - ,‘@[Fj [ put E=n
SRR o (AL - IR PO AR A EIpY
ﬁt%ﬁ%g%’ﬁfrﬁﬁﬁl‘ﬁmiﬁ%g ZAECIIRE AT ] PR B RL A
£ LT iR~ (personal) i) ﬂtﬁ'}’ﬁml’éfﬁﬁ'%’ﬁ“ * (R
Fzr'ﬁ%; * (personal) =2~ (impersonal) kL)) Z}E,E&g

~=$
1'5(:
7
’7

S AR PR AAEE T EOERY P AT LARVHIRGES > 8 EH
*’ﬁ i - Goodin (1985: 1-15) % - § ¥ jrifimenig 1 £ H B A GLE HF L D

-y T R TR EOFERER o £ F 0 Goodind, & 4 R RATE R
Fad P gEa i hEgEArzi) 24072 PHE SLERTFE7F #1@
ATFETRE R TG ic, chT £ 2T F > mimEx2EF 0 FREAR

(common sense morality) »



PRCEIEI T - Blum (1988) dftl i A+~ BRI i 1= >[4

1 TR R RO W KD o UM PR G = 2558 R P P
TR o BRI R PRI T T RS R
AR UERLE P~ 12 % AR ISHEE RO

RSV e ’ﬁ%l':]‘ﬁwb“]/ [y kﬁ%;fdl* A RUBEE R
Hlﬁi]?a;_fi’ﬁx igu[ﬂi;ﬂ

%%‘I%EU?‘ ISR LS e~ ot ﬁ AL — ) IR
ST FRE D SO YH]E'”F H R R

[ﬂ Kittay (1999 147-161) Frh A0S el ORI P Ajg[%

A u#ﬁ SLRLEFEpE Y S Td]' T[N E R Bl - Noddings
(2002) Ehdﬁf_ff‘i?%hfjﬂl TYTm 5T J]l—]au RESE T;J ESINL TJY
(caring for) I TF %I% & | (caring about) F48Noddings (2002: 21-22)
pUts rﬁj%“‘”ﬁ RLE TSR R Al "‘fﬁﬁ%?'F*% o Tl T‘J Al
R F R %%ﬁlﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁl, o [ gk 55 ol *"J"? RLH TJI’ fli
o URETY > S (s I fil ?”:'HTF | EEC I v :LF{,F“J £l
TR Fj‘%l%%% [~ B ST R R RLEEE ) B Fﬁ% i
FIE T )RR 5 G < (LRI R RS T F R
{8, (natural caring) (Noddings, 2002: 29-31) ; ~ [/ » Sif5m 5 S HEY
[ﬂ ]?E‘Hrﬁ LA SRR R FTJ"AJ BPEES SR A =V ]
FIEEN R 451%4[%9;7?[ T | %l%a'[%J (ethical caring) (Noddings,
2002: 29-31) -

AUE 7 7 pJFTﬂ% Noddings (2002: 22) r’f,rp #:*]?”34 STt
?Taar;}rgqv ulﬁril BAEI 5 o IS SRS %%‘%I%J £ -
FE T #ﬂi{:)ﬁ{"[ﬁ Ry T El?‘]ﬁf«%{‘[% TSN Noddmgs (2002: 22)
= SRS TR SR AL ¢
i (Noddings, 2002: 27) » —~ £ [l E=pl 11, TAI%%%%M C TR
JET U R R R ;ﬁﬁﬁrﬁ%{w G =R AR r&f’]ﬁfﬁl%
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gL T R =S ii%i‘l‘iﬁfé’é*éff%%'l%k FERATOSE 2« T FRpOBT
F%fJIT fli o Ej%l%%ifﬁ CL"If'\L_EI}’ A BB (19) » A& )= Fi (attention) B iy
ﬁ’ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ » A fifi= s TESTEg , (motivational displacement)
(Noddings, 2002: 17) » “UfiffLpas e 1fL» 357 B0k @l pieplr o =
9 AT ] AL - Noddings JiH 1R BHYLRE * A
3@%%&,’% » Noddings = 9=— ! B 5’?Hﬂiﬁlflfif—j‘%‘[§%’ e B “J%’ﬁﬂi
W %%‘l%ﬁlfi‘l‘%frﬁ (character) {12 B P r%}a'[g%gmﬁ HESES1 rz,ilgl[g%s It
S S RUEIFE S SR [l S 2720 (Noddings, 2002: 30) - i
L » HOSTE Pl RS BT PR O3 M
9 SAETEETR RIS | 2 55 OB & - RS
2 95’%@’5?%%%— ?Jf%f%‘lg%iﬁ@ * Fﬁfmiﬂ% AL 2
PR PR

R B PR P AL © 78 PSR R
S R O R Iy (B 2 3 4RI
bt SIS T TR 0 SO
I R AT PISHEE T F I U TGRS o ) RUR
Fﬁ%‘l%ﬁi%* k= ?‘% BREYE L e ,EFJ b AOT R RS | ]



PRHEERRYT 5 S AU > o gjijng_s:rj~ o 8=yt s 1S s
BAT > (F LR P

m?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁpfié Mﬁﬁ%oﬁ**%%gﬁﬁ%
%rWﬁﬁ’@ifWﬁﬁﬁr SRS 2 R W%@ﬁk;a
i e G R R e Sl NIRRT
%—Fuﬁrﬁﬁﬁuﬁffj ;‘éw#ﬁ-],” Jl’r}kﬂguﬂjél = F})%%—*‘“
Iﬂfg{ﬂ%&tﬂ?; 1= WF FYFS o (ERLSE T el ?‘ﬁ”fw‘ﬂjj
FJ iw#ﬁr 7B, R kpjﬂjﬁ’ Pl * e 2 o g > F%[%M
géﬁﬁﬂ SRR R Y J‘%ﬁ l$%.r
=k T giii”gl@ﬁﬂ’rr—‘” (NEAS, FJJ%' TeEHl *‘JFF"'E%'F&%P]
wmﬁﬂ@%ﬁ~ [~ o) B R R SRR 1 E
M’ﬁ%ﬂ%w*ﬁ$&¢@*%@$fw[fﬂw%wﬂm i
Fl. Sommers (1986) §JF* JRIp [iﬂlaﬂiﬁp ’ﬁ’} 1 kL S
g B gp%i‘*ﬂ@ SOV T \“7 SHHERL Y 9

SRR EIT G A RARRPERF TE R0 E L5 p >t Sommers (1986
444) > T T % 5@ 4 (theequal ethical pull) {o7 £ w34 (thedifferential pull)
(1986: 444) % & o 5 2k SommersengL gk F o b 1RG5 25 4444 4p 4 (equity feminism
vs. gender feminism) » e 8 A4 0 E 5 B G E R ¢ (1986) 0 4 B p RIS g
RREERSLOERL T SRPLIFHRGEE R FIATRIE &
Hiek o Sommers ## * B ow 3l 4 g kLB I KantiE 4G E ot F L & s
FhEfh T -k - Jeiat L w FHEAE AT 0 G BN Ap E i gp
3 %31 (1986:443) - Sommers #-t fE G R G fL A T T Fifmp 4 (1986: 444) -
AE G LR EA TG it 4 FL M OERETE AL F R T
* 4 BEARARIT 0 314 A%+ (1986: 445) - Sommers #-iF i E LR R fLE T
Gl 4y (1986:444) > TN HEF A EA AL S ER 04 FERBA .
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SHCH ) BB [IEERUSESS (duty-free) (Sommers, 1986: 450)

~ Mm% £ M (moral partiality) vs. &£ £ % (moral
impartiality)

YT > Noddings (2002) 1) FE"%%%‘I% R PRERR TR
SRR T %'T‘H%J [ o A pRer ’I‘%WE"?EFJ‘%['%@EIUZ%?*’J*E'FJ# ’
PYE RIS B Iiglﬁl*[ ESHEGSITE S Ea ’51,7# Noddings (2002)
fef ‘%[?W?ﬁfﬁfﬁ@u 2 R fﬂ’ﬁ’ Eiwﬁﬁ’?@%%ﬁ%’?
ﬁmmgﬁe7%?%%ﬁp%ﬁﬁ?k&%,mmmma%wfl
Walker (1991) EHJE@%@%'W_ BRPUTR A 1?’““3 ZRSREE. SR
fi'%‘ﬁruﬁﬁ' iﬁﬁlj% SRR - R e S SR
SRR RLREE S Y KO AR o C{RL - D
e RV R = R O L ﬁji TETFIfS ~ B g P E |
AP RIS %ﬁﬁi%ﬁuﬁlﬂﬁ% li'irﬂﬁ*]‘%ﬁuﬂﬁﬁﬂfj* E|
M HIPa I vE Friedman (1989) #1I Walker (1991) %57 %'lgfﬁﬁﬁu
SRl o
it Friedman (1989: 646) k-7 il LG 5% fof p L2 [Fe) °

7 50> Sommers (1986) 4 7 R PR B AIPE b0 4 EF p a4 R

el -l = R P EAR O T P R M X 2 R e AN
P L BEMRIT 0 R I R Wi dp e 4 4T 231 (1986: 443) -
8 Noddings (2002) 4-Friedman (1989) ~ Walker (1991) %+ & FHEMDPTF FRAL
B BEHELOPFLRGEREA  BERE TR E R P PR
HuE A 0 1943 BE Ao F 2 Friedmanie Walker$t & # cht 3= 8 & ¢h
(ambiguous) » # it EE £ F L BROEFFEREAEEZE 0 F o BT 2
RHEZF P AERIBY > L5 8Pk
e d i Ta g (impatidity) che 87 & ke A » 7 LE R EF P



SIHPERLES A E AOF R~ 2 2 v R . FriedmanFj?é
VR O B RO I P02 or Pk » 53 fRLHarefiy © ¢
1= | (methods of universalization) =*Rawls ¥ %y rrirrﬁ
=4, (models of social contract) (Frledman 1989: 647) - i+ ﬂF“
g e SRR Y E IR AL FIJJFFF'}F’?‘ ﬁng Y
" R EL (- A FfrEJﬂJn\E'QT’ I L yfa
ﬂ%rpfﬁ?w§‘¢ﬁL%H#¢ ﬁﬁﬂpﬂﬁﬁUOWQIwir
%"%’J,}ﬁ’aﬁiﬂ I AP BRLRIRE SR S PSS T
ERE rﬁﬂ\glr, WIS THM"FJ CHIHLEE |
ol N R T Jrﬁ% * [i@#fﬁfgut LB o 1 Friedman S5
R 4 E B TIRIPOSE R QAL TR R L AL
FIZSERlIe o AR FSA - %%“E*@%ﬁ’é%*@%ﬂ*ﬂ
(Friedman, 1989: 649) ; ff!™~ fi4 » Ffirg‘fi%%ﬁ?“‘ 3R Y TR

%m
2
j,
cH
ik

= ti_\ %‘&*T‘

o =2

/—

RUFIZFEDOT o HFHDE L DT T2 F o A2 HEF DB
Friedman (1989) * & z_c¥e 4 4p b o

0 5 48 #1058 szt o 44 Friedman (1989: 648-649) - # 4 + - Friedmaniz &

F AH B A B R 05 o Walker (1991) # i £ Friedmans 7 s 58 4 ie 4

#-Haresh T4 b #0545 T4 % ek, (Godeye'sView) & M %+ | (the
ideal observer); g # > Bl AL € & QRS L AT % = 4 4L (the third-person spectator)
¢ 19 22§ Tthedisinterested judge ; (Walker, 1991: 750) « % & & om & ¥ it i
FEBEST LB SERAHRIREF A Y g g 2 13§

E 8- 48 Walker (1991: 771) 25 & f g @ = 34 £ T4 | (detachment) >
TEF R AT A B RS TR A HUEBER AR s s
EoARILEREP N R FE AR GO R T2
FAPRIAFERLET LHRPFERIBHF > ok Fwmng R &Pl

ME el GEALFEY R GLRE  REFRREFRE AR ET TR E

fim
1
k)
i
o
‘F
ok
)
T‘i—
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(stripped down) FIf 1e %2 (4 A fRsE L ay s I E{Jﬁ*fﬁf” M EREFE YA
St (Friedman, 1989: 649) - iy 7 . ’lﬁmﬁ'ﬁf‘wﬂﬁ%‘ -
AR pU T Rl ?ﬁ%%%ﬁ:ﬂ’['{wﬁ (RIS R
Fﬁ—"‘ I3 F[j@l%}f[xf 7 | TE{E ;- Fj?: t@%?ﬂ[lgﬂé‘f%’h’f F;-;JU‘;E‘LI—LJ
15 - ”ﬁﬁmgﬁéﬁm*’iﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁd'°

Frledmané’%rj ArRL T b= SBURL TR o P T - IR
fi93E F[Y%“%Hﬁf R SRNE DA T qcay TeS sl
e ﬂ“ﬁ*iﬁ?p’lll@'ﬁ” [ SR S R
UAbERe e L 2 EBLRLF 1 A e Pt AT F%Ej/&ﬁ%
FOSTES AL FS PO ARG ) £ 0 PO U F 2ol i
o VP RLT R P O HTAVARAR - I 2 AR O TR ST
F K2R (Friedman, 1989: 651) « F|# » H[IffE i ] o
RRRMREL > = 5 PR TP PORYAY - 1N =5 TR #1080 %
e o M Y sEl iRy (Friedman, 1989: 651) -

FIH i TR, [P R U T
’:TTE 5’“’%%&;&[&5# ?iﬁ'ﬁzﬁlﬁliil—ru 7‘&[1?1 %l:'h B THRH ) RLEG S
Bm Taepl ﬂ | (veil of ignorance) wﬁ—‘/‘f\_j HIS R #FE
= ;“:Trf o ZRlEN o T E A I/iﬁJ EERLTEY %IJ (veil of influence)
(Friedman, 1989: 652) » | |ﬁ|1§ﬂjfuﬁ£9u[[rlﬁi » A ger|d R RRL I
=% [[ CETEH] ~ FEER ~ ARk "“?J%?%‘(?’xﬂfjgy & o Bl }{IFF”
%@rwﬁgwﬁ*mw VU B BT ROBIRSORL >
EIJ‘JE@F{’J\J%Hlrﬁ?\iﬂ;‘/%}ﬁlﬁﬁéf%ﬁ*?\ FE Ppf L= R > T Y
gﬂ/%h TRV IR TSR I SR R SRR
50 7 Friedmen 3Py 2% 1 50T 4 1

(Frledman 1989: 652) » ~f igpﬁﬂfq AERER o TEPITE M)

SR T E RN 9*}5'?l¢ﬁﬁl@ﬁﬁﬁuﬂﬁ‘ PER T‘@%G*l?‘aj %
EYECEIPVEL P R AR SR O B SO R %&(Frledman,



1989: 651) » F7 1" AFI = ANAGRLAH[3 o [l o el BRI R
[ o (EURLTS [ B R T RL 'i:LHﬁiUT Wl (Friedman,
1989: 655) - =9} » FrledmanI?’t. T b A TR BESRRLATIS By
g > (ELRLAL SRR B SIRLTS S rosgt dep)
(an individual moral reasoner in isolation) (Friedman, 1989: 649) > & -7
ks f“ A e BRI xf%—ﬁ (intersubjective
communication) ° ﬂWWa# ﬁr%ﬁ u¢¢%%mﬁ”§@@,§y
S (A S U 1 *F’?’F‘@%‘aﬁll'jﬁ' (LRI I A ]
Hl’i&lFﬁﬁJlrﬁ‘j EFVRLARER « B 15 %a@ﬂwg@w“;l,
P T s o Y

HEIR Friedman S5 K 3 FJF:”WE'E'}"HZ% i B
TEAVRE RLEL 2 E RS TV ﬂﬁ 2%l o =9 » Friedman (1991: 832)
?ﬁf‘&lgriuf [ia:tﬁrﬁﬁ ELS #* "‘J*’sraﬁaigf' MRV RS =
LESFUEH S putga i AR B JINRESH - PP Hb*»y_ i
I3 "é??f’&ﬂjﬁj ko9 mli_f’sr‘—jﬂ“ r? FIJEWU L9 ﬂ:‘tF—fE‘h E ?{P
PR PRV CE ASUE TSP B i o (ERL > Friedman (1991
832) IR I (extreme impartialists) ( Friedman,
1001: 834) R bl 7h o MRIF o RIS YRR BT HE

_ﬂ

U oo Friedmangi * £ LB R 2531 2SR B LEMEMR > BHE F i eh
BARATERApF i > PREOLNT A

“My own proposal is that ------ . Instead, our conceptual reference points should be
particular forms of partiality, that is , named bias whose distorting effects on moral
thinking we recognize, and whose manifestations in moral attitudes and behavior can be
specifically identified. Our methods of improving critical moral thinking should then
involve whatever is needed to eliminate those particular recognized biases. Impartiality
is hereby reconstructed as a matter of degree, attainable only incrementally, through the
gradual elimination of identifiable partialities, one by one.” (Friedman, 1989: 655)
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R SR ij[l%\[@fﬁj SRR L AR IR ) fﬁil
FF 2 IRRLE IS R A IR S - Friedman JRLIGH B
. %{F—Fuﬁﬁ i PR RS SR IEGE R S TR

SRR -SRI RIS - g2 S L
pubs o ‘Frj‘%%[ TURIE TR & (Friedman, 1991: 831) « 57~ » J[HN j]
?Tfﬁﬁiﬁf% ,li}cfﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘”%ﬁ ‘ﬁ%f&?"ﬁ | BT
g ﬂﬂlﬁ@?{%} [ikﬁ Jlﬁfﬂﬁ F[ £ %’/fl aﬁjﬂmﬁ“i%ﬁﬁ Z/['%\' ik
%ijgwr”m flj 5 ﬂ[ﬁ@ﬁg *H A;_rﬁ@é*ﬁﬁa’ﬁr F l}ﬁﬁf fi1=T s (taking care of
one’'s own) > Elj; Ef% Flelpugl » Fr*lﬁ’?’ys TR

A "frjdl',THlé’?‘/[ﬁ s fﬁZ’F‘E‘ T g AT o HEEY
TRE 7 H - blF Zfiﬁ”ﬁjdl,l Pl A A i“ 2 (NPT 8
RiEigad - AR TR 'HT;JI FIGE RS ffat ~ OBt - (B == tg
(Friedman, 1991: 829) - f& % » = E'vp%ﬂrﬁg‘ﬁlf T HIRL I#‘IF‘F

T PUREY = 515 o e 1 (extremepartiality) 2
]Zpé MIREE AT 0 S BB FURL r%%ﬂﬂ (supererogation) » lF;F
ﬁ—ig’lfmi-%‘ﬁj g”ﬁfcjgiu?jl 1 ;'ﬂlfl L Elfii‘ﬁf,@%%‘[%ﬂ% (Friedman, 1991 :
834) -

2 j¢Friedman (1991: 835) chit =¥ » 4 ¥ 2 £ 5 thi ¢ A Efmefens o o @ £
LRGP RF AR TEBEFE A DER T BRE > AR T oA Gl
W AR T R A PR R AR R A A i r & 0 it A Friedmangk &
# pGoodin (1985) s "% £ B T HA | HT o LERAPHBA N THER ) K



BREY > R 22 SA A R 2 %%W%’@’Eﬂﬂi RN
lﬁ@ﬂ SER Goodln(1985 11) = M\lﬁm\: SR RS ’iﬁ#%’*
TS ¢ 1 PO FRETS > HH U 2 T AL AR
ﬂmt}_@_ij ﬂz PERSER ~ ARl pUSISTE SR S AU ISR
TR AP R o RN S I o T TRLE T
b BRRLE PSR E  SIARSS O S PUARTRLE R R RL (A
Ay ﬁ,},g,“'f’gﬁ"]\i o ﬁ%{ﬁi&[’? TR (vulnerability model) » 1A
]guﬂjﬁf WBFILJE@E@E}MP I3 f%‘i HIIBSEF L I AP 128 1 E | 7
S F—%nwjﬁu%ig aF{stL“fV?JMABmﬁ?“ApJﬂjﬁpﬁﬁ@*'J‘ g
(Goodin, 1985: 118) - * )~ ’1%4* ﬁF‘JT;H * SR ST AT Ry
TR E AR - g Ao - B 9
P 2 VR [ERLFIE AT S B [iﬁﬁ?
F RS OB O RIS YIRS OB RR AL IR 2
Goodin 7 1% % %#%T’Zﬁij T ES ﬁ%\ﬁjﬁ 'Ezﬁ,ﬁilﬁ' GRS
T lf‘ 1‘3{ H’FLE']JF%? @fﬂ - F'Jﬁ“ [FERRE R o

ﬁin& . F*%l%ﬁi ﬁ J = % (favoritism) f54 7 FTJ
i Ffr?'”%”'ﬂféﬂ\‘%u ﬂ'lﬁ SRR SRR R
o 5P N PR m L RS A pJ[ﬁ E[ﬁ?{ FU =R Iy

FIBSI I R ot -

AR A R FLEHRA RS A gy A S ﬁff‘%#ﬂ fe &0
FARR > AT TEwAD{ F ¢ FIBFH2ER 2§52 > 0B HixRA S
FE7REREB ZABOEE HH A NBE BPA ) F e < ) (Goodin,
1985: 118) - #p b 2tims 5% % % 3 > 2005 o

3 To quote: ”If A’s interests are vulnerable to B’s actions and choices, B has a special

responsibility to protect A's interests; the strength of this responsibility depends upon
the degree to which B can affect A’s interests.” (Goodin, 1985: 118)
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E“’W’Yﬁl# T RSPy R S 1*7 SRS £ Y S FORR e g R
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AL F%I%E&ﬁfi@ 7 lﬂ‘ilﬁ R ERE S F”f BT s - 18
ﬁ?{igmﬁ’ﬂzﬁji% [IHLH Fre IIEIJEHJ? S S[NES Hﬂfﬁxﬁ RS N
]I Ffj?fi_:ﬁ’;?*ﬁf—§; I “Ei’i'ﬁg‘}% , %%‘Jii_ﬁ\f Kl
ﬁ ]?‘“ IFHFLSV FRLE ?ﬁ };ﬂ»#ﬁ? 3P f*erF{ J o Rl
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7~ 4B A & (moral particularism)

—~HEENE RN E A

IR R 59 TR SRR W RIS BB 1 S AT - S
> Blum (1988: 474) i_ﬁ:si FUR Rl TR B P =7 1 70 T B 1
(particularity) iﬁit'r* =3 ﬁ'?ﬂ‘“"% SRR A F'Jﬁi%ﬁ%lf"r‘%l%
P 2 P R R J  ffE e gu@ iy/u 3 @pﬁiﬁ[ﬁﬁj N (N N
PIEIIOSURATR o EUR Blum R vﬁl?*ﬁfllﬁu
P (particulars) » il = BB % Sl I o =9
Blum (2000) *ﬁiiﬁfﬁﬁl Lo fEpush iﬁ,}{ﬁt ;ﬁﬁl[ﬁ | v ﬁfgfi'ﬁlr:ﬁ%‘[%
REE EY AT ’r‘E'FL FOTFEESE - H iR R lf“i[ﬂ IERLiET
SEIBIAHI # o JHN S5 IEIERLIFITL - RETRAY S 15 TRl s
SRR n?’lrﬁ[?%ﬁﬂéﬁ’“ J

& vEl#ﬁﬁ;z, (% £ RLIRR Y [ J'fﬁﬁ};f[al?giyf ) 71*F| fF’[
?ﬂj‘ﬂiﬁ TEIRNEE &2 R e R E A LAVl R (o A A

4 Blum (1988: 474) f v g Gilligan frKohlberg#f:f €32k g2 il & L £ 2 ¢ »
HBIRGROBL G Hmadit o » T Bw{frELE$2 7~ - Toquote

“For Gilligan, care morality is about the particular agent’'s caring for and about the
particular friend or child with whom she has come to have this particular relationship.
Morality is not (only) about how the impersonal “one” is meant to act toward the
impersonal “other.” (Blum, 1988: 474)
!5 to quote: “ Conversely, we can infer that particularism encourages senstivity to the fine
details of particular cases and willingness to inquire of each property exactly how it may
be morally relevant. The particularist must be attuned to complexity, and prepared to
articulate reasons by highlighting features of the present case, rather than solving matters
by falling back on some general vision. This requires subtlety of mind and the courage

not to use past judgements as an excuse for quick solutions to present
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impartiality) » * 7] ‘%J}Fﬁl_ F/HJ i, I F jrﬁ M= 25
RL~ S gy aE F' i = 3 (moral universalism/moral
generalism) o =R p 14 LIRS Y ﬂﬂ’EﬁFﬁéJ‘%%“ A2 %%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁfﬁﬁ
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problems.” (Bakhurst, 2000: 169)
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&% o a\TF‘xgulﬁ@r Jod Frg ¥ (moral perception)
TR ) A TIp e 2%, (moral judgment) kLT il [ &
HORIEURL P TSE SO B ] H PR

&&wwﬁﬁ? 8 TP AL R
Li i1 IJ[‘E&f&I—’p‘“gﬂmF Blum &[> 9= T AR | (&
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fF'fol; EFLERAVE I .&ﬁﬁn*] <& ’g{ [H A=l -

FESTRT S R T SRR L
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PR Blum (1988: 475) F FUSSH AR AL
PSR A YIS RL T [[IFY - Blum (1988: 472) }{ﬁj’ﬁxﬁfgrﬁﬁﬂﬁru
B 55 IR EEIIRA ;a',w[mjﬁ%@ Tugi'ﬁi T SRR
TF EFE JEE*}% ~ £ (impersonality) ~ ** 1=~ ZE{% (formal rationality)
ﬂlp,\g];ﬁ (universality) - I~ [y > 1;@13' HHI= -;=;.§F;l%ff§§;’ﬁ§'§£ﬁ
Hw%%?ﬂ“ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁLﬂ%(mmmWW%%HW%Agﬁi
B e AN L R "?’iiﬂj AT fﬂé”ﬁ“ | BERULRLESHG 2 ~ Sl e
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T g2 #iRoberts (1991) hi o RE R AR A FRYTEY AL W2 L F Y
HIE S EFHM GR LT AP G KE Fe s AT TS G
WEhE B2

“1 noted earlier that modern philosophy has trained us to think that moral rules are
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T ’E'ﬁu%i'liﬂiﬂl‘ﬁﬁ“*%' NP N IR L ]
G IINE (= ’J?ﬁE'li_f:UfF“Em St AR E
%’lf&?‘:ﬁ*44“ﬂ%T"*ﬂﬁfﬁa’k7£fﬁt'*IJ“f Feqf 3y bl BRI
ELFEIH »m*}tiﬁfﬁrﬂﬁ%*ﬂ’f‘i"ﬁ RS R B - S
[ J#:F:I » HrEg Tl%u[ﬂlfgﬁ_ lp[ F IS Ry 8 (R S ol
2% ﬁfji‘%ﬁ%fﬁ}ﬂ?{ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁiﬁ‘%ﬁfwi?ﬁ'/@ﬂ » BEIRST T LN R
(MR AL O EE Y < G - BT PR (R
SIS Jﬁ;fﬁﬁ H G IR R

somehow especially about actions, rather than about motive-and emotion-dispositions,
and various sorts of capacities— the kinds of things virtues are made of.” (Roberts, 1991:

332)



128 Wzprinr B8 FH 5124

B o B AL R ) 5 PR o IR R i
]ajlﬁririp?ﬂw[ﬂ U= o PR ER ﬁ@iﬂ%j f\_@guzcllpi. TR e
kLl jF,HHSFF[%H ',1'—’[}75 FIY3EL ng[ ]Jﬂ[wlf\_:j é.ﬂaj pﬂ[iﬂﬁﬁj
E.ﬂgu (fe TR = TR [J-,%??H[l_# s I%{g@ﬁg » BREpEE T - -I/
VRO B 7 SR BRT ) B ¢ e
{ﬁJ‘Fﬁ ° Blum (1991) = =37 1% ({RHITE ) 2> ZREa < S iR
ﬂi@@@ﬁﬁm%%omw:ﬁwwmﬁv@’wﬁwgw
WL P R (EURLE i B OB A AR B
R RS TR S o I B e e iR M L e
W R R o

EoHERENERNUT MR EERE

XL st ) = %"»é‘ﬁiﬁiﬁiﬁvﬂﬁéﬂ\ bl RLAGBSR BRCR - R AL
E}I%'[%‘ﬂﬁs EI'U = gﬁﬁ[ @: =7 Tgﬁlji‘f@ ’F[ Al g“}talf:z*J Fr{EET, o &F8f
SHEBMWHI FF02 95+ = SHIH TR | PRI
1 H 75;@*5”71{ 13 B AL urég A o )
< O RLE R R A 1 I*«%J‘i TR ERL T2 Fﬁ“bﬁjﬂﬁf'% 15
;l*“fp[ FLAVE ] T F“;ﬁpﬁ rr}“”%r FIPUT FLE?’EW@T R (e
TR RIS RS T fot o St BT = A 3 L
w%aﬁ’@mwm%%ﬁw%%ﬁWﬁﬁﬁﬂwéoﬁw’ﬁﬁ
RS (T ) SR e RLEP S RO BA 54 i
W*‘Qid%‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiiﬂﬁﬁ’H%EQ%?M@ﬁmmﬁm
(ot T AR R 1 (RIS ) pOsgieR = £ o 29TE
g BT 771#[ PR ST O3 A o et i
QEN]EPRES "fﬁ‘jsaﬁl’%“mwj FURIER 7 F7471 -

Fidf Darwall (1998; 2002) 7 WMo P IR » >0 25t
SRR B2 - L 56 Dawall Eigffio )

_-E[[



A [ Iﬁw%F LIRS BRI R ) = SAYE RIS SHEGL - [ E
il o

Fﬁqumum%ﬂma}ﬁ%@@aﬁaﬁﬁ,gaﬁﬁ
&ﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁkmww@”@ﬁﬂ%@ﬁﬁﬁ%H%ﬂ%@%ﬂ’
iﬁﬁéfz JEFpUF g g e (Darwall, 2002: 7) E 7> Darwall (1998;
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18 sympathy/empathy ¢1? > L3 4.

19 FFR2 AT FF 0 A A ?«}5 7,‘{,.,/\1.;;;5 v LA T RIES M
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H#Em ARy od £ 2 » @PE2 w200 SR EEz o 2bay CEPEERZ G
AL R s AL o s m e £ E P B2 R

EAFR (IR PO SN e P 0414’5{\2%; ,gﬁgﬂﬁﬁqg; o K 3k

D RS S Y S SRR
“Treating another’s point of view as normative is a form of respect. Taking a person’s

welfare as normative is a form of care. The respect we demand from others calls for
empathy. The care we hope for, from some at least, is sympathy. (Darwall, 2002: 15)
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2 Slote(2004: 299)~ A MIRE E €2 %y 0 H FpgfcDarwall (2002) T £ A

Behdir > BERieE- Haf o Darwall $#73 P4 bt A 45 o Slote Fis g 22 bl
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“The ideal of respect is usually associated with Kantian and rationalist conceptions of
the individual and her worth and duties. By contrast, caring and concern for (the welfare
of ) individuals are part and parcel of classical utilitarian and sentimentalist approaches
to ethics. It is commonly thought that this latter type of approach, while focusing on
individuals, makes no room for the idea of universal human moral dignity or worth (in
one sense of the latter term) that must always be respected.” (Slote, 2004: 299)
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(3) HERL "= fEfh ) (agent-neutral)  &FIRL T2 AT
(agent-relative) (Darwall 2002: 15)
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(6) ARV I fist A FUREI A IV SIRLED A iy s g aE
(7) (7Pehlst A RLEY Ui_;[ﬂ%\rui_ﬁ AJE S S R S
ALY £ 215 the rational care theory of welfare (Darwall,
2002: 9) ;
(8) fiehlist A RLEFAUMIET A 90 Y ORI S (Darwall,
2002: 7; 46-47) -

W[ F L o 6 Darwall SR Fj*“%?f (one
caring) & p;ﬁg_ril*ﬂﬁ}i ﬁ%u ; (one caring-for) ffEm> 1] FT‘J
oy PR PR - OB AL R £
]E'Ilj?i’*jlﬁ B ﬁlﬁgjzgﬁ_l— [[—LA-FP;r ;Fg@%z Darwall F'Ljﬁiﬁi%gﬁ[ﬁrﬁ , E»fﬁ'l%ﬁfj
SR 35 A7 ) = S AR R BLRL TR 1 7
H TFJ fJJ gulﬁf‘irtpmf r ;%g FN PEF Fi e F'LJ?E‘TI"['EF@ET%‘I%F%M
B S EE - L %ﬂ[%p PR TR 2 IR S R
Iélfjt;J?jua?[g: o

g+ PR G R B B SRR e B
%47 (overinvolvement) - quj;[;ﬁwm [\Jf»i,ﬁ%w#rﬁﬁﬂwﬂ
AL I [FFF S LI (9 (Slote, 2004: 300) - A ¥
R (MR EL T g AR R HIELY Frelf J%Tj\g:m@w
SR Ep o jtgj:‘? VTR kﬁﬁf{}j{e&ﬁiﬁg‘}j I F[/Iﬁ sss B
“ﬁ“ﬁ“ﬁﬁjﬂw@%ﬁm’ W o A
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ik ~ R L RIS | LU
B2 R 5 K BRI R Y S
PRI, e T (R 4 oo

W~ A A £ & e

Blum 7 ST 1 (MR ) sl SRR 0
ﬁﬁjé????ﬁi%%ﬁﬁ‘ﬁm% B 2 ARER O R S R A R R A
OB [ HFRE] * 2 O AR SRR
i = gl = yﬁlﬁﬁgg VIR FIH ?ﬁ{;{gﬁf "R ‘E’ﬁ[ﬁm SE:l1
g T',D &?ngj}_%;%‘j:ﬁ"% [ftp JAF_rEgF[ f\ég?ﬁuumr & Blum FrR
Fl’qj[ﬁiﬂiupx 4v§l§¢u”ﬂ4 JeE o T AR R ?]Kimr Darwall AT
= 9:'333%%‘[%'5&&@%’%’5‘[@ Iﬁ‘i_l J‘Zﬁﬁ“ EJEIR T RV - A
Blum 1955 45 > SIS (P A3 ﬁ%@w%ﬁ@ 2
iy R B AR (LI TS S~ s BRI Op
TRLNEY Fﬁ‘lﬁ%{lﬂﬁﬁ’@l’ﬂ ' BV S s A Al E S v
BT o DR O + ST RSSO A
) (EHRRL T AT » Bl 10 2 R IR (R4 ot
s BT A F LI O ““Eﬁifﬁ%/\wﬁfﬁ
=l F}ﬂ;ﬁéﬂﬂ : ii_ﬁ‘l E@'Eﬁ%ﬂ%?‘ﬁl«él? ]EILJ?EiHF%f"’T‘U? UL
gﬁﬁﬁ“ga’ﬁgam,ﬁruﬁgg .[Ljﬁlgjg,"pm ? ﬁi’ifl HfY o PR R
s mfﬁ%[%ﬂjﬁﬁri'iﬂﬁ‘c“ YIHA S AV AR - S 2 )
F”tﬁﬂml%  FRLELS R SRR A < I AR 2 R
Lkl [sz%l 3RS B EM‘?FUV*J TARLE] guﬂj%_r:cwzi R R
J@quw“<w%wa%>vmﬂ@%ﬁ%ﬁm~@amwﬁ
AU B PN R R e D '*F—F]'ga?mﬁ
BEfA B PTE > PR Y 2 iy PRIESRL Y 2 iy
ﬁrh\~»w@?hLﬁ%§¢@ B2 ﬁjth L
]E'IUEE‘EJZEE'?E%&’“‘HI@EE AR R Elj?ﬁ : F*T%I% 2 [l e
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Il WIS PR B RO R 5P A P D L
oI PR AT O A B S Ry o A
BRIEED o o AL IO S BET R T IR o ]
SEEHRLE IR AR A R R S

o

~ 1% ¥ A 4GB (morality of trust)

CBEHEEBNEREE

g Gilligan In a Different Voice [ i« - Baier (1985) &
’J'E?%""%r‘%'ﬁ“ FEPEH T posp B SE - E91% 15
rﬁgﬁ?»g; (SEIE kS @pjﬁlr{ﬁff [ - Baier (1985: 53) /= & [E3pi
ﬁ:‘?%‘\ » Y[t Philippa Foot » Elizabeth Anscombe > Iris Murdoch >
R.Barcan Marcus > Susan Wolf » Gabriele Taolor =™ * » ’Zﬁn&r%”“ﬁ'lﬁ
i [ﬂ:iﬂ FEL R 7 [ F[’\’J:“E‘féﬁl%ﬁm 2 Y[ ““iiﬁi [ H{Vfe
+ [ﬂ: [Jlﬁfﬁﬁ'%ﬁﬁ IFﬁ ? ¢ [iﬁl%l Hﬁ;ﬁjlﬁf@%ﬂ'” (Baier, 1985:
60-61) 7 [ ehefivipl BEFNRE T RLASECE [Rpu % sk 1 @ %“E-J (=&
[ipjﬁﬁrﬁﬁ ?27] F;FIEI IJF[L ,%E?]Kf’[ﬂ " Baier (1985; 1986; 1994) ']

[ﬂ?ﬁ (trust) tle %Umgri'%'ﬂm > 5] ﬁ'Eﬁ‘ﬁﬁ[‘%&‘”’EEW Ifkﬁ’@f‘r%’

éfd[%” lﬁlr B ﬁ“’

@ﬂﬁﬁﬁmlﬁ@ﬁﬁ [1U5% W - Baier (1985; 1986; 1994) {1~
(W E IR+ FBIT G TT S 0 e 2 f’“JﬂJﬁ_@F’%’Wu
PR e 2 8 it Rl Bk 55 ﬁéfﬂlj ik ]ﬂ}ﬁa? A
T FREPABELRE? dht ljplﬂjlﬁfi'ﬁ—, fUT 12 - Baier (1985: 60;
1986 232) @tulﬁ_@@ﬁl“l A HRERL Fﬁa’z%ﬁﬁi 7 ;,gﬁai FEREP
< Ebf e ? 5 (“who should trust whom with what » and why?”) Baier
S UAAT I b ! (5 PR E) RO S (my trust in the
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concept of trust) (1985: 57) - Baier ﬁl%ﬁﬂﬂgﬁ (E3NES Fﬁ?}ﬁ?ﬁl |
T 'F'ﬁ' 2 e ‘]‘%iﬁ@ﬁl@%ﬁﬁé °

E'Zﬂﬁfﬁﬂiaif@??"’;@@ (SR ﬂ”ﬂ;ﬁl’éﬂﬁﬂ"%&‘[%ﬁ
=3y “"Iﬁﬁ[?ﬁ“ “J - Baier (1985: 55) = 4=# [ ivif MEEIRL P ffy %’5’?
(ethu:soflove) rif[, F *&Furﬁrg T AT
B A R A A L IR HTE % ‘N"F'Lfr‘f/fdl'ﬁfllﬁ/“\
‘]ﬁtﬂﬁ Ehf H[r,‘ﬁﬁ (trust) [HIF=> Baier (1985: 58) = 3=} Ifolf=Swi?!
T’iﬁlﬂ}“@ (P f ,EFH) F'Jﬁﬁ[l PRI %/““FEEUTS?{@FF“f EINE NN
F%Jl’%?: o E'Z’Iﬁzz CNF,[FJ@ EARl T (ché[% THE) U “il 5
ERPERL

Baier (1986: 235-247) %ﬁﬁé@%ﬁf{fﬁffﬁ IR T BRI T N B
Fﬁ%!‘ JTHIEL (D) ]’ﬁﬂ?ﬁiﬂ“"’fg%ﬁﬁ (vulnerable) ; (2) '%}P%fi_f
e EIUFT—,H, (three-place predicate) ; (3) (i ##iff ]- b’fili @ ZE
ﬁ’“aﬁﬁ[ P ﬁ”l =J# (trust as non-contract- based) () f [ﬁiﬁf\_F‘ g
Pre g (gift exchange) I st3r) FFV/UF”FWF — Y .

I~EEZZHEEM (vulnerable)

ﬁblllflwatjﬁh RLE U ”%E“F@Jt U A ’”JF‘ rﬁ
Fret e et f[#"ﬂmﬁj “iﬂf‘ugﬁﬂ%?ﬁ'ﬂl?ﬂiﬁjﬂ;%%a
f’%ﬁ' (Baier, 1986: 234-235) - EIZ%Iﬁgatfﬂjﬂjg*}t[ ﬂ;patﬁjgu? o
ﬂﬂﬁp’%ﬂﬁ?ﬁ“ﬁj‘aﬁ' [ e R B OB S (A IR p@—;ﬁ
lfur ° Tk ,ﬂ‘%‘H' HESRE A H]E'J%‘E“ﬁ'ﬂﬂfﬁﬂ ﬁ"%%’uf' ' {ERL
(RIS Ahte Tﬁ‘Jl%ffE“ OB = B [r,ﬂ?i@ﬁﬂ’ ZQI??' " [
[Plr[j‘%ﬁ:lﬁjﬁ Qi 5 [i;ulfulﬁljﬁ;



2~ EHE=F M1 E (three-place predicate)

IHEHTAII FLgp Fplﬂ‘wulﬁr Wi FH > Baler (1986: 236)
#RH] Lock [J%‘;“ (entrustmg) ﬁfﬁw (FEt > %2 PSR (A
Wigﬂ%‘%’ﬁ*’? PAKEIRIFY C (N i) w;ﬁﬁ B (A trust B
with valued thing C) SRR [}76 N ﬁsergl,,E[  fEE C Y FL
pjzlsr@ #.H I)ﬁ@lf[;}wgu o?ﬁfp?ﬂj B C i_?uﬁ‘ [g:pai

AP RN 508 s%irﬁ;
Fﬁ' PV S HA A RS T R
A ?”t AT B TSRS C S REER =9 0 A RIS
SATIfE B e S 1 AN PR Y =R C [l (Baier, 1986:
237-238) -

3~ X T3

bR
M= (entrusting) . "‘i’k??ﬁﬁfj: B %%l'%FfEJT @%Fﬂ'”'l’ﬁ
S SRR > g R ri%“ﬁ[frﬁ'%@‘wﬁﬁ Bl
RRUS/RRVA I U aaf*‘“’:‘“ipf‘-jﬁé Vi [F = i (trust between unequals and
dependencies) (Baier, 1986: 237) - & LL# [rlq@'{pu PR B
Ej’él’ﬁ}“@ F%‘fd [ ERLE A g ’ﬁﬁi SEERP Y RpY T SRV
iﬁﬁf lﬁﬂﬁﬁ% ER/IE TS AEES ek fﬁﬁ“’é‘fﬁff f?‘%fé’l‘%ﬁj TR = TR
o =gt s PEIRER B lﬁﬂﬁv YRR A Y (F# (basic trust) (Baier,
1986: 245) - H[ (LR G *#Irirﬁii/[uf?%:pq (PR e A

2 Baier (1986: 240) :n % it * 3=/ (entrusting) F£ 4 % 3k 2 4 e & BRI LAk
CHE AT ehErg AGe | (entrusting) PEA 2 2 A N OM L > B2 NES D
M 4 (explicitness) ~ p B2 2550 (v 0 e Ragdt o 4p b e A 1 £ Baler 3

BN PR 5 A F e
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"T?"Elﬁfﬂ"ff’ﬁ%#ﬂﬁ%&?@fﬁﬁﬁ' (! (Baier, 1986: 245)> * 1
FLIEFTRLIE o R © Z‘%‘E“[ pPER g o R J’EF”}%F‘F FYRL S @LF[H
i~ () Il ~ Eﬁ U ~ PRI 1 00 2 L R
I RS TR ,}“fl’f‘]i‘&ﬁ@h[ﬁﬂf(Baler 1986 :
245) -

4~ E LA A W B (trust as non-contract-based)

ﬁil—ﬁéjﬁfﬁ’ﬁ , EJZ%[’EI;H{ 6 R S5 ] /*ﬂ”f““' » el |
o [Pﬁggﬁ@u@qﬁlfg[ g ]EIJ[ =71 (trust as contract based) ¥iEf L
EFIIER ]« ot &f,’j%éluw,, §p%‘ (Mo~ Byib ) SpERVES,
“JF'F-W % (explicitness) ~ F I8 % ’I/ el ‘ETHJ AGHFUHCENE > [ERL

FHEF Iﬁ’Jwﬁlﬁﬁpulﬁ@ G T R IR RLR SR B lLJﬂEF%wJI: * [F
ﬂfﬁ (PP pa Ve w20 ) 1= r*ij BE i~ 2R VRS~ TR FJ

T EZ A o P 2 ?J?“‘TJIIF'” [}%Wiﬁ@'
Eif‘E’H U NN quu F@E”@“Lﬂ‘ﬁﬁh b= s B
lﬁﬁfﬁf‘%ﬁﬁ C RLII -

5~ fEHEMKZH#EMRP (gift exchange)

IFie F”JE‘%Z%T“;%E; R "F}’FTJI* & JBI‘“LJJ%ZHF B2~ T
E]PHFJ%M RIS (Baier, 1986: 243) o I AL E

ﬁ'JFEI ORI PURE (R = «u\[ﬁigvﬁiglfjgﬁ)jdﬁf@%?
Wi TR R MERRE 5 R
FVBRRBF O 9t B R R PO (R TR I
FrE PRI IR VSR GI LG > P PR

% Baier x4 4 # Hobbes, Lock s Hegel % + chiz %34 -



RIGF I - Baler FELT WIS~ GRS MRLARR
R R RL Y B Y " ppuFEPIE ) (trade fetishists)
(Baier, 1986 243) - | ,}“%ﬁ FLEH L B [ RLELREE E:L’I%ﬁ ~ P
TS i ) = e o 24 %}“@p’lfﬁ%ﬁq = (gift exchange) i?j\ﬂaﬂﬁ#
ST MRl ER - TP T B RIPRL Y fﬁ%%i\%’m S B R
VG AR R IR 1 R S
BH™ 0 dgRY— IR [ o [ ﬂjfu VSRR T R T R
RENAE

w# F57 T > Baier (1985; 1986; 1994) ’p”éjﬂ‘/ T AR oSt el R A
e SO B 3L AR TE AL O T - Baer (1986
258) §JH%J fHpy T E2593E @ | (contractarian morality) > Rl 7
“?NF%J]*F At W S HAE gl P TR
[fil > CH&70) T EETHW - —%%‘éﬁfﬁﬁf’?@??ﬁ@@’m‘% s
éﬂﬁiy}?ﬂ’im a& TS P E TR (Baier, 1986 249)
BV RPN AR T fctff‘@ J/FU S (BRI
o %l?\'ﬂ”d*ﬂf—'f%’f@’ﬂ&@ﬁﬂ B NIRRT ETE in%‘;fﬁﬁff‘ii
SRR B S ] S R [ (Baler, 19861 249) -

# Anderson (1990: 76) - = ¥ 34k R IMA* EFF UF EM > 2 P AR 3L g
il % E 0 g 5 A (parental rights as trusts vs. parental rights as property (or
things) - Anderson M 2 HEHILF ERI S > F R E {0 FEA B bl B
MPpuATH AL E 2R UF B EPY P AP AR &S
g s T U EE - o 0 Baler R EE Q@R ko LT il 2 R
M 7 a4 % eng ¢ " Gift values, which include love, gratitude, and appreciation of
others, cannot be bought or obtained through piecemeal calculation of individual
advantage. Their exchange requires a repudiation of a self-interested attitude, a

willingness to give gifts to others without demanding some equivalent good in return
each time one gives.” (Anderson, 1990: 84-85)
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g (PR BRI SEI g BT ]y (AR o
%Igﬂgj '}Fr’)““" i Fupfa?“é[ip f\_rEL [Fﬂﬂgﬁ Mo
Baier ;aﬁﬁﬂféijjtég—{ ELpY lﬁﬂ?‘ﬁ (my trust in the concept of trust)
(1985: 57) » [zafrfg[ Y Elfjﬁp‘f%ﬁTm% Ifﬁmﬁéﬁ%ﬁ\ BT 2%
e ]i&l: £ 1; 14 ’Egﬁarj“;l,, LY T ,&I% =i | (meta-trust)
@gé*'%ﬁgfﬁu FESRIE "*7# B%‘-‘F—TJI’?’:Z!’}F?#“ B F IR
(FELELY |7 EMH*?M%L* AR (R~ R
lﬁilﬁ» PE== pom ) 22 B 8 < (EURLYL [Fﬂi_’fﬁl‘ e R U
it A ’ﬂﬂﬁrﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ]ﬁmwijf (G
kLA e W5 53T T FHEE R LS & g
D ph o % HESR Baler PTRE[SIEHMEIVEIRIE o (FLRLED P AI(E
Mm I ES %p SEVE WI%%“J?EH'ﬁ%‘?ﬁﬂfﬁﬂ“‘é‘fiﬁtﬁgpa o]
k551 I'F:}ﬁgigg,@j L (HEL » $f(3 qﬁap 31 AR R R S

« Tl

1
'

\,g —ﬂuh

% “For those most of whose daily dealings are with the less powerful or the more
powerful, a moral code designed from those equal in power will be at best nonfunctional,
at worst an offensive pretense of equality as a substitute for its actuality. But equality is
not even a desirable ideal in all relationships— children not only are not but should not
be equal in power to adults, and we need a morality to guide us in our dealings with
those who either cannot or should not achieve equality of power (animals, the ill, the
dying, children while still young) with those with whom they have unavoidable and
often intimate relationships.” (Baier, 1986: 249).

®Baeri sk (§) fod HEA 7 b hif EE > 4 FF SR PRadin (1987) o
Anderson (1990;1993) > 4+ if* ”TSF R GE & BL 3 Db+ )T.}L{ii LR

oo

2" Bajer (1986: 253-258) -1 i itk RAE S T 7 £ kRl (the expressibility
test) > Ldg GHf B hf B IDd IR SRR AR S R > o2 b fBac %

BHM P A AT REM G A RN NS EA Y %o 1T ¥ 345 p Baer



T P T P > [NOS PIROR T E R £
P Elﬁﬁl%{ﬁ%ﬂrlwﬁﬁﬁ s hLE IWBA%J\ o E?@F‘U%%Z
(Baier, 1986: 260) -

Z ~ ¥ E % (morality of trust) vs. i 2 & & 3% (moral

contractarianism)

| 7RSI Baier (1986: 235-247) S IR A 1 - 3 I
P (1) (FIRL BV 5 9 (vulnerable) ; (2) fFHRL= F-fIf Jﬁa,”
(three—place predicate) ; (3) ",%FIJ@ s pfﬁ[fk 4 ? %ﬂqﬁ}ﬂ (S
[Fii#! (trust as non-contract- based) (8) (ARG T Iua L il (gift
exchange) - Baier (1985; 1986; 1994) = gafé,qﬁ;gjfﬁmgw ﬁﬁlﬁﬁ@f?
'Lifmﬂr ﬁr}i i J{]E[ SHRS L [iﬁl%’,[ [Uﬁfﬁ[ﬁl@l o kS I P [ﬂ:
v (Fgfi- (dependency) 5= 19 [T AR | Wg‘ﬁ%l/l ;
Lo BYERY T B EE | (contractarian morality) - f\_@ﬂ ESNE TR
i (independency) %= fYT sy & L% F T H R0
e SEEE S FTRICERATIE (R 2T AT (Baer o 1986
249) - I'Z"f)ﬁél'ﬁﬂfﬁHl PR ['2“5;%%% g 5 A A [ﬁﬂﬁf ’ ['Z“ffé%% [puRy
@5 TR ERIF [ IRORSTE L BT - (I SRR
ifr’%% (7 LS 2 P UREEE | Ep Y% (self-assumed obligations)
7“%’;]4 ol s ?Jvﬁ‘ﬁF_fi"Elr%}‘ L C S RN Nl
o R TR RULRL CRRZE O R

Ft R e i

“The test could be restated this way: trust is morally decent only if, in addition to
whatever else is entrusted, knowledge of each party’s reasons for confident reliance on
the other to continue the relationship could in principle also be entrusted — since such
mutual knowledge would be itself a good, not a threat to other goods.” (Baier, 1986:
259)
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SN R _FI\' Pt~ i s ,MIH—*] FEEFS | (Thompson,
1971) - %

f b lﬂﬁﬁg‘jw“g‘ﬁ SAE Wk LRL At I » Kiittay (1999:
29-30) }H] Iwﬁf’%mﬁ’ [J]#“Té[ikﬁ]t EH; %Lqﬁ_&ﬁiﬁ EI 194 Akﬂ.{?‘i o
pjgﬁ%ﬁjféﬁ**ﬂ L U#’[WHL“%@F’W@%&I VI B A
w5 (R > 2005) o (a2 SRR RS © 2
o2 i O R EERLE Y T - 2RIt S @;'/ S
TR B R RLALRPRE sy e R gL
FIE e M RLE g EOBTIE TR - PIERR 2 s
Hi /U\ﬁﬁﬁr‘ifﬂfﬁ?&fllf}f,@f% b ELRLT IS i 5 4 RS SR
FIEL (Kittay, 1999: 165 © 415528 » 2005 : 161) « (*9f » I'[ 25" {f.
1A B = 9 5 24 Jﬂl*@wln FIT > 4 8 B f AU, VR 525
ggifi'ﬁ‘ﬂir’?ﬁ* 192 5524 R (7 38 2 Rl T *f‘?%‘ﬁ,ﬂ

o NI PR E '@[%F'LJ?JJI//E"_’TWF“”’ ﬁ’ﬁ”@ He =
Eﬁ WP R 2P TR~ o 2R VR P Sl [ s b O i%’ﬁ,i:f
el (A > 2005 ¢ 173) - f%,;afﬁrérﬁg ,efg,
RN 73‘»'3?? RN RNl T e snjjﬁfm. ’
IT|F[¢%¢U Bk [iﬁgrﬁﬂu @Eg&,i—’\F_fﬁtl Lajf@ﬂ-ﬁ [J§L¢% *ﬁ
fte

l%%W%LAﬁﬁﬁ*%@wm#ﬁw#‘%@f gt

Hl ‘é‘f
R

R CSRIR S PPURREUR S ph s EfY TR (il (5t
F[fj%ﬁ.?:%%ﬁ“h Y4 fﬂi’ﬂ}l ‘HL Baier = g*‘ﬁ”l ;Fg—fﬁlf% gkgk]f[fjg%

#¥ Radin (1987) I Anderson (1990; 1993) tz%ﬁﬁfﬂ 9= FT,J
VR {9 1 A5 ARSI 4 B! > B BRI 7

(‘l‘
»K'

% 10 quote: " Surely we do not have any such “special responsibility” for a person unless

we have assumed it, explicitly or implicitly.”(Thompson, 1971)
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54 - Anderson I?“tii’i“v‘ LN S IUFFTJM REiy }Z\”%"Jﬁ
(goods) kL i (commodities) - }zf ; JFTJI,B“}:iﬂ iﬁFJJFTJ 7
M A A Féﬂfl’vf, ]’"i%?"«k}ii}i/['ﬁ?”ﬁ’h]%lﬂ@ o F?ﬂﬁ”h?] Ty
o ST HllRL (D) @Al E * Ry L (impersonal) 5 (2) AU
PO 25 2 uj % b (egoistic) 5 (3) FLEFEEYE T E LA
(exclusive) ; (4) ,tfrgr ﬂ [JF#@F&%{%? P }—TE;,[ GIPHEA
(want-regarding) ; ') % (5) 44 E [ 1= T RIS T RY IE” EE (eXlt)
(FRLIZ Tl ] 22 FF[[ [JQJIH (v0|ce) (Anderson, 1993: 145) -
TR R EWJFH (economic goods) » #5112 E"Fﬁ
f'f'z(flfji’d’;ﬁ’}[ ’ ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ”vﬁfmé[ﬁi i Jfif; (non-economic goods) - lﬁﬁf’#ﬂ
fﬁ#l L l'ﬁ W (trust) ﬁ'»[ﬁ?? (loyalty) ~ [l ffj -~ (sympathy) - &
(affection) A1 ]’"|”£ (companionship) (1993: 151) - i‘,E?éJE:” %J{'%f%%['{’: ’
[RNE: S I ”F"f@ (intrinsic value) °

U3 Anderson - (] IR AH T‘“T;} Bl P ﬁf’”l’?f it 1
PR > B RLI Al 122 e pung P &ﬁ“‘??iﬁ f,#‘ S FAER
1 o BRI G mbl jly 1f o ELRL 0 O o AR 7 R o
(o [tk S AR E G > YR [y SRl e LLJF”’E‘LF%?JI'%T': ;K
J IR [l MG AR O T AR ISR R a7
(Anderson, 1993: 151) « =9t » [lE&™ TG 7 7 Fhik » A= P
[fll'“ﬁ%-]-“ﬁ%’“ﬁl[ﬁ TP LSS ug\«u‘?]s g&ﬁ XAl
O o 2 R AR Sl B 2R

wE_ESI T P B fﬁ#,‘«b PASTHIIFS AR E. * R 2 A
e 17 [l R WLFHE'}’F??]FE#&‘ b fry i AR = ) Zﬁ‘.‘ﬁj%l'%fﬁﬂj ’
Anderson r?J 0 A A BN K Elfel ’Ej il (Anderson, 1993:
152) < SR [l G 2 P I B, TJI TR f}‘ﬁ ZHIPURL TR A 359555
F7 (cost-benefit analysis) » Y= Trb 435555547 0 F WY
FRHCES H R AR (19931 190-216) » i Anderson = 0%



142 RzfGs A B4R EHE $ 24

ESUNINEA S 2 - PAE i b S GRAR NS TR ';?‘I‘?E\*ij » Anderson F"Uﬁjﬁ
ﬁ%ﬂj{ﬂ B IR ?Efdl* Fie > Anderson = 3= TS A B4R
ilﬁ@”ﬁ[ [*fuT=0 (190) - Ffrg I Jf}ﬂfﬁ[ IERERENY - RSN WF‘ Il
[“FEh & &Rl > FEC % D (willingness-to-pay) (1993: 191) -
AR RS A T AT 0 2 iR R SRR 25T (R RO
F%JI% S MEECp e 2 J/%?J‘P T l‘rﬂﬁ =T R =
PRI i R - (R o fosht
(A o dper T Ry ?Mljﬁf Y110 *. o TR R IERR AT ) RN
T 5’%’1&&?’[3 FIEnEE ~ S = *QJ'E J? RIEVEL s TP ERGE T
FLEPRRRE ~ =~ fOSiRLEL o LS 1 EpofEa [y RLEL R
CIESSES kih [~ (1993: 197) S m}ﬁ&* » Anderson F?Jt BE
ph 1 r*i_ﬂiﬁfu;"lé . ??émﬁﬁi’ AT b e 5 * it pY
EE TR S T e s b Ux_fJiﬁlFﬁF_fi';wn—* flat *
PSS (1993: 197-200) = A F 1 T B i%m%i”%;,%ﬁ
SRR o PSR R A -
ERRE SIS o S2K (i *i’fﬂf/[‘ﬁg'?ﬁl’h‘: » HeR
IR osF ™ 1T~ TSR ﬂ‘jé,i/\%féfg%ﬁlgl (*}T DN IO
TR ’F%‘zE_IE'JE P S5k = 5*34]6' K RUERVRTD ~ PP s
SEEFIEYPV IR I P FIpoE BRLEY B P REnt s )RR
HEE ST W :Ffl ljr\_fvo (ERLA L'{r'rrrfdlm 2 hLby kT ]

FUBCE 12 1~ P  F ORISR > R ST iR
147‘“' A (exphutness) FUREE =0 (=70 B Y o H 3 o

RO ST 50  ph s ISR - T8 R
(S RUBERIPY * 1R - f .ﬂ‘éf (Ypsgtpa e @ 50 ) rIfJ [
[ FRF VRIS ISR (o (ER - U T - R
FE LRSS RIS o ¢ h lﬁia_’iﬁ potgm TEF e

A Y Anderson = 9T H R Ejgﬁ,eqs;glgﬁrfgq F’;ﬁ[%{: o Rl
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HH YN E ?f%r?f[ SRV R AL A R ‘FF*%I,I » PP
TS5 » RIS 7 1 e ;**ﬁ@w%JgﬁA
ok |§f{§g’[ (Anderson, 1993: 153) -

S GHREEBRRAA R LR
FJ.I',‘Radin (1987) 1 Anderson (1990; 1993) i Baier Hf3fif
S - (RIS L
@fffﬁﬁrﬁ” RN [“g"}{ﬁ? %E*f&lu [ ELRH e b o REET T ES
Fo'ﬁ” SPER PB4 Redin A1 Anderson i
DECE LAt WEE’PWWW%ﬁﬁﬂ¢WQF,*@¢
ﬁw SHUS ~ =78~ FEEES G LR AR
(Anderson, 1993: 153; 156-158) ~ iy kL & [+ % 7 i SIRE I
(Anderson, 1990; 1993: 168-189) - FS o 3’1%\3%‘“}?5 G2 PR
(FHf > R S T R B o 2 SR
TR R N A (RS PRIV S5 {1 R~ RO
iy

3l F@fﬂ#@ AR T Hampton (1993) HE wﬁf’ﬁ °
Fi“ > Hampton (1993 242) = SRS T RS i%ﬂ\ bh > T
FLEGEORE ﬁfﬁgﬁ%ﬁ?mﬁ%lﬁkp ST ‘ F‘l [Py A H AL

!

2 312 407 : "This provides grounds for wariness about proposals to free women from

subordination in the personal sphere by using market norms to regulate the exchange of
women’s sexual and reproductive powers. These proposals draw their strength from an
individualist view that regards all moves from “status’ to “contract”, from obligations
determined internally to a socially defined form of relationship to obligations freely
shaped by the will of the parties, as triumphs for freedom and equality.” (Anderson,
1993: 153)
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Rawls 7! Scanlon (Hampton, 1993: 235-238) » 155" =5 i il @
(“what we could all agree to”) [UzEI {5 i e o 3 ARG LPT
iy e H-% > Hampton a?’gti’,rjfﬁﬂ/:“‘ﬁlJ%%Tu ST HIRLET) UG
i (1993: 233-235) =k fi] Jf,’;’-T—}FTm (1993: 235-238) » T4t ,pﬁ{
U B i 0 PSR S
SARLEIUETE) (end in itself) pURE [ S  EET SO
SR B e P [ (the kindom of ends) © it b SR ST
T B A O SAS  EALPIRR T A
r@pﬁ,’ﬁaﬁﬁ o 57— » Hampton = %@rﬁv{lﬂ’”’i?‘v‘wuﬁ”%wu[ <5 ‘IJ?H +
AR 3 SRR R DT s 5 2 2 b PR 1y
ot N RO RRCE [T e
FEHfORRB 1% - 1 i > Hampton (1993: 239) it Sl E’ﬁﬁupuéﬁ‘ﬂ
I %?JWF%JI SR TR T {E AL %@Hl%ﬁ%
jF'i ' R cp;c’ 'fﬁrg& (15 g o TJ  Hampton = 3= #Jf[fv -
R riffa%ﬁwﬁ‘rf?@‘« AUPk AT ﬁifﬂ%-‘?ffﬁfm °

’5" Hampton 7T B[ Il =55 07 [l 4 ha g o ‘%ﬁl’?ﬁﬁ » R
PRI 25 R R RS (L R ol - 3= %Ej%[ T
Sfﬁ* LY IEW%TAF”ELWF’ e F”E‘ “y o FUREIES
(self-worth) (Hampton, 1993: 241) - ™ [FA#{VH HRH Tl - & * =
S ISP R S F’ {9 kEJETT ﬂ['%x‘%“{‘%%l* ARG SUSN
S EI% waﬁigu;, ,ﬂﬂﬁg[f WIFERULERE ~oBlf) - ¢ *F H
RYELPY AU Syl (1993: 245) < 51T 0 Bl T‘Jl,’%rﬁ@ﬂ &2
ﬁﬂﬂu%wpi'[fdﬂnﬁ@r’?‘?¢§'¥§ﬁ'9?~j‘ SYPVRLE (19930 240) - 0

_E(

% u ks B 4o @ "Given the fact that we re in this relationship, could both of us
reasonably accept the distribution of costs and benefits (that is, the costs and benefits
that are not themselves side effects of any affective or duty-based tie between us) if it

were the subject of an informed, unforced agreement in which we think of ourselves as
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LAt A N e O I S K D R S
FILRL 90505 T RURE = Ji0l B+ (R G 4y
%ﬁﬂwﬁﬁwmﬂm’a%%fﬁ:wmuw;@ﬁ*%ﬁﬁ
e o WRR[IVRLTE (S VSIS Y < i AV S h
54 AT AL - BT T B [ R R R Y o (1993
248) - = W (OISR ORI i
,[?F[':jiéf%‘lf&r’lf‘» ) ﬂ]K'?t}_qu/ @Efjﬂﬁt@y; PURLPY Ay R pu s 5 F'J

wl o

A% 557> Hampton = 523’1%5}%5@ FOsk N T PR I
%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ“”ﬁwhw~’ﬂ%wgfﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%wtﬁ
BRFRLAY S R o PR R BT ISR R | URLET Ry
IR ARSI o B IRNE GETTF R E PR o b Rk
FPEHYER ¢S O g
Toipuepl Lﬁ" IR EJE‘/ET#EEIE FURS i (sss) » 7 3E1 k;f;ﬁﬁ
OB o J2E T T ST o b AR AL T PLEF S Y
B EVESEL » 1=9F D7 IR 2 SRR S LR
[AC R S T S P IJEJ(F“i]UF%‘J JIGLEE) » M
HEETE LA P L R EJTJII FIi 23 1% (Houston, 1990:
117) - 57= > FREELE [iﬁifﬁé TJ[%IJ}&,HJ ﬂpﬁfrjvd[%s;@ '
ﬁFJEIfJ Fgﬁ%%@}zﬁ . (motivational displacement) (Noddings, 2002: 17) »
SITERLPSH « 'E‘ ﬁ“ﬁ P97 o (LR g R 8 8 T 2 2 3R
B AR o PSR B (NIRRT PY R TR B
E'IVE'F’E e (Card 1990: 107) -

iwiﬁgﬁﬁw%%ﬁﬁﬂ‘bﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂha@%ﬁﬁ“”wwﬁ
TR R S BFRIFEOE AL T E

motivated solely by self-interest?” (Hampton, 1993: 240)
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fii Baier JiEFAA - 'Eéiﬁ”lﬂﬂ%ﬁln LT ’Jfﬁﬁ&
Eatj Hampton }aﬁpzf u{, 3o TEFSy;{:j' *’Tgﬁ@,gu i s S il
‘%Jﬂ[ﬁrﬁ[f - Baier A Hampton [iv= E,Hl E Yol \}_ruﬂ\ﬁww <
FRLEVEOELZ) > SRR ﬂﬁ@p%ﬁw*m%ﬁywc P
ﬂmTﬁﬁiuﬁwfii”4W%ﬂﬁuwﬂ %ﬁﬁEwP’
(R (S B SR G T B - F AR 0]
IFil - Baier = Kittay = 9=f ,ﬂ?ﬁﬂlmlﬂ Lz’:ppji % hos 2k FAHHUF“J’
B ZERI9 (Kittay, 1999 29-30) o i ’lﬁfﬁt’?f@ﬁ%ﬁﬂl
E?am CRLAGRR O b h N B 1 g
e ,{_i AUBI9E - ) JISF{ [z (Kittay, 1999: 165) - 5= i LEJ?‘EJ
R I“EFS% | [*Téﬁrdlf* A R BN o3 i S e N
%Fiflﬁjﬁéﬁ o (RRLT IR [ S SRS SR L o P P'“l
A ey PR A 5 [t st ™ Ol 4 oy 2% S RURT R R
AERG [ > PO S Lﬁ’é‘?ﬂ‘?ﬁjﬁl¢%hﬁw_ﬁw

PR SO (R (AL % 0 PRI WPV
AR Hﬂ‘fl | BEW [5?# C RLEN RS T R ]ﬁj@mﬁ L
Baier %* Kittay » Jﬁ%ﬂﬁjﬁg[ij X [E lf‘\_i £ [JIF{ & o hL A
ﬂ RE R Eff;.;d [ £ o SR [ﬂf”ﬂ ﬁﬂf‘ SR R

RGN b R Fupmﬂﬁ =N K,J?FI H{gﬁ%%[%p SRR §F‘;%}

Fﬁ%’l%ﬁi_ BE ﬁ’ﬁ%—i’ [’TFJEIUiﬁﬁE@, . ﬁ? e \\i’%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ}% ’ [ﬂtilﬁﬂ‘fﬁ
E“f_‘ﬁk"‘féj\:wp)ﬁ&[fﬁfj{%?i E[Jﬁﬁﬁfjﬁ%ﬁ ﬂ—?ﬁin F[:\:elﬁj\‘%/ I8 Efj
F"lﬁj zmq,}ﬁjt_mﬁ ) TJHP ?ﬂpj;“wﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ@ﬂguﬂjﬁ (5%

» 2005) -



R PR ORI R R REIRE S
RS PR B! < SRR IOEGR T AR R S
FlsEr (g F?‘YF",) = F%!F{U%’»EF% S|~ B F,gjigfﬁg, ]
GERAE o~ b~ ¥ puAlm T FH I CREEI PR A= S e
— B s T RIRESE RO S I T i:?@ﬁiifﬂh ;J%]f
[OF S F e ORGSR 2 b (ss9) P F1LE O
R TRBRIUEL " LR BASGE (Gilligan,
1980) - ey BT T S JO I BT T g
] k{rlf,ﬂ'éf& (i gfufics= Ep SRR ;[%Lrn‘%ﬂ_?%}ﬂwﬁbrq—%j e
EE SRR Eﬁj%%l’%ﬁ‘l‘%ﬁ I TJ]%EQ RV (Kittay,
1999: 94) » F IR HHHY S TR - RIZEE A -

T AT, B MR 4L (morality of
empathic caring)

TJI%%IF HIPO = R R T RS P e 'J’]‘
Fjﬁ ’ E%'T‘/ = }»Féﬁl%r HEHIPS Iir»ﬂ@%ﬁ”[r FIBPRIE B o ¢
@FU—FIJIJ'IZLH%%HMDLH\ s
1 lﬁlH Friedman %" Hare and Rawls /¥ F‘l—ﬂ ?y/L—éylrJIEJ

:‘%’;‘?’Fld%ﬁ s sy Gilligan =* Noddings @lﬁ@u%%gﬁﬁlﬁ@

S EVER SR AT R R R Ii&ﬂ?'ﬁ

TRz BARHe B LM NF LFEAHN A LR
ASREE A AN BAEOE T 22 PP AR B REIE R >

Balr o KRR H At T R RSP RCEWME FF AT ke

H/“?‘-
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) ‘Ljiﬁfﬁﬁ'iﬂ%ﬁ EEE IR “’EWDITJT}FTJI%
fu= £ 3 gt E[ﬁ FIVSEL R Bl %ﬁ\;[iwl Z AR
At }lj’i?%l%r I H] PP - A Sg P s R
Ho (- sz [Hlﬁsv "i"r{ ‘[Ljﬁ[r}r‘i[ﬂlf‘g [[ ‘“[?ﬁ r’f“”%r FIEIT
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F'glﬁfi'il‘%& EARRC ST 72 R e F’?J]‘TUFUGOOdIn
(1986) ~ Kittay (1999) It - rJ,]‘E | Hoffman (2000) - Slote (2001) -
Halwani (2003) - Engster (2005) == o E p[i4ifii - 4L Slote
(2001; 2003; 2004) Hr= J=fY Tuiﬁi?[;ﬁ %J% PRI
%EJ‘I%’%J (balanced caring) (Slote, 2001 64-65) - FP]FFEH EIRE
(empathic immediacy) (Slote, 2003: 136) #[!I V%'[‘ﬁ%‘[%gmi’gjiﬁg N
(Morality of Empathic Caring) (Slote, 2004: 294) - “JB;LJE"E?{[JE » P



PUR=FE P po 7 Vﬁ Slote [1{f f- % [ (R F & pund W F
(Keshen, 2003: 110) » * @ﬁj‘[ﬁ/%'[ﬁﬁfjrﬁ%‘[%ﬂgl@y G R
PRI ST PO SRR PR 1
El’?‘gffgﬂ, (Slote, 2003: 142) » [fipkLl ~ * ?ﬂ%?i‘ = Y R
F’[:L’E“dtf 5 fgﬁ?%%'[% - (balanced caring) [ FE » Slote (2001: 64-65)
H%J AP H[thrﬁ A1 Noddings (2002: 22) = 3= FIgR
Fﬁ%[%JjE%; [n“",I;J[ TN FF%EJ—JJ (caring for)%lrr«}ra I
(caring about) — £ - Slote ~% 53 F%J'""]“F%J%'[% -, (intimate caring) #!
" *fﬁfﬁl%J (humanitarian caring) & 155 Fi%-'?ffféfi‘]%% 9{?1?%‘
PR EIRE - e S O - F
EjHIAET V] (R FR fi'“ﬁﬁﬁj f&ﬁ?xﬁ'%l‘% (Slote, 2001:
69-73) - éﬁ@g[ A *[i IS F,J$Eﬂwlpo z—jjl‘{ ?F[J[—H;l%@@/ﬁ:7\ "I
Hﬁf[%l ek TR [ F &7 ] Slote (2001: 74-75) 5%“ “‘j fietk
A N =S A R ) fi;ﬁrdl%% oL 'Eﬁ’%vﬂ Juraﬂ
T o TR LSRR S (T e T fﬁjﬁi ey UPIR] < B9S8Rl
¢ O P I IR A 2 T
8 (Slote, 2001: 67-68) -

%2 Keshen (2003: 110) % 3% Slote (2001) Morals from Motives® » 3 &4 & & & &
BT 512 & RIE R FSlotedndg (T ¢

“In addition to Hume, Slote is much influenced by the worm theories of some
contemporary feminists, and he has much to say about their influence. Yet no feminist
virtue theorist quite fits the agent-based mold.” (Keshen, 2003: 110)
% «_a loving father with two children will strike some sort of balance between the
concern or love he has for the one and that which he has for the other, and that means he
will at least some of the time help and /or pay attention to a much-better-off child, even
though that time could be spent doing more good for the other and producing more total

or aggregate good as well.” (Slote, 2001: 68)
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Moral Implications
of Care Ethics:

a Study on Feminist Transformations of
Moral practices

Shiu-Ching Wu
Department of Philosophy, National Chung Cheng University

Abstract

This essay brings forth three implications of care ethics for the
purpose of demonstrating care ethics' complete and full challenge to
the modern moral theory. These implications are (1) caring as moral
partiality towards one’s near and dear; (2) caring involving concern to
the particular other with thick understanding of all the relevant
background; and (3) caring as intimate trust between the loved ones.
However, the full recognition of these implications has been obstructed
and blocked by moral impartiality that demands equal concern to all, by
moral universalism that requires universal principles (of duty) across
people, and , and by mora contracturalism based upon moral
agreement of the free agents. Following Gilligan's insight of drawing
attention to gendered-sensitivity to moral theory, the re-evaluation of
women’s experience and its relevance to the development of moral
theory can enhance the full recognition of the moral worth of partiality,
particularity and trust.

In addition to the re-evaluation of women’'s mora experience



AR s 161

closely associated with mother-infant base trust, which is in contrast
with men’s public image as the equal agreement between brotherhood,
this essay also put great attentions to the objections confronting moral
partiality, moral particularity and trust. These objections are, to name
just a few, partiality as a kind of favourtism is biased and blind to the
strangers interests; caring particular one without the guidance of
normative care is either over-involvement or self-indulgent; and trust
without justice can only sustain the exploitation of the vulnerable one,
mainly women. These roadblocks put great challenge to the full
implications of care ethics. However, the way leading to the solutions
of these difficulties would promise a even higher vantage point, from
which we can envision a gender- neutral moral system based on
emotional dispositions like sympathy and empathy, which can balance
intimate caring (to one's near and dear) and humanitarian caring (to
one's far and strange), can motivate action by empathic immediacy, and
can cultivate autonomy within dependent relation.

Keywords: care ethics, moral (im) partiality, moral
particularity, moral universalism, trust, moral
contractarianism
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