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REREZPSE ¢« G Kittay AYSSE)

RFHE (PIERETER)

AIGLL Eva Feder Kittay (1999) (GREEHIZ57EI) — M 1Ml > Hea
Kittay K SEHLAIR + BEAEARAS BLam B > EL45 © 95 Martha Fineman (1995) fit
SR AIRETKEERA (R (mother/child dependency relation) 235 TSR FERHRLH AT
ReRURE 5 FR#E Robert E. Goodin (1985) )5 {5E A (vulnerability model)
7 BAAE R A E R 5 BRA Amartya Sen (1992) HYREIHLIA ( capability
approach) 37 am HRERMY 73 iid 1E 28 5 EMm B HKEH# P (the dependency
critique) » a2k BB 1 R A v P PR A M N e A S TR SR 2 A AR
S o 2 SE T -

BEAE o AR SO S — 25 8 A Gt a2 1 S EHK SRR BR R (B 2 3R (E - Hp
Kittay 1 Marta Nussbaum %} B1ZEL E 200D ¥t - BS54 © Nussbaum 557
AT B E AR 5 FHEHY - Kittay 983H (EH) KSERIA dnpR bR B EHKSEE 1)
Frok B o MOh o MEAR A FiRaE I FE R ER S - HE
Nussbaum 5 i B {18 [ A2 RE TR 7y BCHI A BLAL 5 Kittay HI-E R g 8K
SEF T T AHEREE ~ BRI R 53 RE S 1T 4% (nested dependencies) © /2 Kittay 1)
IR FERLPI R LI T 2 3202 Nussbaum 4 FH 28 NIRRT 2 Rt e E 25850
e & RS 2

ARG Kittay S B B IR 1 25 0T REIT I 22 1 17 2 2 AT A %
HE R E AR o (R SEIIBRE BRIk SR 18 S B E R 0 1
T KB IR 7EFE B RS T (SRR Hh e FE A BB R R oK > OB TR
1B SETE BTG 1 AR R BB SERE o [H)I > & MERGR IR 1 B AT i K HR
P DRSS (RS G E K -

RASESR : MR~ BB ERA C BEMIEL CRERA - EHRG
kS HER © 93.4.27 ; EFEHEE © 94.1.13



158 422 2k« G ERIERIERTS

—iii

Susan M. Okin (1989) #&HE 201 - Fe AR N S Frai Ky 1255
B TF SRR ZBEIT - IS REuR e - s RIEE L Ry
FERERIERIR - — A GR R ERE R — R E AR L > S
FIEZREERL BITEERERES - RIERISE S B L sk > IESE iR
FRENE - R TR SKAY IER (Okin, 1989: 25-
32) < EFEBEVRSE R IR HH A 3G AR o FLAnEs T T R AR

T8~ JEEE - BRIRERER - A5t » BREAHRES - mEHE
FERE R B BLIESA R MR AR - Okin BB IER ST HUEMREN - A

TIEEAEERE - FOHOREE A RER /MR (Okin, 1989: 29) - ' A]
R AR A IR - SRR EZERE e (RRtE - 1k - #1)
IS5 ) > AUERFEPEAE L B EOR B = 5 -
JEh i LU P MR TRV B RGE © FrlL > IR - Z0MEskile
fRBER 22/ VNI § EREARE - B2 M A SR S
N ECZ B s NIV ERIA R SR (Kittay, 1999; Tong, 2002; HEFEZF -
2003) - HELL > FELEFRAMENZ A - B RRE - HE:%
TR IEFRRIA A JTRERSIR R ? B RIS IRB AR BRI T~ R
FEHL[FRIERRE T/E (Okin, 1989: 175) S iRBIR/ERAEHR
Ayt (PEZF - 2003: 110) ; BUE RISl - EE IR
REEIZAAL  PLBLRERE > 201035 < RN IER -

AL Eva Feder Kittay (1999) (GREFRYZ5E)) —&kyF0h -

1 “Justice is needed as the primary, meaning most fundamental, moral virtue even in
social groupings in which aims are largely common and affection frequently
prevails.” (Okin, 1989: 29)
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5% Kittay Frfa HIRYREE RS N PTRS R — PEBE IS BL R -
REAEEREEESEL RS EEMAENEEERB
('superrogations) » X REFE IREARHEEE FEF B T B B H R E R
ETEARS o AURATRE 7 Kittay AYZMES A ZARH B © Bk - fthl
Martha Fineman (1995) Ff#g iy REF{K5ERI % ( mother/child
dependency relation) Ky REEAIEL AL » AR LIRZE 2 R0y
FEEE > BATSHA T DU SRR R 52 e Y AT A O HR (L > DA
HIRRE R SE R R A AE 2 B0 AKE 2 =015 AR B 2% 1 52 e R Iy B R
(Fineman, 1995: 1-9) - 34 - #tifR{& Robert E. Goodin (1985) 7%
ZEEMRA (vulnerability model ) » $8H T K5k 5% (special
obligations) FYRATRHH BRI BN CBRYFES (self-assumed
obligations) Ry EARRETEF A - JREVRF E R0 A S X Hery 17 E) B
DETZBNGE o R 8 B B R B I R AR B 2 A5 A
A HENGECSER 2 HF09R] (Goodin, 1985: 205) © £
= fthll Amartya Sen (1992) HJREJJHNAI (capability approach) Ky
IEFHERAVAREE - FRH MR B & &I (WA ~ S ELEAH A
Vi) ORISR - R H A THE TR - =
T~ E EHAYRE T » IREI S R S L RERT B (18 A ik © (K1 -
SRR REE S B RELIRER B - Fesr R TTit &R - B A BE
BARFMEES (Sen, 1992: 42-49) - fxth » AL EAVHEREFES -
Kittay DUERGEREH] (the dependency critique) 373w HEREMIT & 1FF
#EA John Rawls R H HH 280 TEHR 20 THRSERRLR -

ARSI FAESGT SR —ER s FEERE DL B IRg PO SR, - Sk
i Kittay BREESRLANRY T 2R RS BLERY - G B E Ay AR &
B o A B E A R R SE B B B IR A B AR 1 - s
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R A TE TR LR - S DA T skaTam - (1) TREARIEMERHE 5
(2) MREFEIRHIEMMER 5 (3) MREEMFIBILOME TS 5 (4) MREERLFIRY
it e EEER -

FEE LU EE R - ASHRERRE B E Kittay DUREE Ry AR 2R
RS B A AR o Kittay BR TZE4E Okin (1989) Fif
FIRAIEZRE B REREEMSL - B —P R HRTERL AR B R IR
EARBIEAREN S G E R - 5 EFTBER R R RS R SR
BIIIKEE ~ ANFRBATREL A BRI BB & 1F -

T~ Kittay CGiSRR953Eh) (X9PREHTY 5% S8 A o 2

(—) ANEEBVAEGRERIE : K58 (dependency)

AR ~ 2~ R - BRESETERAANER - 28EAEHEE
s HH RS R 0 T P B e —— MR I I 4 5 ~ R R SiE
SR ~ (TEIRME - fRAEEAERNES - SUEAFE Kittay 19Z4C
SR EH E EIRERERE (Kittay, 1999: 147-161) » 88 S5 K Btk KERIA
HosERE o DL R DASUEMEEHEE (dependence) * JREIANRIZ A
ARG » e IR ARTE K > 18 SR GE B I SR A A
nE ~ EEMNEEN o WIHERET - KGEDLE ZBITRE (relational
term) > T T A AAMKREERY (interdependent) » HEREE#LHH By ik 52
T{E3& (dependency worker) » Ftfif Ht 890 J7 58 Fo R 5 TAE
(dependency work ) (Kittay, 1999: 31-33) - Kittay Fl1 Fineman #{3:5E
TEARI AR ] DU MR R LAY ZIAREN SR > BIGEE Ei € e 2 1
TEHRGE LIE - 2RI MERRER R K SE LIF#H (Fineman,
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1995; Kittay, 1999) °

WRFEEURSE TR N REFF 3 B Kittay FIRIKGERIRZE
NER AR - KIRSFERRE A mIE R » mIEFIIE (Kittay,
1999: 29-30) » 2 4} - %ﬁ%aﬁE?Jﬁe%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁiﬂéitﬁ’%%bﬁ.ﬁiﬁ :
LT RGBSR 6 (inevitable dependence) (Fineman,
1995: 162-163) ° LR - ETEEL UG SR THER T HE & 1-2R]
BRI A - AASEIRIL B EGE: - 2 amrufish » I
FEERE (Kittay, 1999: 165) - $#B1th » I ARSI M ERL AN A IKSERI TR
T HEAIEA SRR R - RSB RGEMA - (H2WFE
FHEAFRLARGESIIE L H E - [RIL - AKSERIFRIERL B e T EHRE ARy
W o T A B R S M BN TR e S A E T~ Bra it
SR e -

HR o RFESATAMREE (derivative dependence) » tHELZHKFE T
TESHAKSE TIEE R R R T - [RRR I SR GE T EE SR A
EH B BN IR ETEE) (Fineman, 1995; Gottlieb, 2002) - Ff# »
WG TAFBEKSEE =B BOMER (R ~ 18EE) SR REme H
HEM (FA) Tk #1E5 GEBY) A4S (Fineman, 1995:
162) » FHERRE Ti8LE38E » IRGE T/FERHSEES DEZ BN ik
EE IR RGEE I K -

= BERECIRGERA (RS A AR B (B - ANER SR Z RV

%%é?(%ﬁﬁtlﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂag%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁt FHHHEK

2 Kittay LB B4 72 A& F 0 LESEH K E (extreme dependency ) # & 5 0y 42
8 > Kittay s AR P A A RENWEE® (representative significance) (Kittay,
2002: 239) » BEAZAE B B0l F > (2= DL N RK 5] AR S — AR AR
(Kittay, 1999: 5; Ruddic, 2002) °
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ZARF - B E 2 A - H2 - Kittay FT Fineman FIRIKFERITRA
AR AR BRI - (R RZ IKGERA PR PIRDR » AR [m] Y
ARV URIRAIELEARGERGR - HEEES FEH MR A AR [ Y
IRSERRR o R 5L > AHR Bl AR F B E R A 7 A TR A8 - H2
Gy G E R ERES K GER RA A EIRE 1:

(D) ZZESRE : (KFRZES

DUEERARSERI FRAGAN Rl ~ ATAEPEBAN R - BRAD -
IKSERITREE S PUE R - ARFERFR P A S B S5 T A2 s
[y - A48 Goodin (1985) 153G ERA (vulnerability model )
M40 A IR IR B RUTTEELEIE T 252 > HIl B #H{REE A AYF]
WEHRREY » BB ERISIIN B &2 A SRR
FER/IN ) (Goodin, 1985: 118) © 3 GYZ i MBIR - {RFEF AT
KO REE TR E (R~ BRI ECE T2 B A
1) S DEKE TEEHEESEEEANGE - KFEE T
MaSsHY - KRR A0SR B R A e AR5 A 1S ARy A 15 o
B IREERGZEGE  EREGERIEE AP RS IR ek
T HFTK o TEAKGERIFR @ (RFEIKGEE RN F R IKSE LIFE Rk
HE PR -

AERFREATR ~ FRRE ~ K IHERZ e it & (55 ©~ o KGE L
VEE e RN B TEF B 2 H AR (Kittay, 1999: 57) - 335 »

3  “If A’sinterests 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'sinterests.” (Goodin, 1985: 118) °
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Kittay 1 Goodin # Rtk SE TAEHE T RIERFIAER L 2 E AN 2 H I
I C BHFER (self-assumed obligations) » i 35 B it & 15 1
Hh o ARSERITRIVEROT 2 A B R TS I BEA R SLEL A B - 2
AN——RF8 ~ T~ 5~ 18— it & o> TR S bR e SR
TRk B A RGBSR BB (Fineman 1995, 162-163) © [KIEyli&
REEEEIR - CREEHE Tt ERgE iR 2 RiEH - 1
& Kittay #E—F e it & FE UL s e ER - thAE
R RS e E A a B AN S MB35 - R Kittay HUBES -
WA (AR BIG O ME— B e R T I L H RN 5
A > BEEERSERA PRI Z BEFEHEE (non-voluntary ) thIEadERY
(non-coerced) (Kittay, 1999: 62, 72-73) - *

bR TAKSER EMase st - WS iR e i T B e iass - 205k
HB=F (—HK2E it FER - IMEIES) AR LTRSS
% IKSE RS IAME A G0 () Fk > 1815 (IEIs) 4
e (Fineman, 1995: 162) » E4ME R TE TIEFHIEEHMEL >
TESLIEZIEDL N IREEHZ T K -

(=) IKSEERIES : B0 (capability equality)
Pl B2EEENER - NMEEHBESEIEERE » IKETIES

KR &5 T RURE TAFAVRIASES - I B H C BN E S 2 G HN —
B AP ERL SR T HISAREE LAEB IR R I LI TR R - it

4 FRFEMGZETE © Goodin £k EFZHEHEEEF RERL T - Rz Kittay 5%
BEH TP EF EREXERD - M BR824 Kittay, 1999: 62-64 -
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RARGELIT R » SRR A 2 B N QU ~ it & B
IBTEE) (Kittay, 1999: 181; Gottlieb, 2002) » KBy HiRL ZEs F5E R 23
FURIZEL > SUERE NI 5B MKGEE DU AR R A B
ok (Kittay, 1999) » [KIt » Kittay 1 Fineman #B 55 S-SR BL IFE 200
JHEEREIGRER » IR BBAERYIESR - [FIRE - M iR R R EER
A RERE B A B RS UG AR B {5 gAY W] RETE (Fineman, 1995:1-
9) - HRIER M EFRA REFBRIENI LTl - AV HIFEFTA SR
FER R RIS ENE 0 Kittay $iE H DURFER R s A HERYRE T P
(Kittay, 1999: 178-181)

FR S YIRS B S ain 2 RSN = ARk - RS iRz
LSRN - BEEARIIER - (RTR T B ERE IREEE T SO E T
HEFE IR EHE A E ) (that to nurture a dependent being
well, and without damaging the nurturer, requires that the nurturer herself
be nurtured.) (Kittay, 1999: 148) - ° FifLL » ANGUKEE TIEH$HKFEH
JEFORFERETEERS - L AR TR K - Wt Hongt - ARt
G AR RE AR TE TAFEFHORGER R - N RERHEEMAIIER 7>
THRFHL L SBERT LN/ RIS E Y - (ERL A B A SR AR TER %
= - MR TIRE A REIE I ARV E B RS RHSR R
& s 2 R A AR T B JESE HHMKGERRLR - it & EHKkEE T
TEE B FRB EHE © B R IR LR ik - fR HE S it & S iR
(Kittay, 1999: 66) ; Bfj (DA 00 /5 UARSE LIFE R HE BRI Rk

5 g ¥ & & Martha C. Nusshaum 313 %15 £ & #1648 /7 B/ (capability
approach) #7% %k : “people love best when they are in other respects flourishing,
not when they are exhausted, or struggling to make ends meet.” ( Nussbaum, 2000:
297) -
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F55 (Kittay, 1999: 65) °

HR > RSN EFRFT FRAEEZ DL Sen IURE JJ6E—HE
SFEE (capability equality ) Fed&ffE » DU e o@ai -4 s ot & &
J5 (goods) HYIEFEdw  RESIVEFIF LLARIB IR AR THE - (EBEA Y3
gt o MR ERETAE o DORFFEE AR RS - R
Y - HRIBAE AR R TG D B 7R SR 25 ) Hh g v S Ad A an AU RE - 1RePE
HHE#EZ SREIREd (WS - FR - TEIIES) ERRERND)
Edll s LIS A A i fEigit (Sen, 1996: 40) - ©

L Sen FiT Nussbaum LU A B 32k YRS SRR - “Kittay
PR RGERI PR R ASRIIRE S VS - (ERRARP I A EEE
St A e AU RE B AR ERY LIRERH & 08 SZRRER A A 2R dr BURE
B HAHERY DI REAH & P 2 %8 - P ARS8 BV K ZERBA 4% (nested
dependencies) #s @ NEIIKTERIFR T > SR ErGHEARENVEERE
TP IRESE S » BRGR-PIIRE R P ELRES A L IR B i g
HIE EHLIRE - BERESTH O A2 R GERI TR R - T EMASE
B R LR M A P E R L8 2 FE R DR ARG g » T IEAFREARS
AV GER RELH TR SRS LIRE A AERRER - T BRAATERL LA ARRR 1
FHTVE ) (Kittay, 1999: 180) « 8 HiE 2 » MRFMRSERI R FREET

6 “Capability is, thus, a set of vectors of functionings, reflecting the person’s freedom
to lead one type of life or another. Just as the so-called ‘budget set’ in the commodity
space represents a person’s freedom to buy commodity bundles, the ‘ capability set’
in the functioning space reflects the person’s freedom to choose from possible
livings.” ('Sen, 1996: 40)

7 Nussbaum % 78 2RO S BINEE  whd 0 BR - SENTER
BR REHG HERWEIHEE  RAZREREGEENERITE > B4
/1% AR (Nusssbaum, 2000: 78-80) ©
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MACEERE VS I Z e ERiLErd - k&Rl RN RN A

(P0) KSEBVHLHIERER (the dependency critique)

DL EE i AR SERR AR = AR PRI E TR SR B B R © KGELAE
GEMKGEHE IR RE ~ Mk MR TS SR R
IREN - MREEEERER BRI GE TIEE TR & - IMKGE TIEEGHE
FIEL R S B R H S A IR R Ve e H B B it - Kittay
TEARGERI PRI = A B TR BRER I3 - SIPTH Eokil & IR AV B
YEFTHTEEAYHGERL ] (the dependency critique) » FREEHEFIRY - Bim 5,
LS IR F it & E R - MRETSHE B HIERN
BEARFRK - HREefR SRR R A E R A 1S B B A T P A S
AR - AR o MREERIIRE M i (E AR RS BHREERIR
AN FEIERE A v EEH & IEE - NS EFRERR
EAR SIS NN > Kittay fiLHF Rawls (Y IEZB AR © EG S
FIEHARIRRATER: (&7 ~ fEER ~ IEHThRe) BHIEERE)) (IFEZ&
BLESKRZHIREST ) BARA I 20 T IR & i e 5 2 75 L L St g
(Kittay, 1999: 83-99, 102) °

EE > Rawls A TFEHE R R FHER BRI W45 the original position)
HINIIEE RN T ~ (R - BB IEERE ) - A ERRLUKAE
EHHEEMSE (Kittay, 1999: 102) » [ARFIEE D FRAF A 5

8 “By viewing our relations to others as nested dependencies and coordinating valued
functionings across these nested dependencies, we start to frame equality in terms of
our interconnections.” (Kittay, 1999: 180)



KGR 167

(veil of ignorance) HYRTHE T EEERESTFEC A ERYIR A « A MEATZ
FHIPRE] - WAHEM AR A SEE - KREZEFER (justice as
fairness) - [RIFHER SR A FIBERAIAGH] - St &~ A
EHEEF AR (the difference principle) » Kittay FURSERE AR 15E
EBE SR IR R YRS A SR A AR RIHE & - AT DA AR SR
I RRIRFEEIRERS R S (SRR AR - thEF kSR
FHIMER vl DS EI A IEEFF - tHEFRE (Kittay, 1999: 86) © i@ fkHYH
SRR T IR RIS A R R A A & B TR A S AR L PR B AR FE R AR
HATERAN - IR ANRAREEE R (Ml ) ARFEMERIN AR
HIEATERUET EMRAIEZE - AR OIS0 iR as e E R E
NIEFE AR P ResRERKTEE (Kittay, 1999: 86, 89) ©

HR » Kittay BURGERLFIERER B — R R RS A AR TH A
— (R ~ B B SR A B B R AR P AR AR SE S Y
TOEBREK - ARG FHEIHMIEER R KRG R &
it o i I BEASEEE » [RIRHRGERI TR 5 A B A AE IR A )
A RARTERA (R = AR A2 R A R - N2k e il Ry o3l A -
Kittay FOMKFEARL AR B Rawls BI7 kB R AR TER 2 LU
V7~ PREELE R ERERATHE 0 20 T AABIKGER RN - DU
E Rt e S AR E A BRAY L EIRER - NREESF AR RAYA ]
HEGRNE »  By 25 ER F B R A AR ~ S SVA S B M [ B A AR B
P o [RIEG - ARSERRACREA L bt S il BERY S BC R A - A St & DU
FERTR R RS & - Bt &SGR REt% ~ MR EE R R
e R R S A R Y IR -

L BRI RIEE A A B REA A - ARAKEES - R5E
TEPE A TR RIAYRR e HREEE R R Y IR F8 » Kittay T IRIESAE
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Rawls TR E B AR RIELEERE )] E— A A R B HAEE
Wz /b EEHININGS =FEEE)) - SREIAANER RS ZGE
B[] HLFESRAVAE ST (Kittay, 1999: 102) - FEARIERE R F F AR
SREEARETERES) - ANEREG RN RER - it 2 BT R
IKSELIFERSE » SR BBk R IR TR AT & SR » BG
B B S B R TR n] DUSOO A HA k5 TIEE BT
(Kittay, 1999: 102) = LA |35 SE AR TR K2 AT ASE SKAE diiik Fir A
] B EEAE RIS (primary goods) » {HIE Rawls 18 i HA|
AFAHGRYISHEE T - BESRZEE T RERR A aviEmi B AR T -

— HEE R iR B R 2 A I (Kittay, 1999: 103)
MR LA TR R (R A R U e A AE E AR T o > L RETE I AR
EEFORE SRR » et & BRIy SER N - Kittay £
it &3 AR 4R HE F“ doulia” (Kittay, 1999: 107-109) » B A H /AN 5H
At e R - SRIKGE LI Bt - B ARSI IR
SEENEEERT - #E  WEE e EREHEANERRA
BT BRI A ILECR - fEVIRERBIEZ IR - S PRORFEIREE
AUt B REALE © T AABBIFTRENRE - AASMKHERE AR
BERA - ikl B pe g B A et R szttA/\%HTf K
BATRH 1G] 2 IR ) (Kittay, 1999: 113) -

9 “Therefore the good both to be cared for in a responsive dependency relation if and
when one is unable to care for oneself, and to meet the dependency needs of others
without incurring undue sacrifices oneself, is a primary good in the Rawlsian sense
becauseit isagood of citizens as citizens to pursue their own conception of the good
and exercise their moral faculties of justice and care.” (Kittay, 1999: 103)

10 “To each according to his or her need for care, from each according to his or capacity
for care, and such support form social institutions as to make available resources and
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HOREAY IEZR IR AIRER © A0SRt SRR R SE LRl by B B LA
FIMABIREFHS » A0SR & R 2 A S iR HE 3 DU 2 A4 J P it
W SRR ~ ARET B G B E AR B RHKGE LE - At e
Bt THREE LR » B TN Gt e g@ N2 A EritE - A1E
it WS B ARETEREST - f8IG ~ FIMRELERIRIRE S Lt
BIMERIRE I — R B A EEAE S, - BA AR B H R B
EIE - NSt EnE AR AR H H - IREBGER TR S 23R K
HFERE L SR (Kittay, 1999: 109) -

= JRSE SR R far PR

H ¢ Carol Gilligan %3 In a different voice L2k » Bl fa#
(ethics of care) #ibi Ky Z0 M A A B TR0 AN B 48 Jre (B -
2001 ) o H 20 FEFTAE 2214 3= 25 04 L BR 12 i B 1 2 P Ry 22 1k
B > FCATR BRI M A E #I5E5% - I H A 2O Pl TR
TRETERERYIERE - KU An SR it &5 8o TR —AnEEeE: »
HRPEE R P AT R A B (R B & 2 A e P LUK VB & - 2k
FEEHFR R U 201 B R AR B R T-hhEid - AN ELcEDE
HIBIE HEEHEGE T 7 B F EE DAL S Bl bA R 12 fm B
HUAE A - R etk B B NGB » DI SR %
IR AL (Kittay, 1999; Tong, 2002) ? #ESE1 » LI_EAYR
RE L (F R R EEHE AR 7 SE R PRI RTRE » PLER 53 s LAY i g e[

opportunities to those providing care, so that all will be adequately attended in
relations that are sustaining.” (Kittay, 1999: 113)
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% (L) KA - (2) RGEEBIEMGEE © (3) MRIEALH]
B ER  (4) IKGEHLHIRnt S (E{E A -

(—) BREERYEIERIE

Kittay FKSERATRIE A AN I S® > Fineman (1995) f&iHi
RF#5ERI4% (mother/child dependency relation) A& & fHA[REAYS
FERHERAYEL O BRAL - H R PRI A R EHER - AEAMS T
HIEW - FEIRZ HRRESGERAKEY » MBEE TR - B
B A - HE A ARE A ~ 2~ 9 ~ BIREET - HREEIRE
B R B AR S AT RER R EA R (B ~ BE - R
E) o B AAFEERNGEEER » i AB T KRR,
B OEREE O - the] DUBSREEIRIEE SR - AAEZ
W > A G PER o SEARIE S — IRy PR A o3 R BB Ry 2 AR T
E ~ SURE 2 BHE5E) ~ BURHEAZEb ~ SRR B E R T
TE > (HEit S E AT RERN G B LBORE ER R - RIBIERAEAA
JEARIZETE » ES M RERL BN B R » TRt e Rl (B A
THYEFESSEIAL o o BLEOS B E T AR H AT e ik
FEEAASZ T » ANSRMEGEER - BUBEIGR - 3 KRRFEEN S
ZAGE AT E A FMKSERTRE [RIBGIHIREE » 20 AR R iR H
TR - B HIERE Aristotle FIBTE A BHIEE » L ATEWHIA
(ARATEE (Okin, 1979: 73-96; Kittay, 1999: 45) - 11

11 “A person who would do dependency work and would suffer diminished autonomy
we described was viewed by Aristotle as slave or woman. Only the free male was
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AR ARGEREFIERERER T RIS L & E 2 - BB —
R EREIIEE R RIS o 38 Le TR AYARIR AR EROETE ~ BaG
HEmHRE GEE - Bus) ERenyfHEe R S B 7 ryE R
EEREE S - R IR A G MEFARTE LIF - RRIEAERNE
#E (Maclntyre, 1999: 2-9; Kittay, 2002; 242; Gottlieb, 2002; 226) 2 -
Kittay FIUR 2 ZMERGE TAEE AR E @ S REE TIEEthEEE -
IRIFLEARZ 20 (B SR EE TAF » B fEA I 2T (ARG ELEFEE]
#1) Al HAMESEREE LIEEE (BEES M) KFtE - EE
MEPE 22 o TR S R (e RS R R e PR RS iy FI e —— —{
B F AR ER L CEERIRR - FIREFIE—R A A AT TR
MEELFIEHYA - BTSSR Sz fR O3 ERyH - K E CRYEEAE
W25 o 0% T AR (de Beauvoir, 1952) » EiA
BUEEREFFEATERELE T - 2EBLEREVER RN (Gilligan,
1980) - ‘& Kittay (1999) F1 Gottlieb (2002) LA B3 B A
EPUAHE R RIS - MGG E 58S Lo B AR Y (5 B E A
AR IERSE LV ERY) S s b K e i Bl HE & AR 05

thought morally capable of controlling the resources in the family economy and only
was granted the possibility of being afully realized moral agent.” (Kittay, 1999: 45)

12 4ot E & AAES TR B Mk (situated knowledge) » #38 % Kittay % {E
BeTEAMANERETHG—RL > EE TIRG MR, AR Ed -
Kittay B o8] T #PT R0y 7 kT @A TEEA T ¢ “As Gottlibe
has suggested, because neither the disabled nor those who care for disabled persons
are well situated to do theory, in general, the issues that deeply motivated the
concerns of the book are rarely heard in philosophy. Philosophy favors the objective
stance, not the personal. By injecting my own singular voice | wanted to reintroduce
perspective into an otherwise abstract and universalistic form of theory.” (Kittay,
2002: 242)
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RERIE - KA IR FRIE 2 RV ES (Kittay, 1999: 94) »
FRIEARSIARE ~ BEIRETEAIRE -

(Z) KEEVERER : FIRMHE

IR GE B (R AV TR W] LA 7 “./Tféf?J]ﬁfAfEEl’th#i (Kittay,
1999: 101) - FEEHMKTE LIFHMERL HARILIEZ IS ~ FIfELEY]
(Kittay, 1999: 52) - éfvﬂﬂ’ﬂﬁ”éﬁ%m$@uQEE@%H%%BHE%W%H
HHGEE YK (Kittay, 1999: 52) - Fi HIIRREE 2 LUKFEE 7K
ARIEEHFE K (Kittay, 1999: 157) « AR LM ELBHE M BEA iz
#% - Kittay F1 Fineman 38 Ry IS Jas R SR AR AR - AN JIFE R #E
Sz # (protecting the vulnerable) » TEIRERY 2575 B BR 1S (i BRI 25
& B MR ETEE R - MR -

- KGR R BRI MBI 2 B 2 G A - 55—k
HETERfEH Kittay A1 Goodin $5H H BERE#Y (voluntary model ) 15
XGEEIIN AR - §iE SRR RE S 2 G EENRIRES - 1A
e BB N A ETEIEE M - BB RFHKSE LIEE R
EIRIRFEG 2P ANE HIEINEE C B RE - 18 @0 S IS HL ARG
fYER S Judith J. Thomson (1971) BLfFERGHYGMRE @ B SCHYBEEREL
ORIEARIE H RS - T BRI A A B SR A R4 - SR A
fth A K SRRk 2575 (“Surely we do not have any such *special
responsibility’ for a person unless we have assumed it, explicitly or
implicitly.” ) (Thomson, 1971) - #R#% R - Thomson YZam{E5H
FEIEH B IEIL T - iAo B R IR AR B FE N IE AT TED - A
B > G52 GEEARGRTHEENGE R IR B B A TP B ry 2L
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RIER b E - BB RYE DL AMELETE E RS DL R = 5&1 FHH
Z38M9FEKR (Callahan, 1986; Goodin, 1999; Kittay, 1999) °
FHILATEE, » AMSRAESERERIBRIRACE - B2 G B R AR T E (R 1 B
FEB T LU R 2 R A LN E SR E - K2 AR - Ak
OB (R MR SR FI SRR B S VRS R i P AR
BRI E F AN B EEAE SR - FEAY  E Aristotle F5y
2 NRDRy R AR B SR BERE T T ke L ) B2 1 - R R A
SEEEMERF > RSENVETERIEAUR THRIVAIES © IE 2R Ry miE i
T USRI H A ERE T - (RER R E S 2 G EE R
& EYEERIARBERTR K o RGERRIIE MBI © BB AIRER
A B IR R E L B BT o (R E R e N e B
BRSSO LB AN p R B P A AR SR W]
JERZ AR AR R (AT AR BT M e S C E R p A B R
(SRR EEHE R M B N E OB R Kittay $5
FE 2 M B B A D R AR B T St -

13 Callahan #HEfREEERERER ZZEEELY - TRELHB L AAH%KE
# - “Responsiveness and response-ability to things unchosen are also instances of
the highest human moral capacity. Morality is not confined to contracted agreements
of isolated individuals. Yes, oneis obligated by explicit contracts freely initiated, but
human beings are also obligated by implicit compacts and involuntary relationships
in which persons simply find themselves. To be embedded in a family, a
neighborhood, a social system, brings moral obligations which were never entered
into with informed consent. ” ( Callahan, 1986: 179)
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=) KERTEES - MIERIIRHmIE

FRer LA EETE - #ER Kittay [T BREMREL L —A LAY EHE -
MR - H2 DURSERRBIZNZ Bt 2 REF
(Nussbaum, 2002: 197; Kittay, 2002: 238) » {KFEHRL IR g2t T+
FHEH (Kittay, 1999: Preface xi ) - IR BRIt € - KFE LIERA L
FZe s R ETE R B HE R SE LIRAY AR B BOG AR - IR
Fr KI5 B IR T R B 0 8 FE B S R FE G 8 AT E TRy
B~ BEEEE =R - A0SR S B E RS DA M Ry AR
SELEE - AR EA AR H BEZ H R N RER R 2 A > B
e RN K Ry — B R A KSER Rt & iR s - 2 AR
VLR BRERIR DO T - — 5 LAl » WA IERARSER it & iR
22 NHIE L VERERT TS AR IEAES U (de Beauvoir, 1952: Chapter
xxv) o BB 2N & 73 PR R ELETEARRET T —H 08t - EF
T A ER AR B AT S AR B e R - A PR
HIE T ~ S B R S B - PEEEE 1A Ry frTystde - B2 1
ERREGEEN RIS R - R é’FEL?EEI’J SRR o R
HiuEl A A BT ~ AU R R K  ERRBIN 2 ETE
B A A REFIIGEIN -

EZERE O S EEEmREITEN ? Tong (2002) FRERERE
MR © A0S By R B 5 R DA B T 2R EE L
TEE - HRPER IR B S D EDE Ay o LA - et i et
SCIRFRME » ORI IR ERGE T - BIEEE R B RS
TAE (Tong, 2002: 211) « FIKREE TAEAHUAZC R TAE » BERERR%
TAF—MALEREMERNE - (HR AR A H EE AR L LIEEE S
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PESRGERIETAE - R 2 B A m e - EEEER - &L
TEARIR SIS ~ (T S A0 T - B RT3 T
HEURE A - JIRPEE (2 SRR A 2 PRSI 55— (RS b A vk - 3
2 MR BT BT -

LA - BfEFR Nussbaum (2002) FEHHES: Kittay AUMRTERLFIERGS -
PRy H B R IE R E AL PRI IEE A - DEREHB TR
HIEEAKEIH (Nussbaum, 1999: 56-57) « A] 5 > Nusshaum 2R &GRS IE
FEHHERA REE SR - A A EE A 5E
R ERE - RESET > NEHMANTE (Nussbaum,
1999: 62) ° {H Nusshaum PEFREERMFEH - TRFHHSERITRIVIE FERIER
B FEHEALREEA DA IR Rt > S A E
SEfE—F 1 o Nussbaum 0k A RIZHILA > RESER - &
HEASWEEEZRZ ORI E K R (A08Y) - fFE - B8
HITEEEE ~ 5~ BUERIRES) - AREB&A A vTREA] DUERTY B e C
BN LA (Nussbaum, 2000: 77-80) ©

D2 S R am ) YL AN SR A M B AR B A — 7 B
B e LRI M — e EIR T - BB EEE
NHIRIE - ST MR 52 GFERFEE BN NHIERE - Bl
SRS AT BRSO N I0EE B B RYIRRAESS - B AasR RS %
FRAIEEHBEBIUT  HREE 5 2 G FEH TR K o DL Rt R

14 “If women are understood to be, first and foremost, members of families, or
members of religious traditions, or even members of ethnic groups—rather than, first
and foremost, as human centers of choice and freedom — is this likely to be in any
way better for women than is the ‘abstract individualism’ of liberalism?”
('Nussbaum, 1999: 70)
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fin i 2BV 2 B B A B IE M B ST o 2 G A R IR m -
AFE ? WE—TERHE AR A REE R 2

Nussbaum -5k H H = FFTRERn LML H 5 R B2 B R 22
BRfRGEEVI B HER RS B B OK » R E S b B S A L] -
TR 2 HAR R B R 2O M SR LT P e 2RI - B R
FEHVEE A S PG T8RS AR IS ARG SR - B B E 2Ry R 1 8
(universalism) » 3401 () AZHT - HEEHR - JBEArait g
YRR B R ERARTE K - MRS LENE (Nussbaum, 1999) « fEE 2%
TCEFR ~ FOAREFRE AR T 2nymllii- > Nussbaum s B 7
B TEFEAY5 IR - MR 2 A5 — I M E Ry E G - e s
% JC AR ZR S AR B HE S A Rl S b e Ty e B
H o FiUE 2ot B R R E S SR AR - gl At
FER PR E E AR LT - Ky B R T BT R AR S LR
MEIRE > Nussbaum HUEmEFEIL 7201 X RAETEL S 2 © Fra s
EBRES T - A EEERE TH - A EESHER (Okin,
1999; Nussbaum, 2000) °

WREE R PRANAT AN B v AL RS R B L M RE 2 S s H B T
3K 2 ARE Kittay IRFEAIRRIEMERTYS - AP b HrI R 2 a2
e AFEMRTER AR FRRBE T 38 - PTLURREELREAHEHE] H35E9% (Kittay,
1999: 29) - FiF5 - ARSERVRAIE M EE v LUSE A Atk 25 T E A PRAVE A
H EERBDETERE - AR - = KSENRIIE B A MEE
OB TETT R T IEEHERAVEERR - JRE ¢ IR E R ERIK
SELAF » ErEEpETE AR E R - AR B 1B AR A0
BRI E s EE T RIS AR E TS HE - T2 Ryt T 2B
AT e B - 15 DAL ME B R BRI R IS B - fkdt ]
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FEBR AR S8 7 B8 5T R MR 8 PER I 2SR IR B DR 1%
HTBTESTENE: - PRI - IRSERL AR it & AN A TR
FFLCME - — RIS SR REEEK S HDGEH
HZHT R B PRGN « Ry TG ik @& R A DUSRRE Y 18 T e B AT B 2
TR E R, - TR P E A TS BRI EEE T, > 3
AR RS (Kittay, 2002: 246) = 19

ELL_ERIFERIER S b o Kittay AOMRSERR(RFIRR IS MR n] DU
TR R R S Y T B B A RS R 5 AR EERR (R Ay fierk it
RSEEr > 1O RIS AR DA T R ~ il » BRI DU A
Bl (the subjection of women) Ky &7 » e ZEHG 2 PRI K 86
HRAE B AR B PR - IR B R B R IR TR
HECEERBANHE - (B2 B ERGERRIIEE St Eak T rarE
HFEEER - CHEH P E MR LB ERSHE R - 05t
& HEIRBE SRR A IMEREL SR S 8% - SIS
HYRREEEANY o Kittay FTEL5@iARY S RGERI RIS =/ » HIEMKSE
FATRPRYAE RS ~ EEARER - B H RS o
] - GEIRBAIES  TRERE IR IR M S A R iy N2 25 -

15 “Dignifying dependency work as something for which we need education, starting in
the earliest grades for boys and girls, training that continues into post secondary
school, and ultimately certification for those who do dependency work professionally
will go along way toward degendering thislabor.” (Kittay, 2002: 246 )

16 “But no feminist movement would, could, or should urge women to neglect the
needs of their dependent children, or those of their disabled, ill, or ailing family
members and friends.” (Kittay, 2002: 238 )
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(00) KEHHNASEESSE

DA EARGERE RS » it & A KBRS TR T 2l A
H BB A Rl fEr B G - B it & e nE AR E
oo LA - ANSRAKSERAR N S RL U A RERTE - H ik SERR
TR AN ZEIR R IR DL Roger S. Gottlieb (2002) HUBIIMNS °
(RIS HERE L 2% B PR REAY 22 5 - BB RS - TN
o PR AR SR BRSNS T B AR BT SR (E A -
BESI LUK SERIIE by E b UMEE (Gottlieb, 2002: 232) « 17 A - AI1E
EBUREE AR ~ BRSBTS RE IR GER AR RIRE SR
BB FUEMRE S A (B SRS ) sl - [N IREERIR
HEANEIER T R S FER KRR > o sk LE 2 ~ A B
T T TR T DURSE ~ ATRBATRELLLITE KRy LRI A RS A B
EYEE A EERE T (Gottlieb, 2002: 233) » [AIRFHE ERE(ELA
HPCRTH b R TEMREE - NS EBRIEAIER NI
o EEEE DB AT SRR - SRB R T A
e ) At FERBEER (PEEZF > 2003) -

R - 1A TR IESS » B B MM R 2 R TP A2

17 “If my workload is to be adjusted, then to compensate for my limited participation
others will have to take up the slack. The department, and the university, might have
to state (and mean) that equitable caring for my disabled daughter is one of their
central goods, and that satisfied students, lots of publications, and top rankings in
U.S. News and World Report do not always outweigh what Eva Kittay calls the
‘nested dependencies’ presented by Esther, myself, and the surrounding community.
Ingtitutional and personal ‘success’ would have to be redefined.” ( Gottlieb 2002,
232)
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HIEEINC B (BBFEHS » superrogation) © ¥4 B RRAEN 2L G EE 1
7 HENAZ WEEITAYERSYE - BREREFSHIERT
(HEREZF - 2003) o Ryft it & Ry A R HL R & HERREERE 4R
NI ? BRI ZRE (R - Ay EA S AR L T BRI
EPABCERE - WA TE IR B R GERE T DR ER A A B2
JEYRLE R K - G S AL E TR B M it Sy e Rt
WIS T e B ERY o [FIE o ik & MRk R B 1S 2 e 40 (9 S B
o HBHHRESETE - (RESZ G FEKEGES -

O A

ZREH  BAILEERFYEEL AARTRBYEHL - §EEKN
L EREWA  RABM P EREYLANEHI - 22K
MRS Aot £ R Jo3lah » oM RS SRR ARG RERE
S EH (RACTHEMBACTH LN HLERTE)
(2000) 47 24k35) (% 338 » B 4-24) Ho (LM ER TR AE
TEM) (AXZALGAHERF) (BrAF i) o B AT9F 52 & w42 W
IR AT Ak € i 4 e A B3R o
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A& (2003) (TREEER  CHAEERTREFETE) (AHHEHR
Z7]) > 51 : 95-142 -

W (2001) (A0 AR 09 B IR A0 22 S R4k 0y 1 4R EE ) 0 & #4545 4 2001 <
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Dependency and Equality: On Kittay’s Love’s Labor
Shiu-Ching WU Department of Philosophy
National Chung Cheng Univiersity

The publication of Eva Feder Kittay's Love's Labor in 1999 was a
significant event in the development of care ethics (CE). The moral
insights stemming from Kittay’s theorizing based on her own experience of
caring for her severely retarded 30-years-old daughter, Sesha, are not only
emotionally touching, but also morally inspiring.

The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we analyze the theories that
have contributed to the emergence of Kittay’s dependency critique,
including Martha Fineman’s (1995) model of mother/child dependency
relation which illustrates what possible models of attitudes become formed
among family members; Robert E. Goodin’'s (1985) vulnerability model
which we apply in our discussion of the theory’s moral foundations;
Amartya Sen’s (1992) capability approach which assesses the level of
fairness in alocation of care; and finally Martha C. Nussbaum'’s (1999)
seminal work Sex and social justice.

Second, we examine the implications of the dependency critique, such
as the impact of care’s de-gendering, the moral grounds of CE, and
feminist scholars’ critical assessments of the dependency-oriented care.
This study pays a specia attention to the contrast between Nussbaum'’s
concept of universalistic independence and Kittay’s notion of connection-
based equality, and suggests in what ways, according to the dependency
critique, socia values should be adjusted.
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Finally, we conclude that CE, as a general moral theory, finds its
moral grounds in the principle of vulnerability. Given the fact that
dependency relations are inevitable human conditions, namely, that we all
need to be cared for when sick or old, and that we must respond to the
needs of others when they require our care, care should be viewed as an
inseparable component of everyone's conception of moral goodness. Thus,
care becomes the primary condition in the pursuit of one’s happiness; and a
just society should provide care to any one of its membersin need.

Last but not least, Kittay’'s dependency critique which strongly
criticizes all legal, moral, and socia values attached to the superiority of
independence and individual’s autonomy, should relieve the negative
effects of the persona conflict that many care-providers, who often tend to
put their (economic) independence at a great risk, tend to face when

choosing care for others over their own independence.

Keywords: dependency critique, vulnerability model, care ethics,

capability approach





