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the moral validity of immediate, emotion-laden response: o particular others while avoiding
subjective relavis; 2nd Gding s of simltansousy acknowledging and riicizig the
claims of convenional morality—known colloquilly 2 ving withconradictions. They are
explrin these approaches nth conest o dveloping feminst perspaciveson many of e
most presing moral ssues ofou tme.
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Feminist Ethics
ALISON M. JAGGAR

‘et spprosche o atics, ofen Knowa collctvely s it i, s disinguihed
by an expicc commitment 1 comactag male biases they perceive n wadiiona i,
bises that msy b manifet i sionalisstion o women's sbordinsion, o in disregad o,
or @isparagement of, women's moral experence. Femiis ehics, b conas,begins fom
e convicions tt the sabordinstion of womes s moraly wiosg ud st the morsl
esparience of women is 55 worhy of espect s tht f men. The pracical golsof feminist
tic, then, are the following: s, 0 ariculat moral crioiues of acionsand pracices that
perpetate somen'ssubodinaion; second, o prescribe morally usiBable ways of resising
such acions and pracices; and, i, 1o envsion moraly desiable alematives it il
promote women's emsncipsion. The mets-stical gos of fominit stics & 1o develop
orasical undersandings of the natre of moraiy ha wea women's morl experience

Just 55 fminie sthics may be idenuiSed by s exphicc commisment o challenging
percived malebis in etic, 50 approache that do ot xpres 5ch 2 commitment may be
charsceizad 2 nonfeminst. Nonfeminist pproaches fo ehics e ot necesarly -
feminist o male bissd; ey my ormay ot e 0.

‘THE DEVELOPMENT OF CONTEMPORARY FEMINIST ETHICS

“The Bistory of westrn phlesophy icludes  mumber f fsolated bt indispusble nstances
of morsl opposiion 1o women’s swbordinstion, Nowsworsy examplss are Mary
Welsonecratfs (1756-1707) 4 Pradicaion of he Righs of Woma (1762), Jobm Suart
s (1906-1873) The Subjection of Women (1369, Frederick Engels (1820-1895) e
Origin of e Fami, Privce Propers e ths S (1582), and Simone d Beauvoir's
(1908-1556) T Second Sex 1949).

In he Lt 10605, however, 2 par of 3 goneral reswgence of fminist activism, 2
‘precadanted exploion of feminitshical debte occure, st asong the genrsl i,
So0m in scademic discourse. Actons and pracices whoe gendered dimensions hitheto
either had been unnoiced o unchallenged nov became foci f public and phlosophial
arntion, 2 feminists subjected hem o utspoken meral criique, developed sometmes
dramatic sustegis fo opposing them, and proposed alemativs tht Bonfeminists often
percived as dangerously radical. First grassrots nd soon scademic fominist parpecives
were ariculated on topics sach s aborion, equalty of oppartuny, domestc lsbr,
porsyalsof women i the mecia, and a variey of ises conceming sexulit, sich 55 ripe
a0 compulsory hterosemality. A e ltr, ominits dislayed inceasing ethical concern
about ponograpy, reproducie echnslo, so-<alled emogate moherhood, miliarisn, the
exvionnent s the siteason o wossen i developing o

‘Desptsthe long histry of feminist ehcal dsbte, he tem “feminst aics” el &4
ot com iato genral use wnl e Iate 19705 o ealy 19503, At tis time, 2 mumber of
femnists began, expessing doubis sbout the possblity of Fuilly adiresing so-caled
women’ isses i tems o the Conceptal pparats supplied by radiional ticl hery.
For instanc, 3 rights ramenvrk was allsged by some fo disort discussios of shorion
msofar a it consructed pregaancy and motherhood a5 adversara sivaions. Other femiists
Charged hat coruin sssumprions widdly accepted by vadivnal ebical theory were
compatle it what w2 now beganing 10 be caimed 252 disiactivaly feminine moral
experince or sensbily. Conmact theor, for fastance, was criiczed for postlang &
conception of uman idividuals 2 e, equal, ndependent and ey disimterested, =
concepton clamed by some t be contrary o the morl experince of most women, Even
e reqirement of impartalicy, usaly aken 2 2 dfining fesur of morali became the
biect of femnit cricism issofr 2 it s allegad o generate prescripions comter 1o
many women's moral imions. Some femnistsbegan fo speculte that wadidional eics
was more deepy male-biased nd needed more fandament] rehinking han they had
F—

Such speculatons were felled by the much publicized work of developmental
piychologist Carol illigan, whose 1982 book, I @ Dierns oice: Pychological Tieory
ond Fomen Deveiopmers, s to damonstts expiialy tht th morsl developmest
of women was significanty different om that of men Claming (it females tend 0 foar
separsion or sbandonment while males, by convas, tnd to perceive clossnes 35
dsngerows, Gilligmn repored that gils and women ofin constve mora dlemmas 35
Conflics of esponsbiliisrahe than o ights 2ndseck 10 rsele those dlemms n ways
ht wll repai and sengthan webs of relationship Furhermore, Gilliga described fomales
a5 supposediy Jess kel than males to make o Jusafy moral dcisons by he applicaion of
abszact moralrles; imstead, sh claimed il and women wre o kel fo 36t on theie.
feslings o ove and compasion fo paricular indicidusls. Gllgan conchded that whereas
men typiclly adiereto & morality o ustice, whose privary alues ae s and equaliy,
women often adere to 8 morality ofcare, whose primary value areiclusion nd protecion
o harm. For s resson stucies of morl development based exchsively o8 8 moraliy of
st do sotprovide s sppropriste sandsnd fo messring fesale mors developmsent ssd
‘may be said o be male-biased.
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FEMINIST CRITICISMS OF WESTERN ETHICS

Since mest fominst ahics s done i westr contex, i 5 westem ahics, pariculaty
ough nox exclusivl) the European Enlightsnment wadtion, tat i the most fequent
e of femini crisque. The femmit challesges to this waditon may be gupad
Comvenentlyundar fve mai besdings.

ack o concem for womens: uare. Mamy of the majo theoriss, sach s Aristotle
(84322 be) and Roussemn (1712-1778), we accusd of havng given insuficient
considestion to women's iteress, 3 lack of concem expresed theorstically by x|
prescibing for women lleedly fominie virmes such 25 obediece, slence, 4
tiness. Somne feminist hargs tat many comtemporssy ethicl discusions comtie the
tendency o egard womsen ss msmastl o e domiated oS, S s the Sy
or the sae; i dabates on bortion, for instance, the progaan soman may be porzayed 25
il e than s comier or emioment for the s, while dsbats o8 seproducive
achology ae aleged 1 assume rquenty hat ffere s 8 problem oaly fo htarosesual
mamied women, i, women defined n relationship to men.

Negietaf womans isues.” ssue of specil concem to women ares3id f have been.
ignored by moder moral hilesophers, ko ha tended o poruay the domesti e 2 .
arens ous the ooy and beyond Justic, private in the sens of being beyond the
scope of lsgtimme poltcal segultion. Even phlosophes hke Arstole or Hogsl
(17701851, who give some eical imporance o he domestc s, have tended 1o
porsy the home 15 2n srea i which the most fuly human excellences are ncapable of
being relzed. Femiist hilosophersbegan sy t0 criicized ths concepual bifrcation o
Social ife Ty poited out that te Bome was prscieely tht zeal to which women,
bistorically had e coufined, snd tht it had bacome symbolically ssocisted wih the
Seminine, despite thefuct B of Bouseholds wrs parsdigmatcally mal. They srzuad
thst the philozophical devalustion of the domestic realm made it impossible to raise
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questions sbout the justice of the domestic division of labor, because it obscured the far-
reaching social significance and creatty of somen's work i the bome, and concedled,
ven legitimatd, the domestc buseof somen and il
Denialof women's moral agenc. Wommen's mors agency s 384 10 have ofen been
dnied, no simpy by exchuing women fom moral debte o ignoring et conbutions,
bt hrough pilosophica clams  the efect that omen lack moral resson. Such claims
‘ere made orginaly by Aristode, but hey have been daborsed and reied by modem.
it sch s Roussea, Kant (1724-1809), Hogel and Frend (1856-1930).
Depreciaion of “fomrine " vasaz. Wester morsl sy s 55 o smbody vauss that
are “masculine” msofar 2 they are assocaed, empiically,normaiely, or symbolclly,
it . For instanc, weserm tic s allged o pree he supposedly masculine o mle-
ssociaed ales of independence, auomomy, fmellect, Wi, warines, Meracy,
dominaton, cltre, wanscendence, product, asceticism, war ad death over e supposedy
fominine o female assocsed vaues o itardapendence, community, connection, sharing,
emorion, bods; us, sbsence of irachy,natur, mmanence,process oy, peace snd e
Clims ik s ar common i both popalar ad academic it sicigs o oics.
Devduaton of vomas moral experince. Fimall, prevang westem
concepualizatons of the nanre of moraliy, moral problems, and moral ressoning e also
Charead with being masculin nsofr 5 the o S5 as0citd i e, 5 ssGcion it
sgsi may b empiricl, ymbol o somative, For e, finies Bave sccused mode
maral theoy of beng excesivaly preoccupied il rls, obsessed i imparcality and
exclusively focused on discrts deeds. Tn adicion, eministshave charged modera moral
theory e taking the couvact 5 the paradigmaic moral relsion 2nd consing maral
ssonaly %0 mamowy s to excude smions of ssessment, sometmes calléd maral
eouoions. All thase characeisics have been ssened o be masculin in some sewse. A
fominine approach o eics, by conras, has been supposed o avoid assuming et
Sndviduss oninanly e e, equal nd independsnt to take more accomt of
specficitis of paricula contexs; 2nd o be more ksl o rselve moral dilemmas by
relvingon emptic eling atertan b appealing torules.
ot al it endors sl ofth sbove chusas of crifiimi—ad ven whare ey
sere it the genrs temes, ey sy el dissgees ove s spplicsbily it e of
specfic philosophers or dsates. Desptssuch diffrnces of relaive detal, et tend
seneal t sere on the St tree chistssof iy, Whoss Comeion s 50t Gy
scaimale in priacile wiki the frmenork of alightenment mora theory bt evn 1 be
required by tha Samercork. Howeever, here is sharp fennist diagreement on he 1ast o
Clustrs of cidcisms, espeially te 588, which cbviowly conains cloar paralls with 3
mumber of nonfemiis cricims of Ealihtenment eics made by proponents of or
‘xample situation etics, virte tics, commultarianim and postmoderism.

COMMON MISCONSTRUALS OF FEMINIST ETHICS

‘Feminist ehic has someimesbeen consrad, both by some of s roponents and some of
s i, 25 2 simple aversion of the crocims lised sbove. Tn oder words, i has
comaimes been idemiied withone o e of e following: ing women' eres st
focusing excusivel on so-called somen'sssus; scceping women (o fmiios) s moral
xperts or aubritis substinring “Temale” (o fominne)fo “male” (o masculine) valus;
or expelatng direcly fom women's monal experience. These charactrisations of
fominist ethics are sufficenty pervasive tht it s orh notiag just why they camaot b

1. Puting women's mrests it occasonally has bee recommendad 2  way of
schiving 3 “woman-contred” eics hat Tamscends e covert bis of 2 supposed
omsni srouded i fact on male nomss, Whateer migh be ssd fo or sgsinat s
recommendstion, howerer, it cannot be defiitve of fomins ahics. This is becawse e
forml, 2 it stands, rises more questionsthan &t ansers nsofar 35 i falls 1 specify not
oaly sich women's iterests sould b prefred over which men's (o calden’) and i
what circunstances, butlso what should be done bout OBt of trest bervesn somen.
54 sven Bon strets Shod b idemiied st all. Mostcviosl, feminstshics canaot b
deniied with “pucing omen' iteests " smply because many fominsts would refise
0 accep ad,indeed, b morlly oragad by ha they would prceive 2 blatantparliy
snd mmorsty.

2 Feminist eticscoraily s concermed 1 addess s ofspecial concern 1o women,
et Bave been neglectad b moders moral theery,but ¢ can b idncified it an
xclusivefocus on such sses. This i pardy becauss noafeminists 3 wel s fennists e
sddresed these isues—snd, idsed, a1 doing 50 ncresingly 3 fminim grows svonger
04 more ariculte T also becanse fomiiom reecs e nosion that moral sses can be
v clely o thos that s s those tht s o f specie cncem o women. On e
‘onehand since me's and women' lves aeinexricably itrevine, threar o “women's
st arenot also men's s h avalbilisy o oheris of cid care and sborin,
for instance, s significant consequences for th Ives of men 25 el 5 women. On the
other hand, since men and women ypically are ot what Iawyers call “smilary situted”
relaiv 0 ach e, it i dificlt o think o any moral or public policy (“human’) sue i
which women do not have a special interest.For instance, such “human” issues 25 war, peace
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disproportionately women (and children), because women are primarily those in need of the.
socal sevics neglctd to fund mlry pending, and becase women beneftrlavely
itk from miliaris nd e wespons industies. For thse ressons, i would be 2 mistaks o
ety feminit ics with stenion to some explicdy gandred subst of sthical s
On the contrary, ratherthan beng lmed o resticed ehical domai, fominit i has
enlrged e rations concerns ofatics, bt trongh entfying previowsly mrecognized
eticl ssues and by inroducing fsh parspecives on isses abesdy acknowledged a5
aving ancical dimension.

3. Femins eticscenaily i beng develped by feminsts, mostof whom are women,
ot s doss ot impl; f couse, hat any omen,or even fominists, therfor should be
regarded 25 moral experswhose moral ahoiy i beyond quesion Not caly ar here deep
sagrsements among wornen and even among feminists such that € would be Gl 1o
know whom to selct 55 1 exper but many painful example of th falre of insight or
priciple on the pae of et Isadsrs sl demonststs aly 1 Clstly that 50 womes,
even femiists,ae morally mfalible

2. There are alo serions diffculies with inking of fonist ehics 2 he ubstinion
of fusle o fminine or sl o mascaline values. Thase ificlis inclade problas wits
estabshin tha vl e male o Sl i the s of bing senealy eld by man
or women, when boh women'sand s vals vary 5 much, bt i cultres 25wl
25 acros them. Similar problems confont anmpts o esablish hat o salues are
‘mascaline or femnin i th sese of being consideredsocally approprits for diidual of
one genteror the ober Again, norms of masculinity and feminniy vy no ony between
Soceie bt even Wik thsame socety along sch axes s classand thnicy:some socal
eroups, for fnstance, value physical sl soength o sl prowess in women; ohers
alue physicl iy, weakness of incompetence. But even if ceais values could be
nied i some sense s maleor fenle, masculine o eminine, h conchusive bjecion
0 denifing feminit eics with he slsbraton of eule or feminne values s that the
femntne 15 not necessarly the fominit. Tndeed, snce the fominne ypicaly has been
consiucted i circumstances of male dominaton i is Hkey o be quie pposed o the
feminist. Persona charm, for example, may be alued no oy  women b ls 2y ham;
even i chamn wes, i thse smses,  feminin valo, Boweves, & would s st st 52
ity t undermine it goals 5t promore them.

5. Similar problms appy o defining fominst eics 5 the systemasi exeapolaion of
wman's moral expesiesce, exchsive of mex’s. While 50 spproach o morly can be
adaquate i it gnores t mors expeiesc of wormen, it seens ot kel it women
senenlly are simlar snough to each ober and diffret enough fom men hat 2 sngle
distacively omle o feminine spprosch o eics can be denifed. Atempes o esablh
such 2 ienificaton fequently comeic e fllcy of generalising sbot he xperince of
all o most somen fom the moral experience of som womses s seams f have b ne
o at st n Giliga's ealier work. Agen, even if 8 distncively feminine pproach 1o
‘ol could b idenied, perhaps i fems of symbolc o nomnative comsactions Wil
rmen ther tsn smpricel anes, hre 50 58203t oS s 5 8 approsch wosld
be fominit. Tndeed, given the fominist commioment o 3 crital rehinking of culural
consiucionsof btk masculintyand fominiiy, hre i 2004 prina o o250 0 uppose
PRS——

MINIMUM CONDITIONS OF ADEQUACY FOR FEMINIST ETHICS

Even thongh it eic i o broader and more open han it sppears i he forgoing
misconsruals, i goals are suficienty specifi, especially when taken i conjmcion with
it crticsms o aaditona eics, 2 o generate corsa minimum conditionsof adequacy or
any approach o eic that parports o be feminist.

L First of all, feminst ethics can neve begin by assuming st women and men are
similaty sitated—aiough i may discover that s is he case fn cora respecs i
specfc contets. T addiion o nly doe fmiist fic nee constant viglance o detct
suble a5 el as bltant manifestations o gendar prvileg, i st alo b senste t the
vy i hich gdred soma e et fo et groups of womes—or i which the
same norms,such a5  cltral preference fr slmness o blondnes, afece ifrent groups
of women @ffrenty. Ultimacely fominism's concen fo all omen means hat fominist
etics must address ot only “domestic” sus of rcism or Bomophobia o clas privlge
bt also such iermtonal eues 3 envionmental dasmuctin, war, snd seces 1 workd

2. T onder to offr uides to action hat il (e 10 subvert radhr han reinfrce he
presen sysemasic subordnation of romen, feminst approschs o ehics must wdertand
ndividul acions i the context of boader scil practices, evahuting the symbolic 24
camlsiv mplicsions of scion s well s sl Gbserable consaquences. They
must e quipped 10 recogaios cover 25 wll a overt manifsations of domnation, subie 15
el a blaant forms of control, and they must develop sophisticated accounts of coercon.
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and consent. Similarly, they must provide the concepual resources for idemtifying and.
evaluting the varistes of ressance and sugele in which wommen, pariclaly, have
engaged. They must scogniz the ofen moicd ways n which o and other members
of the undrciass have rfused cooperaon and opposed dominaion, while acknowldging
he inevitabil of colsion nd the impossiby of tolly clan bands In short, feminst
approaches to ethics st be ansional and monutopian, ofen exnsions of, rather than
atermativs t, fominst polticltheor, exercises i o del rathr tha idea theory.

5. Simce most of most women's lives have been exchded Som thar domain
conceprulized 2 public 2 third requrement for femiait pproaches o eics i hat they
Shoud e sble 1o provide guidance on ssues of so-called prvate lfe: itimate rlaions,
sexualiy and chilirearing. Thus, thy mut aicalte the moral dimension of fsues hat
may not hifherto have been recogaized 25 morl Tn additon, we have seen hat fominst
sppuoaches to ehics must provide sppropriste guidance for dealing with maonal and
atemationsl ssues, swangers and foreiners. In developng e concepeual ools for
nderiking e asks, fominit ahics cannor assume hat moral conceps developed
ongialy fo application to e so-clled publc relm, concepts such 2 mparlity or
explittion, sre appropite for us in the s-calld private;, neier can i ssoume hst
Concepts sach s cae, developad i e relsionhips, will necessaly be blgfl it
Targer worid.Tnded, e whole isincion berwesn public andprvate lfe mustbe xamined
crincally by fminia eics, it 50 prior ssmpons 3 0 whethe te distincion should
[ ————

& Finally, oot ethics must ke the sl expeience ofll women seriosl, though
o, of ourse, uncrtical. Though wht is fomorist ofien will ot 0 be very difeent
from what 15 Jominie, 2 basic respect for women's meral experience i mecesary 1
Scimoriedging womsen' cpacises s morslit s to Counterin waditons SEEGTPe: of
women a5 Jss than ull moral agns, 25 e o close o e, Furhermrs, empirial
s sbout ifrences i the moral senibiy of women and men make it impossble
Sosane that sy spprosc to e will be unamimouly scceped f i el o conek the
moral experiece of women. Addiionaly it seems plausbl o suppose that women's
distncive socal experence may make Gam especally parceptive regaring e
mplicatons of domasion, especally gender domination, 24 especally wel equipped 1
detctthe male bias that fennists blive b pervaded so much of male-ubored wesern
E——

‘Most fominst, and pefhaps even many son emnist, hilosophers might well nd he
general satemens of these conditionsquite mconsoversia, bt thy will meviaby dsagree
Shaply over when the conditions have been met. Not only ey feminie diagree with
moafeminiss, but thy are kel eve 1o difr with ach oer oer, o instnce, what re
women's irests, what re manifsations of domination a8 coercion, how resitance
Should be expressed, and wich aspects of omen's mora experince are wort developing
snd i which direcions.

Those who pracice femaistehics husmay b seen ot 5 uited by  shared project
55 55 divrging widey s thei iews 35 to o ki roject may be sccomplished. Thec
divergences resilt from 3 varey of phiosophical diffeences, including difring
Conceptions f i el which, s e Bave s, (s constanty Contsted Concept.
The nevibility of such divergence means tht feminist eics cn sever be deniied i
ferms of a specific range of topics, metods or orodories. While fominit ehics is
disinguished b isexplicit commitment 1 developing approaches o ethics fhat will spect
women's moral experience and avoi ratonsizing women's subordimaton, stampEs 1
define it more precsely or substantvely tan fis are kel o diregard the richnes and
variey of feminst moral tinking nd premauel freclose the eminist morsl dsbate.

CURRENT CONCERNS IN FEMINIST ETHICS

Despite th scope and divrsy of fmiist sthics, carain curnt preoccapations may be
enified. These precccupatons are not defnieive of fomnit ehcs, but they are
Characteriic of its present sage of development.(They are alo, sometimes i Gifsest
ways, preoccupatons of much contmperary nonfeminst ehics) They include concen it
issues of universlty and pariculariy,socaliy 04 idiidualiy moral emotion and moral
raonalic. These concerns are ot independnt of ach otbr and they may b discemed
nderiying many contemporary feminst pproaches o pracical isues, such 35 squliy,
heath car, or the envronment, 5 el a5 being foc of fominit refecion on such
‘eaditiona hlosophical ssus s mora subjectvity and moral epistemolog.

Femiisr challenges to cadisional views of morsl by sre sot limied o
assertions (con Aristote, Roussea, Kant and Hege)tha women re 15 capable s men of
moral it o ationalty. Iastead, many femiaiss bave s o and extended sonfeminst
crincims of the bsic mode ofth mors sl mos chrscesie o Elghtenment morsl
hory,  mode drived fom Descartes (1596-1650) nd poruaying the el a5 disembodied,
asocal, swonomons, wified,rasonal and ssenially sl ool oter selves. This model,
of course, b been under stack for over 3 century from, among s, Marciss, Freudians,
contemporay communitarions, 5 postmodeaists. Femiistsofe share many conchsions
with ch nonfemiiat i of nlghtement e, bt hey SV st those conchsions
by ifferent routes, and often they 3dd to them the claim that the Cartesian model s male-
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