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My former research concentrated on the analysis of Levinas's conception of Humanism, in which
his unique notion of subjectivity and its framework play an important role. However, Levinas's idea
of responsibility toward others has often been criticized for putting too much burden by culpability.
This comparative study of Levinas, Ricoeur, and Arendt started by the need to reconsider the
relevance of this connection between responsibility and culpability to general problems in ethics,
through a close examination of it in the context of contemporary thoughts.

During this academic year, this project proceeded mainly in two ways.

First, based on the interpretation of the original texts, | could characterize different ways of
connecting (or separating) responsibility and culpability. Levinas's position can be described as
"responsibility on the basis of culpability” as it finds responsibility toward other persons inside
culpability in the face of absolute Otherness of a transcendent God. Arendt's position can be
characterized as "sin in a narrow sense, responsibility in a broad sense" as she appreciates
responsibility in a strictly "political" sense, derived from membership of a community, different from
both religious and moral concepts of sin. Ricoeur's position represents "responsibility based on the
division of original sin and individual sin", since he regards "Pardon" of individual sin as the
possibility condition of ethical conduct, even though he underlines the grave impact of original sin
regarding the problem of evil.

Second, | considered their reinterpretations of some of the core conceptions in the tradition of
monotheism and how they apply the result to their own thoughts. For example, Levinas proposes a




notion of responsibility in interpersonal relationships between Men and God, and it has a striking
similarity with Cohen's discussion in "Religion of Reason: Out of the Sources of Judaism"(1919) on
the idea of Humanity as brotherhood in which suffering or hunger of others invokes
"Mitleid"(compassion) and thus a particular responsibility. Also, through the analysis of the biblical
hermeneutics and the action theory in Ricoeur who has backgrounds in Protestant Christianity, and
through the interpretation of the conception of "Willing" in Arendt whose academic career started
with the research on Love in Augustine, | realized the need of further investigation into (1)the
connection between human free will and God's grace, (2)the views on temporality for existence in
which ethical actions take place, and on (3)the plurality and the unity of humanity, in order to
understand why they associate responsibility and culpability in respective ways.
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Responsibility and Culpability in Levinas, Ricoeur and Arendt
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My former research concentrated on the analysis of Levinas’ s conception of Humanism, in which his unique notion of subjectivity and
its framework play an important role. However, Levinas’ s idea of responsibility toward others has often been criticized for putting too
much burden by culpability. This comparative study of Levinas, Ricoeur, and Arendt started by the need to reconsider the relevance
of this connection between responsibility and culpability to general problems in ethics, through a close examination of it in the context
of contemporary thoughts.

During this academic year, this project proceeded mainly in two ways.

First, based on the interpretation of the original texts, I could characterize different ways of connecting (or separating) responsibility
and culpability. Levinas’ s position can be described as “responsibility on the basis of culpability” as it finds responsibility toward
other persons inside culpability in the face of absolute Otherness of a transcendent God. Arendt’ s position can be characterized as
“sin in a narrow sense, responsibility in a broad sense” as she appreciates responsibility in a strictly “political” sense, derived from
membership of a community, different from both religious and moral concepts of sin. Ricoeur’ s position represents “responsibility
based on the division of original sin and individual sin”, since he regards “Pardon” of individual sin as the possibility condition of
ethical conduct, even though he underlines the grave impact of original sin regarding the problem of euvil.

Second, I considered their reinterpretations of some of the core conceptions in the tradition of monotheism and how they apply the
result to their own thoughts. For example, Levinas proposes a notion of responsibility in interpersonal relationships between Men and
God, and it has a striking similarity with Cohen’ s discussion in “Religion of Reason: Out of the Sources of Judaism”(1919) on the idea
of Humanity as brotherhood in which suffering or hunger of others invokes “Mitleid”(compassion) and thus a particular responsibility.
Also, through the analysis of the biblical hermeneutics and the action theory in Ricoeur who has backgrounds in Protestant
Christianity, and through the interpretation of the conception of “Willing” in Arendt whose academic career started with the research
on Love in Augustine, I realized the need of further investigation into (1)the connection between human free will and God’ s grace,
(2)the views on temporality for existence in which ethical actions take place, and on (3)the plurality and the unity of humanity, in
order to understand why they associate responsibility and culpability in respective ways.
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