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This comparative study of Levinas, Ricoeur, and Arendt attempts to clarify the relationship between
the notion of 'Responsibility' and 'Culpability' as well as their backgrounds in each thinker. During
this academic year, we clarified how some of the core conceptions in the tradition of monotheism
affect their ways of thinking. Especially, we focused on the motifs such as (1) connections between
human free will and God's grace, (2) views on temporality in which ethical actions take place, and
(3) the plurality and the unity of humanity, and pointed out different frameworks on treating the
religious, the ethical, the political, and the social. Through the analysis, we also realized the
importance of differentiation of criminal, moral, political, and metaphysical guilt in Jaspers's
existential philosophy for Ricoeur and Arendt. In order to find out the fundamental frameworks of
Ricoeur and Arendt, and to understand Levinas's peculiarity in comparison to them, we need to
analyze the argument in Jaspers closely and use the result for continuous development of this
research.
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Responsibility and Culpability in Levinas, Ricoeur and Arendt
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This comparative study of Levinas, Ricoeur, and Arendt attempts to clarify the relationship between the notion of ‘Responsibility’
and ‘Culpability’ as well as their backgrounds in each thinker. During this academic year, we clarified how some of the core
conceptions in the tradition of monotheism affect their ways of thinking. Especially, we focused on the motifs such as (1) connections
between human free will and God’ s grace, (2) views on temporality in which ethical actions take place, and (3) the plurality and the
unity of humanity, and pointed out different frameworks on treating the religious, the ethical, the political, and the social. Through the
analysis, we also realized the importance of differentiation of criminal, moral, political, and metaphysical guilt in Jaspers’ s existential
philosophy for Ricoeur and Arendt. In order to find out the fundamental frameworks of Ricoeur and Arendt, and to understand
Levinas’ s peculiarity in comparison to them, we need to analyze the argument in Jaspers closely and use the result for continuous
development of this research.
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