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HUEeNTOT Ha eTMkaTta Koja 6m Guna cnocobHa ga
I‘<4'Oa BK/TyYM M/IypasiHOCTa Ha MOpasIHUTE BPEeAHOCTU
NPUCYTHN BO OgHOCUTE Mefy NyfeTo of pas/inyHM COuMOo -
KYNTYpHU TPynu e MOoCTaBeH Kako NMPOEKT BO COBPEMEHMUTE
eTuUKKM Teopuun. MpobaemoT Co KOj ce coovyBa eTUYKUOT Nprog,
MMa [Ba acrekara: Kou Ce rpaHuuuTe Ha MopasiHuTe Bpea-
HOCTMW, HWBHOTO MOTEK/IO M BaXeHe, N acnekToT Ha Mopa/HuTe
BPEAHOCTM KOU LUTO Ce jaByBaaT BO WMHTepaKLuMMTe Ha pas-
NMYHUTE MOPAJIHA CUCTEMMW.

TeopeTckuTe pasrnefdu Ha XuMHMaH 3a COBpPEMEHUTe
eTUYKN Npeaun3BuLM MPeTCTaBeHW BO OBaa KHUra, ro rnpuka-
)KyBaaT KakKo eTuyap Koj o4/ly4HO ce 3acdhaka co camoTo cpe-
AVTe Ha MopaslHUTE KOH(/IMKTM Ha AeHellHuuaBa, U Nputoa,
HajoMPEKTHO o MAEHTUMKYBA HUBHOTO NOTEKN0. TeMute LWITO
r nocTtaByBa W HU3 Kou ce obuaysBa fa faje OAroeop, ce
ofHecyBaaT Ha HalleTo pearupawe Ha MOPaJIHOTO pasnuvuje
(Diversity) npetctaBeHn Npeky oApefeHn AunemMy U npallarba,
HO M CO pas/iM4yjeTo Ha MOPa/HW Teopuu.

Kako WTO 1 caMnOT Npu3HaBa, eTUYKUOT MJypainsam
0BO3MOXYyBa MHOry nogo6ap ofrosop, CTaB KOH MOpasHOTO
pas/simuje OTKONIKY €TUYKMOT penatvMBvM3am WM eTUYKMOT an-
conytnsam. CTaHyBa jaCHO AeKa TOj U He ja Kpue 3afHuHaTa
Ha HeroBaTta no3uumja, NCKaxKyBajKu ce 3a BpcKaTta LUTO eTuu-
KMOT nfaypanu3am 6u ja uman co MynTUKYATYypanvM3moT: Ha-
LWeTO OMKpYyXyBawe e MYATUKYNTypHO, Mna crnopepg Toa, nny-
pann3mMoT e dyHAaMeHT 3a 34paB MyNTUKyNTypanusam.
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he concept of ethics able to incorporate the plural

Tity of moral values existent in the relations between

people of diverse socio-cultural groups is the project of contem-
porary ethics theories. The ethical approach faces a problem
that has two aspects: what are the boundaries of moral values,
their origin and significance, and the aspect of moral values
emerging from the interaction between various moral systems.

Hinman’s theoretical views of the contemporary ethical
challenges presented in his book portray him as an ethicist who
forces himself into the very center of contemporary moral con-
flicts, identifying their origin forthwith. The themes he presents,
whose solution he seeks, refer to our reaction to moral diversity,
typified by certain dilemmas and issues, but with the diversity of
moral theories as well.

As he himself admits, ethical pluralism allows for a much
better answer to or attitude towards moral diversity, than ethical
relativism or ethical absolutism. It is clear he is not hiding the
backgroung of his position when stating his view on the relation
ethical pluralism would have with multiculturalism: our surround-
ing is multicultural, so pluralism is fundamental for sound
multiculturalism.



identities

MynTukynTypasHocTa, XMHMaH He ja nocrasyBa camo
Kako npallare Ha MHTEPEeTHUYKU OAHOCK, TYKY Kako Meauym
BO KOj ce cpeTHyBaaT W BKpCTyBaaT OHOCUTE Ha WAEHTUTe-
TUTE Ha MOPAa/IHNOT areHT. TpaHcueAeHTa/IHNOT MopasieH cyb-
jeKT, 3a XMHMaH e uay3uja Ha MOLEPHU3MOT U He MOXe fa
npeTcTtaByBa NOjAOBHA TOYKa Ha eTUYKUTE ucnegysana. Opf
Apyra cTpaHa, eTUYKMOT penaTvBu3am o npenos3Hasa COLMO-
KYNTYPHUOT UAEHTUTET KakKo CY6jeKT Ha MOpasHUMOT >XMBOT,
HO ja MCK/lydyBa MOXHOCTA 3a WHTEPKYNTypeH MOpasieH cyg,
CO LWITO Ce cBedyBa Ha eTUYKM M3onauuoHm3am.

OCHOBHUTE MPeTNOoCTaBKM Ha eTMykaTa nosuumja Ha
XUHMaH ce feka XWBeeme BO epa Ha pasfnuuje u cnogeneH
CBeT; CBEeT BO KOj mMpobnemuTe ce rnobanHu, a mefysaBuc-
HocTa ce noronema. Ho, 1 nokpaj Toa, TOj pa3BmBa Te3a Aeka
NOEHTUTETOT € LEeHTpaUleH 3a MOP&JIHMOT areHT. ,,AprymeHToT
3a MAEHTMTETOT” ja NOTKpenyBa TakBaTta Te3a. ApryMeHToT
ja uMa cnepgHaBa CTpyKTypa:

LAPryMEHTOT 3a ngeHTuTetot”

1. Mpemwuca ,,Toa WTO eMopasiHO UCMNPaBHO 3a-
BUCW Of, MAEHTUTETOT Ha HEKOj MopasieH areHT”

2. MNpemuca ,Pogosata, eTHUYKarta, pacHara
WM Hekoja Apyra nNpunagHocT e LeHTpasiHa 3a WAeH-
TUTETOT Ha MOP&sIHMOT areHTt”

3. KoHknysuja ,,Cnopef Toa, T10a WUTO MOpasHO
ncnpasHO 3aBWCcU of MpunagHocTa Ha /IMYHOCTa Ha
HeKoja paca, eTHoc, pog...”

KoHTpoBep3HOCTa Ha 0BOj apryMeHT € roniemMa Ho He
camo BO COApXMHAaTa Ha HeropuTe NpemueH, TYKy U BO Hero-
BUTe umnavkauun. baka nocTtaBeHMOT aprymeHT, Kako ja ja
MoTKOMyBa caMaTa ujeja 3a eTukarta kako gmnocodcka guc-
LUMNAMHA Koja M TpaHcueampa rpaHuuuTe Ha MCKIYy4MBOCTA,
M ja npeTcTaByBa Kako AWCKYpPC BOBMEYeH BO MOAMTMKaTa Ha
MOKTa. MNMoBUKYBah€TO Ha (PakToT 3a pasnnyjeTo, U Ha AeTep-
MWHAHTUTE Ha MOPaSHUOT XMBOT Kako Aa He ja onpasayBa
Hawarta VMHTyuuMja 3a npupojara Ha MOpPasHOCTa.
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Hinman does not pose multiculturalism only as a matter
of interethnical relations, but as a medium where the relations of
the moral agent’s identities meet. For Hinman the transcedental
moral subject is an illusion of modernism and cannot be a start-
ing point for ethical investigation. On the other hand, ethical
relativism recognizes the socio-cultural identity as a subject of
moral life but it does not exclude the posibility of an intercultural
moral judgment, which reduces it to ethical isolationism.

The basic assumptions of Hinman'’s ethical position are
that we live in an age of diversity and a shared world; a world
where the problems are global and interdependence is becom-
ing greater and greater. Nevertheless, he develops a thesis that
the identity is central for the moral agent. The “argument for
identity” substantiates this thesis. The argument’s structure is:

“The Argument For Identuty”

1 Premise “What is moraly correct depends on
the identity of a moral agent”

2 Premise “Gender, ethnicity, race or any other
attribute is central to the identity of the moral agent”

3 Conclusion “Therefore, what is moraly cor-
rect depends on the race, ethnicity, gender, etc. of the
person”

This argument is very controversial, not only in the con-
tent of its premises but in its implications as well. Stated like this,
the argument seems to undermine the very idea of ethics as a
filosophic discipline transcedenting the limits of exclusivity, and
presents it as a discourse drawn into the policy of power. The
summoning of the fact of diversity and the determinants of moral
life do not seem to justify our intuition when it comes to the
nature of morality.
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Mo ce u3rnega geka KAy4YHMOT KOHUENT LITO Tpeba
Ja ja pasHuwa oBaa Aunema e nosajMeH of XXeHckata eTuka
Ha Carol Gilligan. KoHuenToT ,mMopasieH rnac" e noseke MeTa-
dopa Cco Koja pasnIMyHMTE MOpasHM [/1aCOBU Ce CBOJCTBEHU
Ha pasn4yHUTe KYNTYPHW WOEHTUTEeTW, TMe He Mopa ga ce
MHKOMATMOUAHW. MopanHMOT rnac e oHa LWTO ja TpaHcueampa
cenapaTHoCTa Ha MOPa/HUOT UHTepec BO MYATUKYNTYPHUOT
cBerT.

ETUYKMOT naypanusam npeTnocTaByBa OApefeHU
MPUHLUMAN KOU W NMOKPaj MOPa/IHUOT UAEHTUTET Ha MOPaHMOT
areHT ro npeTcTaByBaaT HEroBMOT MOPA/IEH rnac:

1 MpuHUMNOT Ha pas6upare. OnacHocTa of,
thopmupatbe Ha MopasieH CTaB npef Aa ce pas6epe
3HaueHeTo Ha NoBeAeHMeTo U MopasiHaTa npakTuka
Ha HeKoja KynTypa, He MoBMKyBa Ha pasbupare Mo-
panHaTa cMuena Ha ofHocHaTa MpaKTuKa.

2. MpuHUMNOT Ha TonepaHumja. CnocobHocTa
Ja ce uBee co gpyrocTta e 6ener Ha MynTUKYNTyp-
HaTa eTuka. OcTaBatbe Ha MpPOCTOP 3a pa3BuBaHE
Ha MopasiHocTa Ha [pyruoT, na KoJfKy 1 Aa e passimyHa
of HawaTa.

3. MprHLUMNOT Ha 3acTaHyBawe NPOTUB 3/10-
To. PasbupareTo 1 TonepaHuujaTa MMaar rpaHuua.
He moxe pa ce pasbepe ybuBamweTo, SBepcTBaTta,
NOHWXKyBakata BO UMETO Ha LUTO 6MN0 UM NOK KakBo
6uno onpaspgaHue.

4. TlpuHUMNOT Ha rpewka. Mopame ga ja uma-
Me Ha YM MOXHOCTa 3a MOorpelHo pasbupane Ha gpy-
rmTe KynTypu, nako um npuofame BO AyXOT Ha Xyma-
HocTa. llocTojaHOTO MpencnuTyBawe Ha Hawara Mo-
pasHa no3uumja 1 BO KOHTEKCT Ha COMCTBEHUTE Bpen-
HOCTM M BO KOHTEKCT Ha MoOpasiHUTe BpefHOCTU Ha
Apyruor.

ETnykata nosvumja Ha XaHmaH e npefns3BuK 3a MO-
panHuTe npawaka BO CBET, BO KOj npouecute Ha rnobanmsa-

THE ETHICS OF DIVERSITY

After all, it seems that the key concept that will jolt this di-
lemma is borrowed from Carol Gilliaan’s female ethics. The concept
of a “moral voice” is more of a metaphor, which we will use to bridge
the great difference between the “moral identities.” Although the vari-
ous moral voices are traits of the various cultural identities, they do
not have to be incompatible. The moral voice is what transcends the
separateness of the moral interest in the multicultural world.

Ethical pluralism presupposes certain principles, which,
beside the moral identity of the moral agent, are its moral voice:

1 The principle of understanding: The danger
of forming a moral attitude before understanding the
meaning of conduct and moral practice of a culture,
call us to understand the moral meaning of said prac-
tice.

2. The principle of tolerance: The ability to live
with Otherness is a sign of multicultural ethics. Leaving
room for development of the morality of the Other, re-
gardless how different from ours.

3. The principle of standing against evil: Un-

derstanding and tolerance have their limits. There can
be no understanding for killing, atrocities, and humilia-
tion in the name of anything or with any justification.

4, The principle of error: We must bear in mind

the possibility of misunderstanding other cultures, even
if we approach them in the spirit of humanity. Constant
reevaluation of our moral position in the context of both
our and the Other’s moral values.

Hinman’s ethical position is a challenge to the moral
issues in a world where the processes of globalization call for a
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uMja NOBTOPHO He NOBMKYBaaT Ha MpPeucnuTyBakbe Ha Hawute reevaluation of our identities, their nature and groundwork. Si'
WOEHTUTETU, HMBHATa Npupoga u 3acHoBaHocT. Ho, uctospe- multaneously, however, it reminds us of the moral aggressive-
MEHO He MoTceTyBa WM Ha MOpasHaTa arpecuBHOCT CO Koja ness we harbor towards those who are not we.

HacTanyBamMe KOH OHWE KOW He Ce Hue.

Translation: Sase Tasev



