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Heap pabdoTbl — BBIBICHHE CHEUU(UKH JIEOHTOJIOTHYECKHX TEOpUi
MOpaJM, ONPEACICHUE UX BUIOB, XapAKTEPUCTUKA DBOJIIOLMHU JECOHTOJIOTMYECKUX
TEOpPU MOpaJId B UCTOPUU 3THYECKUX ydeHHd. QOO0beKT — Teopum mopanu U.
Kanta, V. JI. Pocca, [Ix. Ponza. Ilpenmer — crnenuduika IeOHTOIOTHYECKHUX
TEOPUH MOPAJIM U XapaKTEPUCTUKA €€ BUOB B HICTOPUH ITUUECKUX YUCHUM.

B pesynpTaTe NpoOBENECHHS MCCIECIOBAaHUS OBUIA IOJYYEHBI CIEIYIOIINE
BBIBO/IbI:

1) ycraHOBIEHO, 4YTO KJIaccH4YecKas JEOHTOJIOTMS, NpenacraBiieHHas .
KanTtoMm, oTiMuyaercs NPUHLMIHAIBHON BCEOOHIHOCTBIO, PHUIOPHCTHYHOCTBIO
TpeOOBaHUIl U HOPM; OHA HMMeeT MeTa(U3MUeCKHe OCHOBAHUS M HECOMHEHHBIH
IIPUOPUTET J0JTa IEPEA IPYTUMU MOTUBAMU NTOBEICHHUSI;

2) BBISBICHO, YTO IMOCTKJIACCHYECKass JeOoHTosiormyeckas teopus Y. Jl.
Pocca  xapakrepusyercs  INPUBHECEHHEM  YTWIHWTAPUCTCKUX  YCTaHOBOK,
WHTYUTUBUCTCKUM TMOHUMAHUEM MPHOPUTETHOCTH TpeOOBaHM [0Jra, y4eToM
COLIMAJIbHOTO KOHTEKCTA U IUTFOPAIIBHOCTBIO HOPM;

3) ompeneneHo, 4TO IOCTKIACCUYECKAsl JAEOHTOJIOrMYeckas teopus JIx.
Pomnza mpencraBnsier co0oil COIUMATIBHO-TIOIUTUYECKYIO MPOTpaMMy OpraHU3aliH
oOI1iecTBa Ha OCHOBE PETYJISIIUH JACUCTBUN COLUATBHBIX MHCTUTYTOB M MPAKTHK;
JNEOHTOJIOTMYECKAS] TEOPUsS] OTIIMYAETCS HEPUTOPUCTUYHOCTBIO U HALEJIEHHOCTBIO
Ha 0Jjaro;

4) yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO TEHJCHLIMS Pa3BUTHUS JIEOHTOJIOIMH, HaUYnMHas ¢ XX B.,
HaIpaBlieHa OT (GOPMATM30BAHHON PallMOHAIBHON TEOpUH, MPEAHAZHAYCHHOMN IS
PEryJALMUA TOBEACHHUS MOPAIBHOTO CYOBEKTa, K IUIIOPATHUCTHUYHBIM HECTPOTHM
JNEOHTOJIOTUYECKUM TOCTPOCHHSIM, HAIPaBICHHBIM HA PELIEHHE KOHKPETHBIX
COLIMAJIbHBIX 3a1a4.
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Thesis' aim — identify the specifics of deontological theories of morality,
their types, characteristics evolution of deontological theories of morality in the
history of ethical teaching. Object — the moral theory of 1. Kant, W. D. Ross, John
Rawls. Subject — specificity of deontological theories of morality and the
characteristics of its kinds in the history of ethical teaching.

The research allowed to draw the following conclusions:

1) it is found that classical deontology, represented by Immanuel Kant,
fundamentally universality, rigorous requirements and standards; it has a
metaphysical foundation and absolute priority of debt over other motives;

2) it is revealed that post-classical W. D. Ross' deontological theory is
characterized by the introduction of a utilitarian installations, intuitive
understanding of the priority claims of debt, takes into account the social context
and the plurality of rules;

3) it is determined that the post-classical John Rawls' ethical theory of is a
socio-political program of the organization of society on the basis of a regulation
of actions of social institutions and practices; deontological theory is not rigorous
and focus on the good,

4) it was found that the trend in the development of deontology the
beginning of the twentieth century shifted from constructing rational and formal
theory, intended to regulate the moral behavior of the subject, in the direction of
create of pluralistic deontological constructions aimed at solving specific social
problems.





