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Philosophy's choice: moral dilemma a borderline concept between the moral and the political

In contemporary analytic philosophy moral dilemmas are generally discussed in relation to the principles of deontic logic or the problem of derivation of action-guidance from ethical theories. At the same time it is taken for granted that ethical theories are to provide action-guidance and that the language of such theories is deontic logic. Things are different with the theories of the political that emerged in twentieth century, in particular, those by C. Schmitt and H. Arendt, in which 'the political' is understood as a realm where the application of any ready-to-use action-guiding theories is not only unnecessary but even pernicious. While the analytic philosophers tend to reduce political questions to problems of ethics, theorists of 'the political' are perhaps too swift to isolate the political from other realms, so that they frequently treat all non-political considerations, such as economical or ethical ones, as a potential threat to the political.
In this paper I attempt to investigate moral dilemma as a phenomenon that due to its very ambiguity (dilemma implies the simultaneous presence of an action-giuding theory and impossibility to use it for action-guidance) exists, as it were, at the interfaces between politics, as it is conceived by the theorists of the political, and morality, as it is also understood in analytical philosophy. It is the concept of moral dilemma that has a potential to become a cornerstone for a theory that would avoid the narrowness of moral reductionism as well as the tendency to isolate the political.
