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O. Huk

CONCEPTUAL   APPROACHES   TO   THE   PROBLEM
OF   RELATIONSHIP   BETWEEN   ETHICS   AND   POLITICS

(COMPARATIVE   ANALYSIS)

On the basis of comparative analysis main approaches to the problem solving
of relationship between politics and morality in the history of philosophic and
socially-political idea: compatible, autonomous, antagonistic, compromise and
discourse are defined. It is mentioned that communicative ethics of postmodernism
suggests a concept of universal social discourse, essence of which is in the revival of
equilibrium between the state and society and increasing political morality, this will
give the opportunity to humanize politics and reach the balance between politics and
morality.
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