Rethinking Democratic Compromise: Insights from Paul Ricceur’s Philosophy

Abstract:

This presentation seeks to explain the meaning of an ethics of compromise
in democracy, based on Paul Ricceur’s philosophy. While the French
philosopher explicitly addressed compromise only once (1991), this paper
contends his broader philosophical framework provides conceptual resources
for reconceptualizing compromise beyond its conventional associations with
moral failure or political opportunism. Rather than relying on strict textual
exegesis, this analysis draws on Ricceurian concepts to establish an ethics of
compromise as a fundamental dimension of intersubjectivity and democracy

and also engages with recent Anglo-American perspectives on compromise.

The paper advances three arguments. First, it challenges conventional
hierarchies that either separate ethics from politics or subsume one under the
other, arguing instead for their intersection. Building on this democratic
framework, it then puts forward a new, positive, and original, definition of an
ethics of compromise as the “voluntary and innovative intersection of
conflicting domains,” transcending traditional definitions that reduce
compromise to a mere exchange of concessions. Third, the paper grounds
compromise in an individual’s ethical disposition derived from Ricceur’s
understanding of the capable yet fallible subject—one committed to deliberative

engagement and pursuit of the common good despite persistent disagreement.



