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Abstract

This article aims to: 1) analyze the moral dilemmas between
deontological ethics and utilitarianism faced by security officials in crisis
situations; 2) critique the ontological limitations of single-axis ethical
paradigms affecting tactical decision-making; and 3) propose a crisis
situational ethical order integrated with Buddhist ethics to govern state
discretion. The study reveals that strict adherence to Kantian deontology
safeguards human dignity as an end in itself but induces operational
paralysis in the face of modern threats. Conversely, utilitarianism effectively
limits macro-level devastation yet risks establishing a permanent state of
exception that violates fundamental human rights and undermines the rule
of law. Consequently, this paper advocates for the concept of strategic
compassion, defined as an ethical practice grounded in wisdom and the
pursuit of collective well-being according to the Great Compassion principle
in Buddhist philosophy. This framework serves to balance absolute moral
rules with societal survival. The findings suggest that restructuring ethics into
a stratified model—retaining deontological constraints while allowing
situational flexibility—will enhance the operational standards of security
officials. Such a transformation ensures alignment with global norms and

sustains social order in an era of increasingly complex threats.

Keywords: Deontology, Utilitarianism, Moral Dilemma, Security Officials,

Strategic Compassion
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unii
9 = = MY a X [
Anururuvesssiloulanluanissui 21 WlaAeduudlussuiuves
FUANAIUNINIEAIN MNWARBINGANITITIUTINIAgIU (Normative Crisis) idu

a [

ARBUTING IWATIAERTANaRETULSY Twnsthoanusiuadlusugnalnid
anduvessy dngnindeegluaniig “dunnilelusnis” (Operational Paraly-
sis) Weoundayfunmzndulidhaglioanyafiasssu (Moral Dilemma) seing
M3SWINGINAEANYIN (Categorical Imperative) fuarududulunisse fusud
muAvesTY anydudusinanastoudsa v93la enfuuy (Giorgio
Agamben) Senrinduanszusisunassulasdhunsnussngrineiiioanivun
“nzBniiu” (State of Exception) Sssfndaalvinurvesanandusywdgnan
neuatdewies “TInUdesiUan” (Bare Life) fius1eminndnuse funiadng (As-

amben, 1998)

Tufifvesa3omaniuians nsdadulanelfaaunisalingagnaieey
sywinsaastuluviriiinsdvana sausniessermansuiniiden (Deontological
Ethics) 89 Basnytea AU (Immanuel Kant) Aduduinuywddosldiunsufoa
Tugrunimnglusaes (Ends in themselves) lnafionagnyilinaneiduiiies
wdeaile (Instrumentality) vasnadnsnisnsiilesld (Kant, 1785/1998) nivluiif
vasgmnadlaseaine fiwa yfind (Michel Foucault) léadadanndn seuuite
(Discipline) v@e5ginnenemfiTuanduaEs (Free Will) vaslalniviegangle
usTvingIuvesantiu dwalinmsBailunihfdsuuuuiniseinoananadunse
Fan A lid i fissllanunsaneuldresunnauiilioramanisalld (Fou-
cault, 1977)

Tunansstiutng dnsuselovuden (Utilitarianism) 993 909U @dae i
ad (John Stuart Mill) tausinauisnduaugniaruessausylevigen (Utility)
YDIAUIIUIUNN %agmﬁau%LﬁuLﬂéaqﬁamaﬂ@ﬂp (Intellectual Tools) finss
Usransnmlunsdanisussaunsalmedsrunuuuianasesiiofo (nstrumen-
talism) v83 98%u 15 John Dewey) Tidunudidalunisuidamidudiny
(Dewey, 1938) agnslsiniu nMseeusunaiUsyleomifenlneUsimannindingey
ilugamudedlunisandadviduiuguuazmsfmarsvesdniisssy (Rule
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of Law) m‘v]muvlmnﬂmmmLwﬂuimuﬂgummimawmmmmmmmﬂm
(Chanchai, 2023)

unarIdeiisldiinTeisesinmeaiemanidingn dothiaue
nsoonrusluiin “ngaunsssuienagms” (Strategic Compassion) dadunisy
sanmannsadermanslugiuzsdounsiasssunaveuuslailingnns msdnw
dflfsafivanisnssuwdannugindwinlunisdndula uddosnisanivun
“seifouatussaudsaniunisaiingn” Weldudufiamlyardmiuiissnis
fheausuadlunsuniowiadinumsuuasAnarsauduiyudviunanang
wisaaun1salingeauly

e

nMinsiianiaiemansluaisiarusiua Sududesdiiuns
FuvarlassaiansanudnidsauegluisufoRvesdminiisiledeanday iy
anumsnifaedengs Unngmsaiidinifissnisinauladanada witensusne
ffuwes “szuuAmAn” (Value Systems) fifisng1udndlussununiiner nels
anmeludu dr3mnstheanuduasingnudnlidrlueglufiuiidas (Liminal
Space) Mdsnguunsundliannsalimaouiiiaaiald nsvihanudlangud
PSumansnszwandniwimihiiy “N1SYAAUNNRYIINEN” (Epistemological
Excavation) et iifiusesiidaussinguidwminiissiesuuniu ilugue
Hannyanafidddnmedasssunarlugiuznalnifeanduresisiidewantisiuna
o5Ulne IneinsgiiTouifiouinuansingaumsniasossaufinsadvnaiiqalu
TonagTuan fe SSemanivihifeuiuiuamnavivesandus wardvusslovd
DunfiunadnsiBeedn dodusuiszuuRnimariasne “seemauvinisindule”
uay “Audnidefuing” egnlsluangingeanuiiuasualie faseaziden
solud

1) S3emansntiiideutuinsiinvesnginuiiinuin (Deontolog-
ical Ethics and the Limits of Absolute Rules)

Tussuuvesasemansuiindidoy Susnyea Auv (Immanuel Kant)

40UV “Lng1uaNa” (Good Will) waznsufuRaungunadiiie
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919 (Categorical Imperative) lugugnnsInANUNADIGEANNASSTIN AW
guduiuyuddetlasunsufialugiue “Whmngludites” (Ends in themselves)
ienie Tneflenagnasmougiusiluiisaniesiie (Instrumentality) e ussanadns
3ulald (Kant, 1785/1998, p. 55) dwsuthswnisthennusiuag n1stasiulumiig
ﬁawmaﬁqmi%’ﬂwmgwmmmzﬁw‘%ﬁugmmmwaLﬁmasmlﬁ,ié'maau win1sn
swhiuaztandsaudeSeunegsisvionnuidssdiuyanafin

yri lufiRiBainng Slenes ogaeslu (Theodor Adomo) Idisdadains
TnsiefiesufoviteuagmiiegiansininlaeUsaainn1siansausunids
1A59a374 (Critical Reflection) a’mﬂmmﬂumL‘%'mmmswa'awaam “YAanaIN
wuUshunalen” (Authoritarian Personality) fiweuasusioansutuegnslédoan
(Adorno et al., 1950) ﬂﬂﬁgﬂfﬁ@lﬁlﬁ@?ﬁﬁ%’sL‘%&m’h “DUNIATIUTRNS” (Op-
erational Paralysis) Tuan1un1safingm wu nsdidlavnszidanafiddsiuoeemds
Fanqunnginihiifeudivhunisazidndnsdruyanalunnnsd adunaredu
fusunIneimansidnuamstiudameusvssumsu M3¥nw “AUTaViS
ynaftasss” veadwihiisgluszunuil Feenauanindheanudumadlumsunies
ansnsanssegvaanaLiioaduIuIma Faduprudnduiivinfifouuuusaiy
liiprandranslfogradussau

2) ansuseleviieununisannisadudesurivu (Utilitarianism
and Public Risk Management)

Tumanseiudiy 9e9iu ad3n flad John Stuart Mill) Ylauenszuiu
vimiasusssuiisjatuessaussleviigega (Utility) Tnefioinnnugndesvesnisnsy
yhinduaniadnsansiasmNauvideanaamadlsiuniaus LN ign (Mill,
1861/2001, p. 28) luansnfimnasiuas dnsusslovifonnaeidu “wedosilionis
Unyay1” (Intellectual Tool) Fnsmddlunsdanisuszaunsainedseuauuuifn
\3esiiafon (Instrumentalism) 489 98%u #35 (John Dewey) finoeinasesssy
Fowhaufiowdgmeanuiunzulumsisiegliognsuszany (Dewey, 1938)
meldiaudil nssyivanBussauuianguvidomslininsnisquusdussduisnda
(Collateral Damage) gnindwindu “anudnduBegnseans” iosnw
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pgnalsinny sunTe@eniinewesuselevioufanisaaivun “any
8ALIu” (State of Exception) mMudeinin®ues 30310 911uLUL (Giorgio Agamben)
ﬁémwa‘ﬁﬂlmmm%’%ﬁﬂaﬂi%lﬁaamauwaLﬁaﬂﬁmﬁmﬁm “Finlassivan”
(Bare Life) maawiwamJivﬂumaﬂgwmﬂummaammﬂaamamﬁ'ﬁm“ (Ag-
amben, 1998) uaﬂmﬂu 99%U 59788 John Rawls) &sleiLgein mmsmiiw
Jusssu (Justice as Fairness) f\]zwq‘mmﬂawumw’mammimwmaﬂﬁf\]L"\mqﬂﬂa
gl duususialuaunisnisiuanuguvesmvy (Rawls, 1999) nsld
inasiUszlevidosiiunannmsmuatiadssensimmsnuannusiuasly
dnmeduazanemeaiosssy Wodmihiisgsuduiutunisuaniude “auanued
uywd” AU “diavadiivnagnsis” augadediinlunnusuineeuse “u” (The
Other) Tussuu@asssu

3) Audaudadeuszdnsluusunanuduasine: wadnsiunaiuay
anuliiassesiueaseans (Empirical Conflicts in Thai Security Context:

Hegemonic Dynamics and Ethical Fractures)

wainneaseenanstunuauiuadlne lldmssegmedugusdym

VNIINIVENANITYARAD MINLARBNNESTIDUTDY “INGANITAILIIANNYRUSTIN”

(Legitimation Crisis) Tuszuulaseadng fal Wesinu euesuna (Jurgen Haber-

mas) 3Nk Weszuuswnisneteuldivenaidenseile (Instrumental Rea-
v A awa a A . . . Y=

son) Wa U URN15139dea15 (Communicative Action) nMsandulaluey

a

| ay o ¢ I3 P a 9 o o 4
Ingegauvinuduiusnislygivaznatsiduiisnisuangiadsnisiaain

a

Jeusyu (Habermas, 1984) anmeluAuiljuussgauludieulneilasaing “61mna
Baan1du” (Institutional Hegemony) Elas1ndnaglussuununisuuifs delv
wiwndniinainaudnausswinsssdounguunsegiadunisnsivansduius

Fegudndingvaeulsild (Uwanno, 1999)

Tugeunsalil Srsmwmstheenutuasinededecsu “asuideayinen”
(Ontological Burden) a1nn1sneneusnwIaa st sn1siRaua3naantu
UpngRuauiBonieadesdviuyweruaina ngdenandsualidmihdignan
NBUADIULAN “Us¥51u89935554” (Ethical Subject) Tinanaduitesiluileos
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Ganthilanairuzves fiwa Wind (Michel Foucault) finitvassgyanusunis
Anfuanduees (Free Will) 989891an (Foucault, 1977) Msi@iyniinniudngsas
nanefurnudumadiunsmsgndinddduntives “gau” (The Other) amdleny
99 1HUN1YA 1@3ua (Emmanuel Levinas) ilasannszuulifdermudusywd
THwmdoifipsgaiifnidmneviosiaunsadia (Levinas, 1969) Feralsiassesriu
L%w%aﬁﬂamiﬁfé’qgﬂ%ﬂLamé”m?ﬁﬁ Ug83-Ya §u (Byung-Chul Han) 58n31 “daay
witralussla” (Transparency Society) iviunnudnaudasunausndurhane
fRANuANTwesasumansiBeaniunisal (Han, 2015) @0nnasdnuauIfeLT
Annuues aus1 Warfive) (Amara Pongsapich) Miszyin dsaalnefdasdaiu
nsAsusureuITinguasesTIn WosruuAnuuuiniilinegndsdanuiEy

UgngnunuiBeninTesdnsiasiaininyoininnaliled (Pongsapich, 2018)

AMWazYRUTUIEINHUAHEuwIN Mg NEnIUu “anzeniiu’
(State of Exception) lnga1deszuuasessiutaies Builugnisauaansvesniny
\WoN0LTasEUU (Systemic Trust) silanaefillavessy N159eN1MULNgINITNIEIUIR
e 0 @ v ) ) 1Y) ¢ 1
{Rdludesedunaeninnadyginuvanumsusvussend Aeiuaiy
Geulsaeunnladeluasdniu enauldniasveUseaudansesssunduauw
(Phra Brahmagunabhorn [P. A. Payutto], 2012)

aaliiassesiuBaadomand sevinavihiifouuasusslovidond
Urnglusiunanuiiuasive Sldfissanudaudaoshsuivan uwigtAtulugiue
“IngansadiBsniiner” vesthswmsiufoinu dengunasidinnmirlugsume
WBUJURNS wagnaansduimsiiludnsaandennuduuyed nmendulidieaig
isentfuduin “suvAniaien” (Single-axis Logic) lonavminiidududiemnis
doyalulandfoanenuiianudulnaiuniussiagiusaiuazasouaquld s
frtumasuiFafildnsidendrasewieigaunisal udfenisaniuun “sudey
P3usysalual” fiffuanenIsmas e ﬁﬂ'}iﬂ%’]qﬁuﬁwwﬂmmﬂﬁgmﬁmi
fiouazauummdndefueshaiuosnmen SudugnEuestoauedmms
Usganitaginnslugsudaly
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anuliassesfudeasemansseninaminfidounasUsslovitely
aonunisalaudiuas Sladuiselygmiangud uwife “anzueintunig
uInen” (Epistemological Stagnation) ﬁdmasiaﬂg’jﬁamiﬁﬂuﬁuﬁ%ﬂqm aus
NUMITINING 3 Ussifiundn sail

1) duwinaufuanisnieldnsedevesszilouite (Operational
Paralysis within the Disciplinary Cage)

%’aﬁi’wﬁ’mﬁLmammﬁqmawﬁ'}ﬁﬁauqumuﬁ (Kantian Deontology)
Aensanvuingunasiiiavieailinnudemegu 9 fwa yfind (Michel Foucault)
Fnngindudiunisves “maluladurssuna” (Technologies of Power) 135l
Wiorsmueasuaas (Free Will) voadmthfiriusyuudtie Discipline) (Foucault,
1977) luswAngeidesnmsnsdndulafiviniufoanauuuueasnns msdndn
Tungunasiannasgsaaldandunateidu “Wusuinismnaademans” Avinlsian
wihfisglianmsaufifnihfileundesiianaideddotrsdugina ey
ANURANAINEIUYARR WARBAIUANMAIVEY “3nsflenatlyan” fliawnse
FanstuAusuTeuvesUsraunsaimsdruuUnUasulUegesanE (Dewey,
1938)

2) Mmgeniiuuasn1TannauAMAIYaINYEEgYINIa (The State of
Exception and the Reduction of Humanity to Biomass)

Tumensetudiu nsiefisdniuselevifeufieninisesnain
SunmmdeFang dnthlugeaauiidunsionin Aenisaanuin “nnzuniiv’
(State of Exception) mmm‘lumumm 99513 911ULUU (Giorgio Agamben) ians
Wu%mmivamwmﬂmuwLmaam (Agamben, 1998) nelalauduszlovuion Tin
Guaquf-aLamumaaﬂammummaal,wm “Fa” (Biomass) Misostauluaunisniny
sung nmeieda WDu1Yea 1@3ud (Emmanuel Levinas) Fondianudimad
Tunsiwdgmiindu “gaw” (The Other) illaisueaiiousyudiiuifisnaiosie
(Instrumentality) Sl waneludies (Levinas, 1969) mwmau"lwmmmwm

NaaWﬁL“ZNEJﬁOUTIEJ%u"\NL‘LJ‘Im’]iVHﬁ’]‘E—JiWﬂ%’mﬂ?’mEJG]ﬁiillLLa“ai’NiEJEJLLEJﬂ‘VIliJ
p1aUszanulasEnINeTEua NaLe
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3) nsaanvuInansTINeanagnsluguzseilouasesssulng (Es-

tablishing Strategic Compassion as a New Ethical Order)

WeAIMLMNIAUYRITTULARTIAYT UNANLLYBIAUBNTYTUNITNNS
Feeansiuuluviey “NINsITNlianayns” (Strategic Compassion) @eiifieny
Bauuinishe UuRnnsesessTunnteg uuguistyanan1ssneuselevy
guahuTiumunanuingansssulunvsysveyn uluvieuiiildnisussiussuoud

1 =] « ” . . a =] A
DDULLD LLAAD @aﬁmwmq{]zgm (Intellectual Equilibrium) NuawAUAINULTDY
losweangUadelussdsiumumean 8vUdasenn (Phra Brahmagunabhorn [P. A,
Payutto], 2012)

msltnsansssudsnagnstgliidminnsgansasnu “manumis
Aasssu” (Ethical Ceiling) mawﬁf’]ﬁ'ﬁwLﬁaﬂﬂﬁmﬁﬂéﬁ%mﬂmﬂuwwé VUL
\Aenduffianudanguidagnsislunisdanisamnudssnnsulaegaiunig
“Bere1” winndins “vhane” nsuiuiuAsupmesiiAsuaniugvestisenis
9 “gliaduldngrunelinle” gniadu “Uszsubeaiesssu” (Ethical Subject)
Aty lunsindeuriuiuaniumssiingaldegnsifnaniuas Jusss

3 v F74 [
AR IESUD Lﬂﬂ@‘l/l’]\iﬂi‘liiy’]

PMNMTBATIEATIMNEianeniulidhaglieennefasssuves
1151901588AUiuAs unanuIvnsatuilvednauessAnnuiivdlugiue
winnssumaluviainGend “sulouaiesssuleaniunisalings” (Crisis-Situa-

[
Y

tional Ethical Order) ulunisiniduszuufedaneddlasaieasesssudiuun

v v

9 (Stratified Ethical Structure) lneflasya1naal

<

1) a3AAuslnl: aasn nsEnIIsuTsing uLazUuinig (Knowl-

edge Synthesis: Balancing Norms and Operations)

mASeTudsunUIaldasses s mandsenantinfideuuay
Uselgauidoy dlamesuiilionatmduld mausaunsardaansldmelaseasns
Pussauguuuulmifigidedonin “sudeutiesssudsanumsalingn” (Crisis-Sit-
uational Ethical Order) FsfimeazBeniiusznauiudussdaruiosdsm il
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1.1) wihnleulugiuzussvinguuasnanuseiunieniinen

(Deontology as a Normative Ceiling and Ontological Safeguard)

ENﬁmmiﬁaaﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂmam%wﬂwﬁﬁsu (Deontological Eth-
ics) simthilidu “iwpum1sa3esssu” (Ethical Ceiling) w3odndfingsaniiliena
azudialdluynanmunisal ey idunmzduasesinaniauduuysduay
Avsduiiugiu dlvignndufulaensangaesisijautiufisss s nmdeUin
mi%’m-ﬂLW@ﬂuﬁﬁLﬂ'mmsjﬁwﬁzgl,ﬁaé’ué’qumiamﬂm “Amzeniiu” (State of Ex-
ception) aualurirtivas 99318 1L (Giorgio Agamben) fig1un9asulng
fnluanneunurvomaidleslinanadudios “Finudesiar” (Bare Life) 39
I¥vdnuszfunisngmane (Agamben, 1998) ety wihiideululunaiiedily
WUFLIMSTEssumn uife “nénuUsziumaniiver” ABuduinuyudfoady
Wwngludieaase

1.2) ngaunsssundenagnslugruznalniiuindeudegnsds (Stra-

tegic Compassion as a Tactical Engine)

dlonthiifeuvhmihidumaiunesdunsuuay unanudueii
[AUBULIAN “NJAuN5T5UITINAENS” (Strategic Compassion) TiTundadiuiad
oulussunuUiiRnng Inediewde UfuinIsesesssuiimioguug LUty uas
msshwselemdguaausaumumsnumnyansssuluymeysva slusimiidily
9nvesiesdnsustlvifeunuuifuitndnanadwsinusavaianiiil
Tnewasuundunsinaulafineeguugiuves Biudasasan videanumseninly
mmLﬁ?iamiwuaaLm{]ﬁﬂuam‘im (Phra Brahmagunabhorn [P. A. Payutto],
2012) nslinsansssu@snagniigliidminissamnsalinaeidanidamgulu
AMgAngalagaatung “sefumguasidensn” 1nnding “vhateuwazindn” 6u
Jumsaiseuveussandsdasssuimioninyslovifounszuandn

1.3) 9385953 lugIuzAT09dadAN1SUTEAUNM SINNSEIAY (Eth-

ics as a Tool for Social Experience Management)

I3 v v @ a a o v Y]
pafmuUTlAIL sruutsesssulunsisruliupsiosiu
WasuanIuzaIn “ngunaeifiutude” (Static Rules) Tugnisiliu “ia3esiionns
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I’ (ntellectual Tools) auwusAn a3esiiafiou (Instrumental-
ism) Y03 989U 775 UJohn Dewey) ﬁmmdm’gmgﬂéfaqé]’aqgﬂﬁqﬁ]ﬁmuﬁ'ﬂst
wlunsuidgmenusizuislunsaisegldegedugnsna (Dewey, 1938)
sufuaiusssudsanunsafingrisivihiidugnainedsufiRnsivaeli
Frsmmsiheanuiunsimiuanig “Sunanisaiessay” Inewdsuaniugan
Favusenseitoiines gn1idu “UsysnuiBeeiesssu” (Ethical Subject) 1
A1U1509ATIEN INNY wazUTUUTINININIINSUSURINTuRe duanAuade

Tmilolneladidendnnns

1.4) msaauigasnmlvsissnineanusiunuazaserans
(Re-establishing the Equilibrium of Security and Ethics)

nsasrsgasn iyl (New Equilibrium) fldesusuainnis
Ugnziu (Conflict) dnisilusamwenidieniu (Integration) sewinemudndu
MensmIkazUTHiagusasssn Tngldmaunihdileuassiiuiliifnns
asifindvianna uaglinsnnsssuiBanagnstuinaeunisdndulamegnsis lassains
Wusssusuuntuivdieade “Pnudedodsyuy” (Systemic Trust) ThAnTu
Tudsrsdufamsssy Sadunnguddyuesnsmsieguesigimiusssuuasdsdu
(Habermas, 1984)

2) darausiinanisiesuTvey1tuaunan (Philosophical Research

Recommendations)

Adeaueliin1sAuasuBanlulf “aSumaniidenuduius” (Re-
lational Ethics) TngysanmswnAnEosnnusuiinveusogduves iuunylea 1a3
wa (Emmanuel Levinas) UNENMT “NIaunsssutianagns” (ﬁ@?ﬂ@&d'uujm
wirlyauaznmssnwselevdguauniunundnumngansssulunmsusyayn)
Weuanamguuuumsinaulalugnfngaittiviunssnsysslevudonnuuiaunada

TUdaSsmans e derensnwInauN mse i eANNTLAILasANAFT AT UL LEE
E] q 1
(Levinas, 1969; Rawls, 1999)
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3) dalaupuuzdsulsuneuazBeaaUY (Policy and Institutional Rec-
ommendations)

dielrisdmnusiinlugnisufifnsateosnsdugviing aantumsfinu
AnusfuAssERUgs 17 Imendunmisvinun Tsadouuneiessinsn Wieaantunis
Anwinnuiiuninaly AITALEUNSUL JUMANgRsUInsgIuNsUJURU (Stan-
dard Operating Procedures - SOPs) Ingn15us5q “5¢s08ua3e5330@san1un1sel
Ange” Wndudunisedatomansirsuns deiifoatrenalnnislineenda
Aussla vaaeuld wazaenadosiulfiiniadedeans (Communicative Action)
serinasguasnaliiaslugundeunings (Habermas, 1984)

agelsfimuesdainuiuasdeiauenisasaaansilaainnisfiny
a e av v g a ~ a a Y ¢ al
Apszeidl dladuisanisuansnyaussiussuoudanaiase ninetigaunisain
ALY MNuAABNTS “dnszileugainen” (Epistemological Reconfiguration)
vaaUiRn133glugnaings nMsUdeuNuINITEULART ALY “seileuasusTTy
Beanunisalings” vimihiduaznudendadyafineufaniuy “Uszsuds
9385554” (Ethical Subjectivity) 3839151901508 UASNSUALINAINAN DU
ieafluilosasdunalndanity Taseadnsasesssuduwunduingadliiug
AasNMIEIUIRg ulduanatasneefitandameunumanngansssudang
s ! v A S a 1Y o £ o &
g5 AeUsINsAugavneasUnlomiaatosnndslassasiuasAnaasaanudy
uywd (Human Dignity) viunanaanuUssuveialanadislniliegrmsangs
waztdussu
% = a % o’r-:’lj A v | a A A A ia ¥
nstupdoudsluiadl Buduinsruuasesssungegudlydas

=

msuaﬂmﬂmimuamﬁ?mﬁuﬁuaznm mnusrenatnmadgyaiindeuninans
Aua33UsEdNY (Empirical Reality) vugtuwesywesssusiiotUasuriulaen
Pinmsduiies "Ingurinisaendes’ (Objects of Surveillance) TUgusyanuid
Bemanifitiandusiiaug fodu ileasnmaninenssuidaluimiveanasnin
fusuuszantl unugiluhdedaly (nmil 1) Sedauansuffiniusifesruussming
winfitenluguzdndningian uazwmsasessailugiusnalnduindeudiomeu il
Freliivunuleusuesiiuniadentunisaanvuenugisssunugliuainy
agsonvenailatiiogaiiionain
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Crisis-Situational A new ethical order for

. security officials that
Ethical Order ; YRS
integrates normative principles

and practical operations to
achieve balance and wisdom
in times of crisis.

A new ethical framework
for security officials:
balancing norms
and operations.

Wy

1. Normative Ceiling 2. Strategic Compassion 3. Ethics as a Tool
(Deontology) (Buddhist Wisdom) (Practical Wisdom)

P

4. New Equilibrium
(Integration)

Integrating security needs
with ethical principles to
build systemic trust
and sustainable
social order.

Absolute ethical limits Wisdom-based compassion Ethics as an intellectual tool
to protect human dignity that prioritizes resolving to analyze, adapt, and
and fundamental rights. crises and healing respond wisely to
Nen-negotiable. rather than harming. evolving situations.

L

+

00e Ultimate Goal
‘.‘ A just and secure society that upholds human dignity

and fundamental rights.

(R T s i = = i -' ------------------------ 1

EENEEE S vt S S e T\ e

Research Recommendation g Policy & Institutional Recommendation Expected Impact

Explore relational ethics by integrating BRI Reformcurricula and SOPs to embed O/ Protect human dignity,

Levinas's ethics of responsibility e the Crisis-Situational Ethical Order strengthen systemic trust,

with strategic compassion for in ethics training, promoting transparent, and build a just and sustainable

andjust decision-making discretion and jcati state in the face of
in times of crisis. action between the state and citizens. complex threats.

Figure 1: Conceptual Framework of the Crisis-Situational

Ethical Order for Ethical Decision-Making.

G
a ca ¢ a €1 v A 1Y I =)

MTATIEIIIINENTemaniimenznduliihanglisennisda
5533 (Moral Dilemma) ¥8ei1519n13EeANiuAs taaiuuteasuiluvauny
11 anuliassesAumaseaans (Ethical Incongruity) sgninentnifivuay
Usglovufoy Dladuiiosdymluseiualuimiiivgedslussuivg wigiRy
Tugiug “Ingan15ain1eussving1u” (Normative Crisis) idanasonnuliuaugany
Wenvesdinuswaly szuufntaneaiilinisuulsranuigalliiuisnudy
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wanlunisianeuiudvanaiuniinaindudeu Feduauliaminnigaesien
JEMINNTINYIANNUTANTVINYNUINUNOADEINTI UTBNTALULBNRDATING
o A % =) a a a a g I ¢ A9 v & I =2
Vo33 atiuieseansnmigaUsinaauasitanudunyed Fliaui n1sda
fulunihAfsuwuueu (Kantian Deontology) wiazuntlesdnaasauluuned
(Hurnan Dignity) tnlusyunuaauai winduasie “fudnmedasssy” fdilugnne
SuNnWUH NS (Operational Paralysis) luanunisaliingaiifeanisnisandu
Tafiiumanisal Tuvasidnsussleviden (Utilitarianism) dhnateduluidn
melsgan1vun “anseniiu” (State of Exception) Naavausyudlvideliies
%37 (Biomass) Tuaun1sauiuns nEdayIN1ANI9SesTsUldmanseny
9819TULIIBNTTUIUNTABFUMAUYDNIMINNST Taevilitns1unisgayde
“aundulszsudeaiesssu” (Ethical Subjectivity) wasdsuaniuzlugnisiu
BN ULNBIU099UUTNE1TU (Institutional Hegemony) AivsiAangdiiinlu
ANUSURAYOUSD “Hou”
' a & v 1 oA a « = a a
nasnlndaziindulansediainisanivun “sedouaiesssuds
an1un1sadinge” (Crisis-Situational Ethical Order) Wusluviet] “n3ansssuitena
<y . . = @ Y] a a a ¢
s ” (Strategic Compassion) Falunslidyaiinnelussuiunmesasuamans
Uszgnd unvimihiduazsmudennistleye (ntellectual Bridge) sewinewiid
wagHaans veraueliiilynisuselivssusuiianvgouussving1u uifensenseau
susssulrnanalu “imseailednnisuszaunisal” (Instrumental Tool) Mwingiu
I ad Ql' I a £ o‘Qil’Q a 1 1 [ a
aoddlan n1stUAsuRI U@ luYmldi LAz Ay LaR 8 TATNLAZ A
Uaeaduansisue uirensiadAglunisneudanuiieiialdaseuu (Systemic
Trust) wazmsasnsdenuiidusssuneldndndfsssuniniuanein1smesiung
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