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! Approach-approach conflict
2 Approach-avoidance conflict
® Avoidance-avoidance conflict
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 Conflict of roles
2 Conflict of norms
3 Moral conflict
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2 Apparent moral dilemma
% Moral conflict

* Indeterminacy

® Epistemic conflict

® Ontological conflict

" Interpersonal conflict
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! Double effect
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3 Factual dilemma
* Practical dilemma
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1 Abortion
2 Euthanasia
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! Moral imperatives
2 Ought to
% Inescapable wrongdoing
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% Ethical paradox

4 Commensurable
5 Incommensurable
6 Override
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! Axiom
2 Deontic logic
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! Obligation dilemma
2 Prohibition dilemma
% Quasi- obligation dilemma
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Abstract

In this paper, different definitions of moral conflict and moral dilemma at two levels of recognition and
observing mora duties are taken into consideration and some instances of usage of conflict in physiology
(conflict of stimulant and goals) and sociology(conflict of roles and norms)are mentioned. Also concepts and
constraints used in the moral dilemma, especially the concept of "ought to" and the concept of "Inescapable
of wrongdoing" are surveyed in alogica analysis. If in definition of mora dilemma, the concept of “ought
to” and “duties” being transformable to “commensurable reasons” and their justificatory values, many of
apparent mord dilemmas will be solvable and only if the values contained in the duties, being
incommensurable and non-infringement, moral wrongdoing will be inevitable. In thisresearch, it will
become clear that why and how proponents of the possibility of moral dilemmas under pressure of logica
argument against the possibility of moral dilemmas and criticisms of opponents, in order to provide the
necessary features for a genuine dilemma have suggested variety and supplementary definitions of moral
dilemmas such as: natural, digunctive, two shape and prohibition definitions. Natural definition of mora
dilemma represents a situation in which the agent sees himself as both amoral duty, while he can't do it well.
In digunctive definition; agent is required to perform either task. In two shape definition (consisting of the
"ought to" and "ought not to"), on the one hand the agent ought to do and on the other hand ought not to do
the same. In prohibition definition, the agent should not perform any of the two while he has no choice but to
do one.
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