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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


https://ijme.tums.ac.ir/article-1-5042-fa.html

[ Downloaded from ijme.tums.ac.ir on 2026-06-16 ]

SRS ild jlad oo 9¢do Julad 1) )(Sad g ool pgu euano YA

Slamgs O 51 5303 513 WA 5 (o5 i3 (Saedie
S

Llo3 s b (55,5 b b ol O ()

sty L BT (Wl s 0 6 Liols o 31 (Y

L s

L ant ye L B Wiles s el o ST (¥

Lk a e L B s OF Ly (F

S ol 5 &S SsSULE Gl 4 aedie ol L
b iy ciples ol (il e cl 85 o5
S il pa w Jole OT 534S Al
g e dolge OT L 3o

(Moral dilemma) S| ganl)gs i,

b

Semize (I sl ) s 5 (ol B
W des el ) Gl b oss Al bl &S o
RIS SR A
Gt Dt IS 5 (6 503 S 4 (Al oS s ol
Llodosls b i x|y O a5 (i md ol s Ldelail e
A 5 L) A8 s el b LB 45 s (V1)
IS A3 53 ol e peie ot Tl S O 43
03 bl N oyl Ol Olal gl |y i
2Ol 3 ot palie 5 Jol 43 Jlow S (5t (2
oAl el (RIS Gl sl Ko LSS
b adSs Glate Jpol 5 Jlos al S SUT sl sl
Sl &S das e Ol P33 A3 Joos il e i
CASEe b il p U5 S ol (g3l s LS O
sl Osls w Slels 1 Lesls O Olal> ik
b bl 03 S WS ol 3l o s 5 Sosline
SN anln a5 s ) S @ as il o

)\ yy} LQ\J" OMJ% ;Ll)l:ej Bl ["«')bf'gfa

! 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

sl ol JSaw i S5 15 G b a e 5558 00 0l
S S S5 Sl e O O LIS
el ST 55 S5 e

dain <y

allobel G U3 5l A (6 K5 ks bl
A GeliSazr g bYs &S o)l 3 ol 4B S o) e
el bl Gt (S5l DB S
Gz oy g | OF 45 el ] B (gaaly 53 s
(A b ol o she B Lale 0T 53 o 1S 0Ly (slebaica
ol ) 53 Al el S sy (o b s il
53 Oke Sl ble (amsy o 55 G Solear e
O LS L phS pa o8 das bl L ) (S IS
SH B ol S Jas Cslie 2 s bl
Ol ge Ll g5 sad &S ol iy nd b sl 0llS (ST 5
Ol ( Blas b wS oly 1 3 gaslss Ol
(V0) tes e 0T b 3O (ganl 3 i OIS

Sl Dose 55 50 S B OISl
S |y GISS ol |V SOT s T e i
gote Vs 4 o8 OF s il amglie BB 2 5 0L
2ios AT anly s il il e 5 BT s

(Ll 5 bl 51 S ) (s 95 B0

s SO a5l S sl s Gilles
Jole 0T 53 o ol sy O el (23S
sedie 5> el S il AIST s bl 4 S
CSS e Sl S S sl S
LSl 5 ol g bl b 4Ol ole o)
O pilie Wl SLe s el L axlf
ol bl a3l s ol ) Sl s s p 305 S
S el 5ol s 3 | i Ry S
Saad b &by Gl e Gl bl Lol il
JooSS & 63 o331 b DT 0L sk 5l ¢ Loz

Sl anlyss O elal oS Klastls , Cym gl


https://ijme.tums.ac.ir/article-1-5042-fa.html

[ Downloaded from ijme.tums.ac.ir on 2026-06-16 ]

1A éﬂﬁé)ﬂjé%‘@‘#l@

A
gl O gainds 4 edle (el
Oloy o pde s Jyol Wil sle S 2in

ol polidanelr 5 il
Gosls ol e 53 53 (MC) o ol s
Al Ly (I e sme 4 Jos
S asds 5 sl Aol plas e o)l
e s Koy G5 e o o
sk 5 Aok S, L p sl
3y M st cpsle et 5 AL
5 Al e iz 5 sdae Glladely 5 U
2 il pS1 s
st O bl Ll sl
S e
slsss 0 MBSl sl
25 Cose AL Sl 5 ALl Sl
S 5 Lo o Jos ple o o)l
LS by o3 glas o (MC) 33051
a0l glaplls 5 s el KuK b Jele
ST el 5 Aoles o S sl B
b S S e Sk s g5
[(interpersonal conflict) .l s
4 Jee olie s (MD) O sl
Mo Sl IS 5 e s
P ST S el S e S s
Sl Gl OISl 5 sl s adSS S5
AL il S
5 S s Vsl idas o 0L (b psge Lo
A el Ll s ls sy wpele Sl e
5 ampel A3l OF (a3l 5 e oS (5 K05 L
ol § 5o

e 5 4y f)«-‘i‘ e «ﬂ})l» fﬂ’&” )§l

PE

A

Y

§3

.0

e

v

Spd S5 1y s SIS S 5 el S
iyl Gillas s e (SO OSSN b s s
SN ()8 e plll b oSes sbaay S 51 S ele
William Styrone «xol .ol sds oSS0 1y g sae 5
b ,me (SOphias choiCe) Lssw il 4 5 o35 S3
lag b S s u:x;}j;jgéy.w\rm}dlj\ ol
doa s oS b b il WS S s S
5 Ll ey &S el Gl SOl B 1 S S e
Ol LL a8 ol Lo gl Lol s il aniS (o s
b 05l b0l ok wiS B el s
S e Slejla e 50 Lsw ol 1) ol
0353 L dal gt S 53 a S Ol [ R b
Sl sl ¢ 5 b B s Sl byl o
Sl Tl Ll aajls oy b s L35 0 31 LSS Ol
ol LY k_;}m}&;&r.a}\%ﬁ Sl S
Sy &S bl ) plas a5 ol Symmetrical
L dol slgdy Ll o & 5l (YY) ol eols Ole b (6,05
slgnig @ 5 e |y B p SG 0 awdS Sl 5ol
.lejjJﬁe}JﬁQ.LiuiS:\S\)ps

3 bl 31 de 03 ez 5 S L e a0
2 Samds il b JB Sose ol @ 5 S
Ole wdd JUdl ganilp 3 &S Wl e S35 1, Sl
O b b Ll Dbl 5 len 5o sole 4 &Sl
Olsbrze 511y sl plisl wa cacdl 3 isuoalsl (355w
oo ekile 33,0 S Cwds BpdS w4 e 5 3,5
Lol opse cpl 5o &8 L o ST 50 Ole 1) R
SUATY) Sl gy 15 53 8 Ll el 5 lidjlee o
Sl S e b Gl St 1) il ol IS
L3S (5o S iy 3,18 s | ool

SNl ol i 3 e A3 e ol 1l
b5 AS e el | S cis 5l g adln S o

LS ol Lk | ¢ “J‘:BC)“‘LJ


https://ijme.tums.ac.ir/article-1-5042-fa.html

[ Downloaded from ijme.tums.ac.ir on 2026-06-16 ]

1

SRS ild jlad oo 9¢do Julad 1) )(Sad g ool pgu euano (Al

cl;.a
Lemmon EJ. Mord dilemmas. Philos Rev
1962; 71(2): 139-58.
Williams B. Consistency and redism.
Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society
1966; London, England; Supp 40: 1-22.
Marcus R. Mora dilemmas and
consistency. J Philos 1980; 77(3): 121-36.
Day J. More on mora dilemmas. Philos
Rev 1992; 67(261): 399-406.
Mc Conndl TC. Mora dilemmas and
requiring the impossible. Philos Stud 1976;
29(6): 409-13.
Conee E. Against moral dilemmas. Philos
Rev 1982; 91(1): 87-97.
Conee E. Why mora dilemmas are
impossible. Am Philos Q 1989; 26(2): 133-
41.
Roger T. Moral conflict. Mind 1971; 70:
42-55.
Donagan A. Mora dilemmas. Genuine
and Spurious: a comparative anatomy. In:
Mason H. Mora Dilemmas and Moral
Theory. New York: Oxford University
Press; 1996; p.11-22.

10- De Haan J. The definition of moral

dilemmas. a logica problem. Ethical
Theory Moral Pract 2001; 4(3): 267-84.

r—”uOU)-uﬂ éw‘lw\fl“;;—?\ﬂs_\\

P AYVY Egi A :Q\J_e.? £33 gng— (P eE

RARESA:

SN e 5 el amslr  glals i S =Y

NEAPY o OYVE o3 5 100,65 o g Sl g

01 ool Sl it S bl o & S Y

LAY o OTVA bl

Y4 e VA0 Sw);i;:;}\j@_?.ru&édwj}

s ol sl s sl | Sl 3 -0

(MD) 3ol sanlyss 5l iy ms @055 55 s
el Ol e
(S (25l8) Al e s o5
s BYs o) W e i
(IS (godeS a5 sla 550
23 S aol 5l gals (Al ad A
el sl 50l 5 s
3OS0 (B b G 6 aklin S as
plie s (M.D) o (slaaslyss iy s g sho
el S IS 4 Jes
558 Sl Syge 53 S s 5,05 S A
Lol ol st s sl e
5 db i (S gediS ey LYs
il alie JG e
SN sanliss pesete i OBGL Olal e
S gl sladVamal 4 STy 5 (MD)
5L A3 o554 O )3 zode 343 ol sl
Sk e Ol 4 el S s
(Sladl (o, 5 Lledgl S T sl
S Gaalyss Sl me a4 BU 5 s
Wlesls s
Sl Ko
Wosdeme S5 BT glaaly 51 abesonds
5S35 Bolo osla S5 OLBT Gepslin 5 b0l ys,
gl Sl mes tmlad o A5 bt A
53 Ol Saslis 5 LaiS g Jlle S5 BT goisle


https://ijme.tums.ac.ir/article-1-5042-fa.html

[ Downloaded from ijme.tums.ac.ir on 2026-06-16 ]

AN éﬂﬁé)ﬂjéﬁ‘@‘ﬁl@

o2 YA GLSTIO 6 (55 o p sill s —VF
19- Vdlentyne P. Two types of mord

dilemmas. Erkenntnis 1989; 30(3): 301-18. Y0
20- Greenspan PS. Practical Guilt: Moral 17- McConnell T. Moral Dilemmas. The
Dilemma, Emotions, and Sociad Norms. Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosoph. Zata
New York: Oxford University Press; 1995, EN (ed). 2002.
p.38-44. 18- Dancy J. Morad Reasons. Oxford:
21- Styron W. Sophi€'s Choice. New York: Blackwell; 1993, p.111-7.
Bantam; 1980.

'CLQ)U‘—'L:‘ ‘_;4_4);-)5 cé}A}‘ elf..v. .Jujb& =YY

Yve 0P AYAY (s 10 g8


https://ijme.tums.ac.ir/article-1-5042-fa.html

[ Downloaded from ijme.tums.ac.ir on 2026-06-16 ]

SRS ild jlad oo 9¢do Julad 1) )(Sad g ool pgu euano 123

Conceptual analysis of moral dilemmas

Mohsen Bahrami**, Ahad Faramarz Gharamal eki?®

1 PhD Student in Teaching, Tehran University, Tehran, Iran;
2 Professor, School of Theology, Tehran University, Tehran, Iran.

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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