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conception of tragic conflicts by which “loss” is a distinctive feature that identifies both moral and 
constitutional dilemmas. It also asserts the peculiarity of constitutional conflicts vis-à-vis moral dilemmas, 
as well as the possibility of legal solutions to constitutional conflicts.” 

2  “In symmetrical moral dilemmas, the agent faces a choice between two incompatible actions, which are 
equally justified on the basis of the same value. These cases are generally discounted as spurious or 
irrelevant on the assumption that, when there is no failure of commensurability, choice between 
symmetrical requirements is indifferent and can be determined by randomization. Alternatively, this article 
argues that the appeal to randomization allows the agent to overcome a deliberative impasse, but it does not 
really resolve the moral dilemma. This is because randomization fails to provide the agent with a genuine 
reason for action. The argument is based on an account of arbitrariness as a threat to the agent’s authorship 
on action. By focusing on lack of authorship, rather than on failure of commensurability, we gain the 
adequate perspective to assess the philosophical significance of moral dilemmas, their impact on the 
agential integrity, and their consequences for ethical theory.” 
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4  “This paper concerns one of the undecided disputes of modern moral philosophy: the possibility of moral 

dilemmas. Whereas proponents of the possibility of moral dilemmas often appeal to moral experience, many 
opponents refer to ethical theory and deontic logic. My aim in this paper is to clarify some of the tension 
between moral experience and ethical theory with respect to moral dilemmas. In Part One I try to show that 
a number of logical arguments against the possibility of moral dilemmas, though apparently very different, 
turn out to be basically the same, as they are all based on the following concept of ‘ought’: if A ought to be 
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several definitions of moral dilemmas that have been given by proponents of moral dilemmas: definitions 
that define moral dilemmas in terms of oughts and definitions that define them in terms of reasons. I 
conclude that, while ‘reason’ is to weak, ‘ought’ is too strong a concept to define moral dilemmas with. In 
this way, the arguments from Part One create a logical problem for proponents of the possibility of moral 
dilemmas to define moral dilemmas.” 

5  “Moral conflicts occur in theories that involve more than one principle. I examine basic ways of dealing 
with moral dilemmas in medical ethics and in ethics generally, and propose a different approach based on a 
principle I call the “mutuality principle”. It is offered as an addition to Tom Beauchamp and James 
Childress’ principlism. The principle calls for the mutual enhancement of basic moral values. After 
explaining the principle and its strengths, I test it by way of an examination of three responses-in the recent 
Festschrift for Dr Raanon Gillon-to a case involving parental refusal of a blood transfusion. The strongest 
response is the one that comes closest to the requirements of the mutuality principle but yet falls short. I 
argue that the mutuality principle provides an explicit future orientation in principlism and gives it greater 
moral coherence.” 

6  Contents: Preface. Introduction. 1. Gratian and his Glossators on conflicts in the natural law. 2. Twenty 
moral dilemmas from two early 13th-century summaries of theology: William of Auxerre’s Summa aurea 
and the Franciscan Summa Halesiana. 3. Raymond Lull and moral ensnarement in the Vita coaetanea. 4. 
Thomas Aquinas, moral dilemmas, and a missing article from Quodlibet XII. 5. Thomas Aquinas on 
failures of practical reasoning: why synderesis doesn’t inoculate agents against malformed conscience 
dilemmas. 6. Moral dilemmas in the early Thomistic tradition: Johannes Capreolus and the deceiving 
demon dilemma. Conclusion. Bibliography. Index. 
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which have been alleged to beset moral dilemmas, this may initially seem like a puzzling strategy. However, 
I will call attention to a type of moral dilemma unlike what is standardly discussed in the literature and 
attempt to show that those who acknowledge that such dilemmas are possible are likewise obliged to 
acknowledge that acts of offence are possible. My suggestion, then, is that, since the former are plausible to 
acknowledge, so are the latter.” 
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sometimes we also face, or should face, a different question, which I call “the tragic question”: is any of the 
alternatives open to us free from serious moral wrongdoing? Discussing cases of tragic conflict from 
literature, philosophy, and contemporary life, I argue that it is valuable to face the tragic question where it is 
pertinent, because facing it helps us think how we might design a society where such unpalatable choices do 
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way of seeing the problem should provide dilemmatic choosers with a novel conception of their own moral 
psychology, one that allows them to view their actions in a manner that is given neither to moral 
insensitivity nor to pathological self-accusation.” 

18  “I distinguish two different arguments against cognitivism in Bernard Williams’s writings on moral 
dilemmas. The first turns on there being a truth of the matter about what we ought to do in a moral 
dilemma. That argument can be met by appealing to our epistemic shortcomings and to pro tanto 
obligations. However, those responses make no headway with the second argument, which concerns the 
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