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So most people opt to let the five people die. It appears that the end does not justify the 
means in this scenario.  Perhaps the issue is psychological rather than ethical - the fat man is 
next to you and need to physically push him off the bridge.   

Maybe that shifts the balance? Does this say something about the role of emotions in moral 
judgement?  

In our third and final dilemma, we need to imagine that we are cave explorers.  A rock falls 
and blocks the exit of a cave you and five other tourists are exploring. You spot a hole 
elsewhere and the first of your group tries to leave. However, as he is also enormously fat, he 
gets stuck. There is no other way out. The tide is rising and, unless you get out soon, 
everyone but the fat guy, whose head is sticking out of the cave, will inevitably drown. 
Searching through your backpack, you find a stick of dynamite. It will not move the rock, but 
will certainly blast the man out of the hole. He pleads for his life; he does not want to die, but 
neither do you and your four companions. Should you blast him out?  What do you think? 

The results: of 51,107 votes cast 75 percent said yes blow him up, 25 percent said no.  

It's interesting that to save five people, the majority of people are not willing to push the fat 
man off the bridge, but are willing to blast him out of a hole. It is interesting to reflect on 
what the relevant differences are, if any, between the previous dilemma and this one. Is it 
that you are trapped and self-preservation prevails?  

Whatever our views, these experiments encourage us to examine our moral beliefs and 
intuitions and, perhaps, to uncover some inconsistencies in our thinking]TJ
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