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First round: Survey questions for brainstorming, with 9 expert panelists among
psychologists and psycholinguists to collect some key macro-concepts/ constructs.
1. What is a dilemma?

o Only two ways are available in a dilemma. You should decide either to
choose the first way or the second (hesi) that is you are allowed to
choose only one way out of the two possibilities.

o One doesn’t know what to do in a dilemmatic situation sincelit is
difficult to choose between the bad and the worse (exact wording,
i.e., “between either of the evils”). (hesi , dif, emo, unpleasant)

o A dilemma is a difficult situation in which you have to choose only one
of the two ways possible (dif). It is of course different from an
ordinary situation since you feel you are trapped and under great
unpleasant pressure. (emo, unpleasant)

o A dilemma is a situation where you don’t know what the best way is.
You know it is not easy for you to decide (hesi, dif)

o It is difficult to choose either of the ways (dif), one way out of two

o A dilemma is confusing hard situation in which you will suffer the
consequence of your choice of one of the two possibilities.(dif, emo)

o As the word shows, a dilemma consists of two separate, sometimes,
opposite ways that make a person use his brain for a while (hypo)

o A dilemma happens when you ask yourself if you should do something
or not to do it ...... just like Hamlet who had involved in such a
situation. It is disturbing of your peace of mind (hesi, emo)

o A dilemma is a situation when are forced to choose only one way out
of the two, but not in an ordinary way. For example, you may be
required either to accept or decline an invitation. It is not a dilemma.
A dilemma is “a tense case” (exact wording). (hesi, dif)

2. How does a dilemma affect one’s decision making?

o It is not easy for sure (dif). Your emotions and your thoughts are

deeply engaged (emo, logic).
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o It makes me stop thinking for a while. Perhaps it is unpleasant. Not
easy. (hesi, unpleasant)

o It is difficult to choose a logical way out of the situation(dif)because
the one you choose may be against your true desire (unpleasant,
conflict)

o It takes time for me to decide as such situations are rather difficult (hesi,
dif)

o My mind stops working and it is difficult to choose between two
apparent harsh decisions (hesi, dif, tense)

o It is difficult to decide because these dilemmas are usually of the type
that affect your feelings. (dif, emo)

o This difficulty of decision making is one of the characteristics of
dilemmas because get stuck between your feelings and your logic.
(emo , dif, hesi)

o Itis difficult because the situations are unpleasant.(dif, unpleasant)

o A dilemma disturbs your feelings, but I think it depends on the type of
the situation as well. (emo, context)

3. Does a dilemma arouse your emotions in terms of negative or positive emotions?
How does it?

o It does. Sometimes you hate your situation and do not do anything
(emo, deon-nega)

o It is not such a situation you could like or decide in. Therefore, it is
emotion based. (emo, deon-nega)

o Yes. And because of that you don’t know what to do. (emo, hesi)

o I don’t know what you mean by positive emotion. I think I do not like
a situation where | cannot decide easily. So, | think it arouses my
negative emotions. (hesi , emo, unpleasant, dif)

o Emotion is a factor in that. Yes. It affects one’s emotions. (emo)

o Yes, it affects one’s emotions in a negative way. (emo, unpleasant)

o Yes, but | say to myself there is no way out and | have to be logical.
(emo, hypo-positive)

o It think yes , some people even lose their courage and will not act in
any of the ways ( emo, deon-nega)

o For me, personally, it wouldn’t be easy. It does. (dif, emo)

4. What kinds of feelings are aroused in such a person with the belief that evil is evil
under any circumstance?

o Fear, depression , negative feelings (deon-nega, emo)

o Hatred(deon-nega, emo )

o Negative emotions (deon-nega, emo)

o Hesitation and anger perhaps (deon-nega, hesi)

o | think negative emotions (emo, deon-nega)

o Negative feelings (deon-nega, emo)

o Just negative (deon-nega, emo )
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o Pressure, negative feelings (deon-nega, emo)
o Negative emotions (deon-nega, emo)
5. A person strongly believes that murder is evil in itself and it should be avoided at
any cost. Can he bring himself to commit murder in a dilemmatic situation even
when it is the best possible choice?
o | do not think so. (deon-nega)
o Such a question. No in that case, | cannot. (deon-nega)
o Perhaps, I would do .It depends on the situation. I don’t know now.
(hypo- posi)
o | wish I am not forced to do, but sometimes you cannot control a
situation even if you believe in something.(hypo-posi)
o | would hate such a dilemmatic situation. No. (deon-nega, emo )
o If I had such a belief, I would avoid murdering someone. (deon, nega)
o | think you should have also named the victim. If that person is an
enemy why not then.(hypo-posi)
o Yes , someone of such a belief avoid doing murder .(deon-nega)
o He wouldn’t have done the murder .(deon-nega)
6. A person’s mentality is that let’s do what is the best for all. Can such a person
find, for example, murder situation less negative or even positive?
o Yes, when it is for the others’ benefit (hypo-posi, emo)
o More positive, less negative since the person is doing something for
all (hypo-positive, emo)
o Yes (hypo-posi, emo)
o Yes, for him the burden of the situation is less (hypo-posi, emo)
o It should be so (hypo-posi, emo)
o That helps a person to justify his action. yes (hypo-posi, emo)
o Such a belief reduces the severity of murder decision for him (hypo-
posi, emo)
o | think he or she finds it less negative (hypo-posi, emo)
o Yes. Of course, it would be much easier for him to commit murder for
the benefit of all others. (hypo-posi, emo)
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Please determine the degree of your agreement with the 9 items on the 7-point scale
Likert scale. The questions concern two groups defined in the following:
o The believers of the motto that “an evil act is evil in all situations” are
called deontic group
o The believers of the motto that “the best action is the one that benefits
the majority of people” are called consequentialist group, or
consequentialists.
1= The lowest level of agreement (Lst); 4= Medium level of agreement and 7=
The highest level of agreement (Hsm)
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Main statements Lst M Hst

1. Dilemmas are emotion-laden situations. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

2. In their most devoted state, the deontic
group can experience the greatestamountof | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
unpleasantness facing dilemmas.

3. In their most devoted state, the
consequentialists can experience the least | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
degree of unpleasantness facing dilemmas.

4. In their most devoted state, the deontic
group show the least control in unpleasant | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
dilemmas.

5. In their most devoted state, the
consequentialists have greatest degree of | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
control in dilemmas.

6. In their most devoted state, the deontic
group find dilemmas the most arousing of | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
negative emations.

7. In their most devoted state, the
consequentialist group find dilemmas the | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
least arousing of negative emotions.

8. In their most devoted state, the deontic
group find dilemmas the most difficult for | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
decision-making

9. In their most devoted state, the
consequentialist group find dilemmas the | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
least difficult for decision making.
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