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a E What is the right thing to do if | had to choose between letting five people die or accepting
the death of another person instead?

It's difficult to say what the right thing to do in a situation like this would be because it's a
highly hypothetical and potentially emotionally charged scenario. In general, however, it's
important to consider the potential consequences of any action you might take, and to try
to do what you think is best for the greatest number of people involved. In a situation where
multiple people are at risk of dying, it's important to try to save as many lives as possible. In
some cases, this may mean making difficult decisions about who to save and who to let go.

Ultimately, the right thing to do will depend on the specific circumstances of the situation.

b E Would it be right to sacrifice one person to save five others?

It is never right to sacrifice one person to save five others. Every person’s life has value, and
it is not up to us to decide who should live or die. Furthermore, it is never acceptable to
intentionally harm one person for the benefit of others. We should always strive to find ways

to save everyone involved in a situation, rather than resorting to sacrificing anyone.

Figure 1. Two instances of moral advice by ChatGPT. ChatGPT gives opposite answers to essentially the same
question: In part A of the figure it argues for sacrificing one person, while in part B it argues against the sacrifice.
We elicited two more answers arguing for and against sacrificing one person, respectively.
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What do you think is the right thing to do?

Bridge Dilemma ; Switch Dilemma
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Advice: E== Sacrifice one person E=3 Do not sacrifice one person

Figure 2. Influence of advice on moral judgment. The figure plots the proportions, along with the 95%
confidence intervals, of subjects who find sacrificing one person the right thing to do after receiving advice. The
numbers of observations figure above the boxes.
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What do you think is the right thing to do?

Bridge Dilemma Switch Dilemma
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Without advice, what do you think is the right thing to do?
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Figure 3. Subconscious influence of advice on moral judgments. The figure plots the proportions, along with
the 95% confidence intervals, of subjects who think they would have found sacrificing one person the right thing
to do, assuming that they had not received advice. The numbers of observations figure above the boxes.
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