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3. Pe3rome cTaTbM HA A3BIKE opuruHaJ’ia.
Skepticism about the epistemic value of intuition in theoretical and philosophical inquiry has
recently been bolstered by empirical research suggesting that people’s concrete-case
intuitions are vulnerable to irrational biases (e.g., the order effect). What is more, skeptics
argue that we have no way to “calibrate” our intuitions against these biases and no way of
anticipating intuitional instability. This paper challenges the skeptical position, introducing
data from two studies that suggest not only that people’s concrete-case intuitions are often
stable, but also that people have introspective awareness of this stability, providing a
promising means by which to assess the epistemic value of our intuitions.

4. Ha3paHue cTATbH Ha PyCCKOM fI3bIKe:
HNuTynTnBHAs CTAaOMIBHOCTB: SICHO, CTPOTO, TAparMaTH4IHoO.

5. Pe3rome cTaTbH Ha PyCCKOM si3bIKe (TOYHBIH NepeBoa 1.3).

B crtatbe Ha npuvmepe ABYX 3KCNepuMeHTanbHbIX UCCneoBaHWin, OBCyXAaeTcsa BOMPOC
KOHCTPYKTMBHOW BanugHOCTU 1 3BPUCTUYECKON LIEHHOCTU UHTYULINN.

CkenTuunaMm Mo noBoAy 3SMNUCTEMOSIONMYECKOM LUEHHOCTU WHTYMUUM B TEeOpeTUYeckux u
urocopCckMx unccrnefoBaHUsAX B MNocrnegHee BpeMs MNoAAepXMBaAETCH  IMMUPUYECKUMMU
AoKa3aTenbCcTBamMun, NOATBEPXKAALWNMU, YTO YerioBeveckass MHTYULUNA B KOHKPETHbIX Crnyyasax
ysi3BMMa C TOYKM 3pEHUA UMppauMoHaribHOM HeOoOBLEKTUMBHOCTM  (Hanpumep, addekT
nocnegoBaTenbHOCTU U T.4.). bonee Toro, ckenTuku yTBepXOakT, YTO HEeT HMKakoro crnocoba
«OTKanMbpoBaTb» HaWy WHTYMUMIO C Yy4ETOM I3TOW HEOOBLEKTMBHOCTU W HUKAKOro nyTn Ans
aHTMuMnauumn (npegyragbiBaHnsa) HECTabunbHOCTU MHTYMUMKU. [aHHasa ctaTba G6pocaeT Bbi30B
No3nUMsIM CKEeNTUKOB, NpefocTaBnas AaHHble ABYX WCCIeLOoBaHWW, KOTOpble MOATBEPXAAloT,
YTO MHTYMLUNSA HE TOSbKO YacTo CTabunibHa B KOHKPETHbIX Criyvasix, HO M noan obHapyXmBaloT
WHTPOCNEKTUBHYID  OCBEOOMIIEHHOCTb [JaHHOW cTabunbHocTM. B cTtatbe npuBoaaTcs
AoKasaTenbcTBa, obeljalolime MHOro CrnocoboB OLEHKM 3MNUCTEMOSIOrMYECKON LIEHHOCTM
4YenoBeYeCKON UHTYULMK.



6. OcHoBHasi yacTh: peepaTUBHbIN MaTepHaJl, MOATOTOBJIEHHbIl ACHUPAHTOM.
Beenenue

CkenTuuM3M 1O TMOBOJY SIUCTEMOJOTHYECKOM LIEHHOCTH WHTYULUU B TEOPETUUYECKUX U
buIocoOPCKUX MCCIEAOBAHUAX B TIOCIEAHEE BpEMs MOIICPIKUBACTCS YMIUPUICCKUMU T0KA3aTeILCTBAMH,
MOJITBEPKTAIONIUMH, YTO YeJOBEUSCKass MHTYHIMS B KOHKPETHBIX CIydasX ysS3BUMa C TOYKH 3PCHUS
UppaMOHATLHON HEOOBEKTUBHOCTH (Hampumep, 3(h(HeKT mociae10BaTeNbHOCTH H T.J1.).

bonee Toro, ckenTHKM yTBEPKIAIOT, YTO HET HUKAKOTO CIIOCO0a «OTKAIMOPOBAThY» HAIly HHTYUIUIO C
Y4ETOM ATO HEeOOBEKTUBHOCTH M HUKAKOTO ITYTH VISl aHTULIUTIAIIUY HECTAOMITbHOCTH UHTYHIIHH.

JlanHas ctaths OpocaeT BBI3OB MO3ULMSAM CKENTUKOB, MPENOCTaBIsAs JaHHBIE JABYX HCCIEIOBAHUIA,
KOTOpPBIE MOATBEPKIAIOT, UTO HHTYHIIHS HE TOJBKO YacTO CTAOMIbHA B KOHKPETHBIX CIyJasX, HO U JIFOIH
00HapyXHUBaIOT UHTPOCTIEKTUBHYIO OCBEOMJIEHHOCTD JaHHON CTaOMUIBLHOCTH.

B craTtbe mpuBOAATCA TOKa3aTENbCTBA, OOCIIAIONINE MHOTO CIIOCOOOB OLIEHKU AMHUCTEMOJIOIMYECKON
LEHHOCTU UHTYUIIUH.

* Teopernueckue NpeaIOCHIIKA

B mocnennee Bpemsi MHTEpeC K MHTYUIIMU BO3HUKAET B paMKax (uiocoduu, KOTHUTHUBHBIX HayK,
TICHXOJIOT HIH.

KakoBa ponb WHTYWMIMH B pa3iMYHbIX BUAAX KOTHUTHBHBIX IPOLIECCOB, MaTEeMaTHKE, JIOTHKE,
MOpAJIbHBIX MPEICTaBICHUSIX?

YacTto MHTYHIIMS paccMaTpuBaeTcs B cBs3u c. linguistics, rapid judgment, decision making, problem-
solving, implicit learning, social cognition u ..

* Teopernyeckuit BOPOC UCCIEIOBAHUS B AMMUCTEMOJIIOTHYECKOM CTATYCE «MHTYHIIHI:

C SIHUCTEeMOJIOTHYECKON TOYKH 3PEHUS, JISTUTUMHO JH (OPMHPOBAaHUE TPEACTABICHUN B 00JacTu
JIOTUKH, MaTEeMaTHKH, JMHCTEMOJIOTHMH, MOpadd U T.I. Ha OCHOBAHMHU HHTYUIIUU TEOPETHUECKHUX
MIPUHIIAIIOB ¥W/WJIM KOHKPETHBIX CITydaeB (BKIIOYAs peaabHbIC M TUTIOTETHICCKUE CUTYAIUN)?

Hmeer i MHTYHLHMS MO3UTHBHYIO MM CTEMOJIOTHYECKYI0 IEHHOCTD ?

B nmutepatype mosiBisieTcs Bce OOJbIIE MCCIIEAOBAHHM, MPEIOCTABISMIONINX MO3UTUBHBIE OTBETHI Ha
3aJJaHHBINA BOTIPOC.

OpHaKo aKaJeMUYECKU CKENTHUIM3M 10 OTHOIICHHWIO K WHTYHIIMH MMEET Cephe3HbIe OCHOBAaHUS B
¢dumocopckoit METOJOIOTHH.

* MHccnenosanus Swain et al. (2008)

B wuccnemosanuu Swain, Alexander, and Weinberg (2008) 0buto OOHApy)KEHO, YTO OTBETHI
UCTIBITYEMBIX 9yBCTBUTEILHEI K ‘Order effect’ (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974)

B uccnenoannu Swain et al. (2008) Tak e uccienopaics 3GdeKT mocae10BaTeIbHOCTH (BIUSHUC HA
HECTaOMJIPHOCTh MHTYMILIMM) Ha mpumepe [rue-Temp case (popmupoBaHHE CYXKIEHHUS O BO3MOMXKHOCTAX
TEMIIepaTyPHOI YyBCTBUTEIBLHOCTH YesoBeka). CM. Appendix A

BbiBon: uHTYnuuss HecTaOWiIbHA, HEBO3MOXKHO «OTKAJIMOPOBAaTH» WM MPEABOCXUTHTH YCIOBHS
NPOSIBIICHUS HMHTYUIIMM B KOHKPETHBIX CJIy4asX, T.K. OHa OCHOBBIBa€TCS Ha HppalOHATBHON
HEOOBEKTUBHOCTH (HampuMep, MmoABepkeHa (D PEKTy MOCIe0BATSIBHOCTH).

e Ilenu uccieqoBaHus

Heobxoammo HaWTH HAASKHBIA METON, TO3BOJISIIONIMNA OOHAPY)KMBATh CTAOWIIBHBIC YCIOBHUSA
MPOSIBIICHUS] MHTYUIIMM U O0ECIeurnBaTh MOHUMAaHUE, MOYeMYy WHTYUTHBHBIC JOTAJKH B ONPEACIICHHBIX
CUTYalUsX CTaOMIIbHBI U HAJICXKHBI.

A He Jnenatb BBIBOA O TOM, YTO OJHY OSKCIEPUMEHTAJIBHYIO JIEMOHCTPALMI0 MOKHO CUHUTATh
OCHOBaHHEM /Jisi BBIBOJOB O TOM, YTO pa3 HMHTYUIMS HeCTaOWIbHA, 3HAYUT HET € JoBepus Kak
UCTOYHUKY JTOKA3aTEIbCTB ISl TCOPETUIECKUX U (PUITOCO(CKHUX BHIBOJIOB.

* T'unore3sl

I'mnore3sa 1.

Tonpko ompezaeNeHHbI BUA UHTYUIUN (MHTYHUIIUS 00 ONpEAeNIeHHBIX BUJAX CUTYyallMi) YCTOHYUB K
HECTAOMILHOCTH U JIFO]IM UMIUTHIIUTHO OCBEIOMIICHBI O TOM, C KAKHM BHJIOM HMEIOT JEJIO.

I'mnoresa 2.



CymiecTByeT HECKOJBKO TOTEHLIMANIBHO HAAEKHBIX METONOB Uil OOHapy)KEHUS WHTYUTHBHOMN
HECTAaOMJIBHOCTH — CpEeA MPOYMX, MUHTPOCIEKTHBHAS OILEHKAa HAJEKHOCTH W IPEANoaracéMou CHIIbI
MHTYUTUBHOTO NPEATIOI0KEHUS.

* 2. Uccaenosanue 1.

* 2.1.1. UcnbiTyemble

B uccnenoBanum npunsio yyactue 188 ucnbityeMbix (87 manpunkos, 101 geBouek)

B ocHOBHOM — eBponeouasl

[Toompenue 3a yyactue — 3a4er.

Crynenrsi 1 kypca the University of Wyoming

[Ipeanonaranoch, 4T0 MX NO3HAHUSA B (WIOCO(GUU MHHHMMAJbHBI, XOTS aBTOPbI KAIOTCS, YTO HE
CIIPOCHIIH.

e 2.1.2. lIpouenypa

HcmpiTyeMble moTy4dany paHaoMH3HpOBaHHbIe cepun Tecta Swain et al. (2008)

Kaxxnas cepust Brimrouana 4 ciydast — cm. Appendix A 1.

Kaxxnplii ucnplTyemslil oyyan Bce 4 cityyasi B paHIOMU3UPOBAHHOM IOPSIZIKE.

[Tocne mpoyTeHus: Kaxa0ro ciyyast UCHBITYEMOIO CHpaIIMBajIM, NEHCTBUTENBHO JIU AEHUCTBYIOLIEE
JUIO W3 CHUTYyallUd pacroyliarajo CHeru(HUYecKuM CyXIeHHeM (Hampumep, ais True-Temp:
JIEWCTBUTEINILHO JIK TeMrieparypa onuia 71).

Ucneiryemsrii orBeuan JJA win HET.

[Tocne yero ero mpocuiay NpoOpaHkKUPOBATh YBEPEHHOCTh B cBoeM oTBeTe oT 0 10 5

(0 = not very confident to 5 = very confident).

* PesynbraTel

He 0b110 BBISIBIIEHO HUKAKUX Pa3IU4Ui B CBSI3U C MOJIOM.

B uccnenoanuu Swain et al. (2008) ObU10 MOKa3aHO, YTO UCHBITYEMbIE CKOpEE TOJIAratoT, YTO CIIydai
True-Temp comepXuT peajabHOE 3HAHUE CyOBEKTa O TEMIIEpaType, €Clii 3TOT ciydai cieayer 3a Coin-
Flip, uem nocne Testimony. B naHHOM 3KCIiepUMEHTE MOJTYYCH CXOAHBIN MATTEPH:

- True-Temp mocnie Coin-Flip (55%) u True-Temp nocie Testimony (40%) unu Fake-Barn (26%), x2
(2, N =143) =8.25, p =.016 (Fig. 1)

Cxoxue pe3ynbTarhl Ui cutyarmu Fake-Barn: GONBIIMHCTBO UCHBITYEMBIX B MEHBIICH CTEMCHU
TIoJIarajiy, YTO MEHTAJIBHBIA cTaTyc SUZY MOX0X Ha «3HAHUE», €CIIM CIydail ciiepoBai nocie Testimony
uiu Coin-Flip (40% and 39%, cOOTBETCTBEHHO), YeM eciii OH ciienoBai mocie True-Temp (59%): x2 (2,
N =144) = 4.91, p = .086 (Fig. 2)

Onnako B cimydae Testimony u Coin-Flip we 6buto oOHapyxeHo 3(ddekra mocieaI0BaTeIbHOCTH:
UCTIBITYEMbIE aTpUOyTUPOBANIN CIIydail «3HAaHUEM» HE3aBHCHUMO OT TOTO, 32 KAKUM CIIy4aeM OH CJIeI0BAJ

(79-84%), x 2 (2, N = 139) = .50, p = .77.

Tax xe ciy4aii Coin-Flip He BeI3bIBaM H0BepHs B 000 cutyaruu: (0-6%), x 2 (2, N = 133) = 2.50, p
=.29 (Fig. 3)

HcnbiTyemble 00Hapy>KUBAJIM HHTPOCHIEKTYBHOE MEPEKUBAHNE HHTYUTUBHOW CTAOMIIBHOCTH.

[TapHble cpaBHeHMs t-3HaYeHUH MOKA3aM, YTO UCIBITyeMble 0O0JIee YyBEPEHBI B CBOUX CYXKACHUAX O
Coin-Flip (M = 4.4, SE = .06) u Testimony (M = 4.5, SE = .06), yem o True-Temp (M =3.9, SE =.09) u
Fake-Barn (M = 3.9, SE = .08), ts(187) = 5.4 k 6.7, ps < .001,

X0Ts UX YBEpEHHOCTh 3HAYMMO HE pas3iinyajach B CUTyallUd JABYX CTAaOWIBHBIX WM HECTaOMIBbHBIX
ciyuaes: 1(187) = 1.6, p = .11 and t(187) = .27, p = .79, COOTBETCTBEHHO.

PesynbTatsl cM. B pucyHkax 1-5.

* 3. HUccnenosanue 2

e 3.1.1. UcnbiTyemblie

181 ucnpiTyemslit
CTapIIEKyPCHUKH

33 manpunka, 148 nesouek;
B OCHOBHOM €BPOTEOHU/IbI

u3 the College of Charleston

ANANENRN



VYyacTue B UCCIIEZIOBAHUH 3a 3a4eT.

OtHouenmne K GuIocoPpuu U AMUCTEMOTOTHH:

- 93% nHe umeno onbiTa GUIOCOPCKUX U3BICKAHUI

- 6% npociyIaiy Wik IpocaylIBalu BBEACHUE B (PUIOCOPHIO

- 1% (1,81 ucnpITyemblii?) 3aKOHUMII MAaruCTpaTypy B obsact punocoduu

* 3.2.2. UccnenoBanue 2

* IIpouenypa

Curyaruu Swain et al. (2008) 6su11 1omoHeHs! apyrumu — cm. Appendix 2.1 — Bcero 9 curyanui, 3
U3 KOTOPBIX COJAEP)KAIM JSTHYECKHE CHUTyalud (B OTJIMYME OT SIUCTEMOJIOTUYECKUX CHTyalui
uccaenaoBanus 1).

Cutyaruu ObUTH IPEIBSIBISIINCH B CIIyYaifHOM TMOPSIIKE KaK OT CEPUU K CEpUH, TaK U BHYTPU CEPHUH.

6 cutyaruu o0 AT HHTYUTUBHON CTaOMIIBHOCTBIO, 3 — HECTAOUIILHOCTHIO.

[Tociie mpodTeHHs CUTYAIMi UCIIBITYEMbIE OLIEHUBAIN CUTYallUU TUXOTOMUYHO (Ia/HET):

1) DmucTeMoIorHYecKre — Ha IPaBIHBOCTb

2) DTHYecKHe — Ha MOPaJIbHOCTh

e 32.2.Uccnenosanue 2

* IIpouenypa

[Mocne mpouenypbl Kaxaas CHTyalusl OLCHUBATIACh UCIIBITYeMbIMU Ha HAJICKHOCTD 1o mmkane Likert
(ot 1 1o 7) - (1 = not very confident , 7 = very confident)

HcnbITyeMBIX MPOCHIN MTPOPAHKUPOBATh, HACKOJIBKO OHHM YBEpPEHBI B cBouX oTBetax - (1 = not very
strongly, 7 = very strongly).

B KOHIle HCIBITYeMBIX MPOCHIM OTBETHTh HAa BOHpPOC O corjiacoBanHoctu oteetoB: If 100 other
College of Charleston students were asked the same question, how many do you think would give the
same answer you did? (1 = none of them, 7 = all 100 of them).

* 3.2.Pesynbratsl. UccnenoBanue 2

[Tony4yeHnHble faHHbIE 00padaTHIBANINCH AHAJTOIMYHO UCCIEI0BaHMIO 1.

Cutyanui  CpaBHHMBAJIHMCh TIOMAPHO W OTHOCHUTENBHO BCEX CHTyallMd B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT
HOCJIE10BATEIbHOCTH.

Paznuunii o mosy Tax e ObUI0 He 00HAPYKEHO.

He Ob110 BBIABIEHO pa3iuyne B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT (PHIIOCO(PCKOM HCKYILIEHHOCTH.

PesynpTathl cM. B pucyHkax 6-10.

* OOcyxaeHue 1 BBIBOJIBI
beuiu  BBIIBICHBI CUTyallud, B KOTOpPbIX HUCHBITYCMbIC O6Hapy)KI/IBaIOT HHTYUTHUBHYIO
CTaOMIBHOCTh U HECTAOUIBLHOCTH (TUIIOTE3a 1).
I/ICHBITyeMBIe HHTPOCIICKTUBHO OTAAKOT OTYET B TOM, KAKHC CHTyallud BOCIHPHUHHUMANOTCA
WHTYUTHUBHO HAJIS)KHBIMH, a KaKHME BOCTIPUHUMAIOT HHTYUTUBHO UPPaAllMOHATBHBIMY (TUIIOTE3A 2).
e BriBogbl
YenoBeueckas MCUXHUKa CIIOCOOHA MHTPOCIIEKTUBHO OOHAPY)KMBATh MHTYHUTHUBHYIO HECTAOMIBHOCTD U
3alUIIATHCS OT HEOOBEKTUBHBIX HEHAACKHBIX (DIYKTyaluil.
Boiee nmaparMaTU4€CKUeC Ciiydan MCHEC YyBCTBHUTCIIbHBI K HEOOHLEKTUBHOCTH JaHHBIX UHTYULIUH.
Tak AeficTBUTEIBHO JIM UHTYHIHUS HE 00J1a/1aeT AMUCTEMOIOTHUYECKON IIECHHOCTHIO?
H606XOI[I/IMO IIOMHHUTB, YTO UHTYULUSA MOXKET 06J'Ia,Z[aTB HaACKHOCTBIO, HO HE MOYHOCHbIO.
No comment (BMecTo 3aKTFOUYCHNU):
And the good news is that whatever epistemically suspect reasons (e.g., unwarranted theoretical
commitments) for intuitional stability that may exist, intuitional instability is one worry that we do not
need to be too worried about.



7. IlpunjoxkeHue: Bce MILJIIOCTPAIMM U TAa0JHMUBbI CTATHM HA A3bIKE OPUTHHAJIA C COXPAHEHUEM
UX HyMepauuH.
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Appendix A

A.l. Study 1 Cases

COIN-FLIP: Dave likes to play a game with flipping a coin. He sometimes gets a ‘‘special feeling” that the next flip will
come out heads. When he gets this ‘‘special feeling”, he is right about half the time, and wrong about half the time. Just
before the next flip, Dave gets that “special feeling”, and the feeling leads him to believe that the coin will land heads. He
flips the coin, and it does land heads.

TRUE-TEMP: One day Charles was knocked out by a falling rock; as a result his brain was ‘‘rewired” so that he is always
right whenever he estimates the temperature where he is. Charles is unaware that his brain has been altered in this way. A
few weeks later, this brain rewiring leads him to believe that it is 71 degrees in his room. Apart from his estimation, he has
no other reasons to think that it is 71 degrees. In fact, it is 71 degrees.

FAKE-BARN: Suzy looks out the window of her car and sees a barn near the road, and so she comes to believe that there’s
a barn near the road. However, Suzy doesn’t realize that the countryside she is driving through is currently being used as
the set of a film, and that the set designers have constructed many Fake-Barn facades in this area that look as though they
are real barns. In fact, Suzy is looking at the only real barn in the area.

TESTIMONY: Karen is a distinguished professor of chemistry. This morning, she read an article in a leading scientific
journal that mixing two common floor disinfectants, Cleano Plus and Washaway, will create a poisonous gas that is deadly
to humans. In fact, the article is correct: mixing the two products does create a poisonous gas. At noon, Karen sees a janitor
mixing Cleano Plus and Washaway and yells to him, ‘‘Get away! Mixing those two products creates a poisonous gas!”
A.2. Study 2 Cases

A.2.1. Set 1: epistemic vignettes

CLEAR YES (Perception): Pat walks into her kitchen during the day when the lighting was good and there was nothing
interfering with her vision. She sees a red apple sitting on the counter, where she had left it after buying it at the grocery
store the day before. As she leaves home, she tells her son, Joe, that there is a red apple sitting on the kitchen counter and
to make sure to pack it with his lunch.

CLEAR NO (Coin-Flip): Dave likes to play a game with flipping a coin. He sometimes gets a ‘‘special feeling” that the
next flip will come out heads. When he gets this “special feeling”, he is right about half the time, and wrong about half the
time. Just before the next flip, Dave gets that “‘special feeling”, and the feeling leads him to believe that the coin will land
heads. He flips the coin, and it does land heads.

NOT CLEAR (True-Temp): Suppose Charles undergoes brain surgery by an experimental surgeon who invents a small
device which is both a very accurate thermometer and a computational device capable of generating thoughts. The device,
called a tempucomp, is implanted in Charles’ head so that the very tip of the device, no larger than the head of a pin, sits
unnoticed on his scalp and acts as a sensor to transmit information about the temperature to the computational system of his
brain. This device, in turn, sends a message to his brain causing him to think of the temperature recorded by the external
sensor. Assume that the tempucomp is very reliable, and so his thoughts are correct temperature thoughts. All told, this is a
reliable belief-forming process. Charles has no idea that the tempucomp has been inserted in his brain, is only slightly
puzzled about why he thinks so obsessively about the temperature, but never checks a thermometer to determine whether
these thoughts about the temperature are correct. He accepts them unreflectively, another effect of the tempucomp. Thus, at
a particular moment in time he thinks and accepts that the temperature is 71 degrees — and it is, in fact, 71 degrees.

A.2.2. Set 2: epistemic vignettes

CLEAR YES (Testimony): Karen is a distinguished professor of chemistry. This morning, she read an article in a leading
scientific journal that mixing two common floor disinfectants, Cleano Plus and Washaway, will create a poisonous gas that
is deadly to humans. In fact, the article is correct: mixing the two products does create a poisonous gas. At noon, Karen
sees a janitor mixing Cleano Plus and Washaway and yells to him, ‘‘Get away! Mixing those two products creates a
poisonous gas!”

CLEAR NO (Guess): Laura’s math teacher asks everyone to perform a difficult math problem. Laura realizes that she has
no idea how to do the problem and so she just sits there and doodles. After about a minute, the math teacher asks Laura to
report to the class what answer she had gotten. Not knowing what else to do, Laura blurts out ‘“35” as a completely random
guess. As it turns out, this is the correct answer and the teacher congratulates Laura for a job well done.

NOT CLEAR (Farmer): Farmer Field is concerned about his prize cow, Daisy, whom he put out into a field to graze earlier
that morning. In fact, he is so concerned that he goes out to the field to check on her periodically. Standing by the gate, he
sees in the distance, behind some trees, a white and black shape that he recognizes as his favorite cow. He goes back home
and tells his friend, the dairyman, that he knows that Daisy is in the field, grazing happily. Yet when the dairyman leaves to
go home, he walks by the field and notices that even though Daisy is in fact in the field just as Farmer Field thought, she is
actually napping in a hollow, behind a bush, well out of sight of the gate (and of Farmer Field). He then also spots a large
piece of black and white cardboard that has got caught in a tree, making it look like Daisy is standing there.

A.2.3. Set 3: ethical vignettes

CLEAR NO (Break-Promise): Fred promises his girlfriend that he will meet her for lunch at 12 pm on Wednesday at their
favorite cafe. Wednesday at 11:45 am, on his way to the cafe, Fred runs into his grandfather, who is out for a stroll. They
exchange hellos, and then suddenly Fred’s grandfather clutches his chest and falls to the ground unconscious. An
ambulance arrives minutes later to take Fred’s grandfather to the hospital. Fred accompanies his grandfather to the hospital,
even though he knows that doing so means that he will be breaking his promise to have lunch with his girlfriend.



CLEAR YES (Sell-iPod): Laura and Suzy are roommates. Laura asks Suzy if she has seen her new iPod, which she had
worked an extra job over the summer to be able to afford. Suzy did recently see it under a pile of papers on the bookshelf.
But Suzy lies to Laura, telling her that she hasn’t seen it. She thinks that if Laura doesn’t find it on her own in a day or two,
she can take it down to the pawn shop and get $100 for it, which would provide her with beer money for the week.
UNCLEAR (Hide-Bombers): Martha hides her Jewish neighbors in her basement during the Nazi occupation of France. A
German soldier comes to her door one afternoon and asks her if she knows where her neighbors have gone. Martha knows
that her neighbors are wanted by the Germans for bombing a German-only schoolyard and killing several children, injuring
others. Martha lies to the soldier, telling them no, she hasn’t seen them recently, but she believes that they fled the country.

8. ®UO acnupaHTa U €ro KOOPJAMHATHI.
Kopo6xkuna E.1O., cauk@narod.ru mim e.u.korobkina@gmail.com



mailto:cauk@narod.ru
mailto:e.u.korobkina@gmail.com

