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An exploratory study of selection preferences in the Monty Hall Dilemma: Analysis of free

responses
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In the Monty Hall Dilemma (MHD), discussed in the popular “Ask Marylin” column of Parade
magazine in September 1990, people seldom select the correct answer. The purpose of this study is
to clarify what makes the MHD so difficult to solve. In order to explore why people tend to stick
with their initial selections, we asked 102 participants to solve the MHD task, and analyzed their
free responses concerning their reasons for sticking with initial selections using the K] method.
The results indicated that responses fell into 11 categories, positioned along two dimensions. While
one dimension is related to confidence in one’s selection, the other relates to judgment criteria.
This study suggests that people do not see the MHD as a probability judgment problem or realize

how difficult it is to solve the problem correctly.
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