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POL203 3. 5. 2018



Kulturné podminéné chovani?

* Je chovani, které lze pozorovat v BGT dano prostredim?

* Existuji spolecné vzorce na urovni skupin?

* GT: izolovani hraci bez kontextu

* Hodnoty, cile, postoje, politicka participace, instituce atd..



Kulturné podminéné chovani

* |dentifikovatelné behavioralni rysy u kazdého jednotlivce
e Jedinci vykazuji podobné chovani jako ostatni lidé ve skupiné
* Chovani lidi v jedné skupiné se lisi od chovani lidi v jiné skupiné



Kulturné podminéné chovani

* 1) Individualni konzistentnost
e 2) Skupinova konzistentnost
* 3) Kontextualni efekty

 4) Behavioralni stabilita

 5) Suboptimalni chovani



Ma kultura v dnesni dobé vyznam?

 Existuji vubec dostatecné kulturni rozdily?

* Teorie modernizace predpoklada konvergenci:

* S modernizaci maji “nezapadni” spolecnosti prijmout zapadni ,,moderni“
hodnoty

e Zakladni teze i dnes: industrializace vede ke kulturnim a socialnim
Zmeénam

* Ale vede modernizace ke kulturni konvergenci nebo jsou hodnoty
persistentni?

* Je modernizace otazkou vnitrniho nastaveni? Nebo externi faktory?



Vyvoj k postmoderni spolecnosti

* Industrializace: materialni hodnoty

* Postindustrialni spoleCnost: kvalita zivota, ochrana zivotniho prostredi,
sebevyjadreni

* Odklon od produkce za kazdou cenu

e Vice duraz na komunikaci a informace, rozhodovani

e Kulturni zména neni linedrni, rizné zemé - rlzny vyvoj

* Weber (1904) role nabozenstvi je trvala

e Kulturni rozdily zachovany (smérfujeme k McWorldu Watson 1998)

* Huntington: 8 civilizaCnich zén, navzdory modernizaci

* Zdpadni kfestanstvi, Ortodoxni zéna, Islamska zona, Konfucidnska zéna, Japonsko,
Hinduisticka zona, Africka zona, Latinsko-americka



Inglehart a Baker 2000

* World value Survey v 1990s

* Dvé dimenze:
* Tradicni vs. Sekularné-racionalni orientace
e Prezitivs. Sebevyjadreni



Table 1. Items Characterizing Two Dimensions of Cross-Cultural Variation: Nation-Level Analysis

Factor Loadings

Dimension and Item Mation Level Individual Level

Traditional vs. Secular-Rarional Values®
TRADITIONAL VALUES EMPHASIZE THE FOLLOWING:

God is very important in respondent’s life, 91 — g —

It is more important for a child to learn obedience and religious 29 - 61 —
faith than independence and determination.”

Abortion is never justifiable, 42 — 61 —

Respondent has strong sense of national pride. 82 — B —

Respondent favors more respect for authority. J — 51 —_

(SECULAR-RATIONAL VALUES EMPHASIZE THE OPPOSITE)

Survival vs. Self-Expression Values©

SURVIVAL VALUES EMPHASIZE THE FOLLOWING:

Respondent gives priority to economic and physical security over — .86 — .59
self-expression and quality-of-life.

Respondent describes self as not very happy. — .81 — .58
Respondent has not signed and would not sign a petition. —  .BOD — .59
Homosexuality is never justifiable. — .78 — 54
You have to be very careful aboul trusting people. — .56 — 44

(SELF-EXPRESSION VALUES EMPHASIZE THE OFPOSITE)

Source: Nation-level and individual-level data from 65 societies surveyed in the 1990-1991 and 1995-
1998 World Values Surveys,

Note: The original polarities vary. The above statements show how each item relates to the given dimen-
sion, based on a factor analysis with varimax rotation. Number of cases for nation-level analysis is 65; total
N for individual-level is 165,594 (smallest N for any of the above items is 146,789,

* Explains 44 percent of cross-national variation, and 26 percent of individual-level variation,

b Autonomy index.

¢ Explains 26 percent of the cross-national variation, and 13 percent of the individual-level variation.
! Measured by the four-item materialist/postmaterialist values index,
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Fizure 1. Locations of 65 Societies on Two Dimensions of Cross-Cultural Variation: World Values

Surveys, 1990-1991 and 1995-1998

Note: The scales on each axis indicate the country’s factor scores on the given dimension. The positions

of Colombia and Pakistan are estimated from incomplete data.




Vliv ekonomiky?

Traditional/Secular-Rational Dimension
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Kulturni vlivy?

* Pretrvavaji vlivy kulturnich zon

* Ekonomika nedokaze nekteré rozdily vysvétlit

* Nabozenské a historické dédictvi (postkomunismus, kolonialismus)
* Hranice kulturnich zon jsou subjektivni

* Ale zony maji presto explanacni silu



Tahle 4. Standardized Coefficients from the Regression of Traditlonal/Secular-Rational Values and
Survival/Self-Expression Values on Economic Development and Cultural Heritage Zone

Independent Variahle Traditional/Secular-Rational  Survival/Self-Expeession
Ex-Commenist zone {= 1) A4 (3am —393% 4R
Real GDP per capita, 1980 436" (35T 5757 (4.13)
Percentage employed in indusirial sector, 1980 216 (1.43) -_
Percentage employed in service sestor, 1980 — 098 (.67)
Adjusted R? 50 T3
Protestant Enrope zone (= 1} AT (3.04) 2327 (2,241
Real GDP per capita, 1980 025 (.19} 362" (2.12)
Percentage emploved in industrial sector, 1980 S5 (4.83) —
Percentage emploved in service sector, 1930 — Xl {2.086)
Adjusted B2 50 L]
English-speaking zone (= 1 3007 (=2.65) NTT3 (1.48)
Reul GDP per capita, 1980 354 13.02) 4347 12.56)
Percentage employed in indusirial sector, 1980 AGE™T (3.98) —
Percentage employed in service sector, 1980 - 2197 (193}
Adjusted B2 AT 6l
Lanin-American zone (= 1) -342% (-3.29) 108 98]
Real GDP per capita, 1980 195 (1.72) H02° {297y
Percentage emploved in industrial sector, 1980 4487 (3.94) —_
Percentuge emploved in service sector, 1980 — 224 (1.13)
Adjusied R? 1 S0
African zone (= 1) - 189 (—1.65) 021 1.22)
Real GDP per capita, 1980 21 {1.72) S0t (2810
Percentage employed in indusirial sector, 1980 4687 {3.7%) —
Percentage employed in service sector, 1980 —_ A3z20 (1.85)
Adjusted B2 A3 %0
Seuth Asian zone (= 1) 70 1.51) 212 (2.08)
Real GDP per capita, 1980 258" {2.04) 460" (2900
Percentage employed in industrial sector, 1980 B4 (38T —
Percemtage employed in service sector, 1980 — Ass* (2.63)
Adjusied R? A B2
Orthadox zone (= 1) 152 (1.26) —ASTTT (—6.84)
Real GDP per capita, 1980 3047 (2.31) 677 I
Percentage employed in industrial sector, 1980 A (3.13) —
Percentage employed in service sector, 1980 —_ 154 (1.28)y
Adjusted B2 A4z B0
Confucian zone (= 1) 397 @18) =020 (=21}
Reul GDF per capita, 1980 et (2.83) AT (2.90)
Percentage employed in industrial sector, 1980 EnETT (4.76) —
Percentage employed in service sector, 1950 —_— A2yt (1.95)
Adjusted R? 56 .59
Mumber of countries 4% 44

Nare: Numbers in parentheses are r-values. Redoced MNs reflect missing data on one or more independent
variables.
“pe 05 g 01 " < 001 (two-tailed tests)



Kulturni vliv podle Ingleharta

* Je tu jasna path-dependency

* NaboZenstvi a historicka zkusenost se prenasi do instituci, davéry
mezi lidmi, kultury.

* Hodnoty se meéni

* Ale zména neni linearni

* Je velmi pomala

* Kulturni zaklad je neobycejné trvaly



Stabilita kulturnich vlivu

* Vliv na kognitivni procesy (ne jen na postoje a hodnoty)
* Hluboké psychologické koreny kulturniho vlivu

* Nisbett et al. 2000: pvorovnévajl' kulturni vliv na kognitivni procesy v
riznych civilizacich (Cina a Recko)

» Kognitivni schopnosti se adaptuji na prostredi
* Recko: individualismus, logika, individualni agency, nezavislost
» Cina: harmonie, holistické vnimani svéta, kolektivni agency, dialektika



Nisbett et al. 2000

* Srovnani kognitivnich procestl v soué¢asné Ciné a v USA

» Systematicke rozdily
« POZORNOST
KONTROLA
VYSVETLENI KAUZALITY
LOGIKA A ZKUSENOST
DIALEKTIKA a ZAKON NEKONTRADIKCE

* \lysvetleni lezi v rozdilech v socialni strukture spolecnosti (historicky)



Roth et al.: Jerusalem, Lublan, Pittsbourgh,
Tokyo

* Komparativni experimentalni vyzkum

 Sleduje heterogenitu chovani mezi populacemi
 Studentské populace

e Opakovani her (s ekvivalentem 10 a 30 USD, ve hre Zetony)

 UG: nabidka v ekvilibriu méné. nez z 1 %, nekonzistentni chovani
béhem hry

* \/étSinou se nabidka blizila stredu, nizké nabidky odmitany
* Nejvyssi nabidky: USA a Jugoslavie
e Acceptance rate je vyssi v lzraeli a v Japonsku



Tabie 3. Determinants of offered shares.

Cross-cultural differences: ULTIMATUM
Oosterbeek, Sloop, van de Kuilen 2004

[AN) 2 (3 4] (5 (&)
Yiear —0.153 —0.146 —0L167 0114 —0.169 —0.252
(0.158) (0.162) (0.154) (0.168) {0153y (0.175)
100's P/GDP per capita  —0329  —0.484% 0326  —0303% —p292v Qa3
(01613 (0216} (0.064) 0.142) (0.144) (0.195)
Strategy method e 3044 1029 B3 2325+ 2676¢
(1.232) (1.518) (1.312) 1190y (13070 (1.36T)
First/single round 28T 3487 2930 3735 2688 2505
(1.478) 11.493) (1.535) (L4110 (20420 (L631)
Economics smdents —0.464 1147 —0213 —0.502 0576 1.447
{1.346) {1.650) (1.583) (1.250) (1.368) (1.373)
Enrope East 3435
(2.63T)
Europe West —0105
(1.875)
Ismel 0000
(2.833)
Asia 2ROE
{1.834)
Soath America 1950
(3.143)
Africa 1.866
(2.433)
LS West 1355
(1661}
1S East reference
v 0006
(00313
POl i34
(0.040)
AUTH —1.562*
i0.743)
TRUST 1.504
(B1501)
COMP 0474
(1.248)
GDP per capita/ 100 —0.015
(00100
Cini index 0.003
(0L0EE)
Comstant 40.958* 37851 390554 403894 301484 ]
3.164) (3.506) (4.380) 31700 (5522 (3.031)
R-squared 0.1473 02089 0147 01827 1442 0.1815
# smdies 7 75 75 75 75 5

Note. Mean values (see Tables | and 2) were imputed for missing valwes of explanatory varisbles. Studies are
weighted with number of pairs. Robuost stendard devistions in parentheses; ** ™ indicates significance at the 5/10%

lewizl.



Tabie 4. Determinants of rejection rates.

n (2 (3) 4 3 L]
Year —0.507 —0317 -0377 —0.473 —0.551 —0.489
(0.373) (0.403) (0.38T) (0.370) (04240 10.372)
100 & Pie/GDWP per capin.~ —1.019* — LGt -l 1003 —0.9734 —1.184%
(02390 (0.208) (0.238) (0.233) (0.216) (0.2T6)
Birategy method 12611% 13724 11727 12R00* 12970 ] ey
£ e (3.684) (3.50d) (3.498) (37600 (3.707)
First/single roand ~1.562 —1.505 —11M -1114 —3.004 —1ET0
(2.498) (3.552) (2.645) (2.735) (3385 (3.072)
Economics shadents 1.345 1797 4826 1.361 0943 5541
(3.036) (7.419) (4.861) (3.059) [ENA] (40410
Offered share —0491* —0.541* —04ARS* 0512 0405 D547
(0228} (0.188) (0.224) (0.237) (0.236) (02200
Euwrope East 0938
(46700
Europe West —462
(3.123)
Isrned 3293
(6.892)
Asia 12981*
(T48T)
South America 0156
(8.465)
Affrica 50939
(7T.812)
U8 West =T
(2.76T)
US East Reference
[y —0.058
(0.079)
PIH el
(0L0BT)
AUTH —0.827
(1.396)
TRUST 3606
(13847
COMP 0449
(1.843)
GDP per capita’100 —0.033
(0.025)
Gini index 0.026
(01510
Constant 440700 35 T3 40.140% 44785 42 401* 44,945
(13.302) (15.735) (14.044) (14.256) (14.321) (13.806)
R-squared 03411 0.4826 03644 03437 0.3421 0.3603
# shudies [ [ [ [ [ [

Naote. Mean values (see Tables | and 2) were impuled for missing values of explanatory vaniables. Swdies are
weighted with nember of pairs. Robast standard devistions in parentheses; ** /* indicates significance af the 5/10%

level.



In search of Homo Economicus (Henrich et al.
2001)

* Komparativni experimentalni studie
* 12 zemi, 5, kontinentd, 15 spolecenstvi
e Ultimatum, Public Good

* Odklon od teoretického modelu, odklon od vysledkl v zdpadnich
spolecnostech

* \/lysoka heterogenita mezi skupinami
* Homogenita ve skupinach



In search of Homo Economicus

* Rozdilné spolecnosti

sbéraci
slash and burn
nomadsti pastevci

stalé zemedélské
spolecnosti

Achuar, Quichua

Machiguenga

Mapuche

Figure 1. Locations of the 15 small-scale societies.



TaBLE 1—THE ULTIMATUM GAME IN SMALL-SCALE

SOCIETIES
Low-
offer
Mlean Rejeciion  rejection
Group Country  offer”  Blades” rale® rale®
Machigusnga Peru 026 005025 [h5 10
(72 (121 {110y
Haslza Tanzania (L4 050 019 0.5
[big camgp) (28] (5726} [4/5)
Hadza Tanzania 027 .20 0.28 0l
(small (38) (829 (5/146)
camp)
Tsimané Baolivia 037 0ANL0.25 (LMD 0,00
{6BF) (NI [V5)
Chaie ki Ecuador 027 (25 0.15 0.5
47) (213) {142}
Torguud Mongolia  0.35 0.25 0.05 (LX)
(30 (17200 L]
Khozax Mongolin 036 0.25
Mapuche Chile 034 050,32 0067 0.z
144 (2730 2
Au PG (.43 0.3 0.27 100}
(33) (820) (1)
Ginima FNG L] 0.4 0.4 .50
32 [INV25) (36}
Sangu Tanzania  (Ldi .50 0,25 1400
farmers (24} B (U
Sangu Tanzania 042 0.50 0.05 1.00
herders (4 (1200 (11}
Unresertled  Zimbabwe (41 (.50 0.1 0.33
villagers [56) TN (/%)
Resettled Fimbabwe  0.45 0.50 0.7 0.57
villagars (70 [12/86) 47
Achuar Ecuaclor (.42 (.50 0.00 (dp
(26 (g {1
Cirmia Kenyn 0.44 .50 0.04 LEEY)
(34 (2750) L]
Achd Paraguay 051  0.3N040 000 000
(75 (31} {vE}
Lamelarn® Indonesia (.58 0.50 0.00 000
[63) (38} (4720

Nowe: NG = Papua New Guinea
* This colurmn shows the mean offer (as a proportion) in the ultimatam
game for each socisy.
" This column shows the madal offer(s), with the percentoge of
subjects who make modal offers (in pareatheses),
The rejection rate (as a proportion), with the actual numbers given in
parenibeses,
The rejection rate for offers of 20 percent or bess, with the actal
nufmbers given in parenibesss,
# Includes experimenter-gencrated low offers.



In search of Homo Economicus

* Teorii neodpovida zadna spolecnost

* VVelké rozptyly

 VVelké rozdily v nabidkach i odmitnuti
* Vlysvéetlujici proménné: benefity z kooperace a integrace trhu

e Jasné kulturni vlivy
* Individualni konzistentnost (Orma a harambee game aka public goods)
* Skupinova konzistentnost
» Kontextualni vlivy a stabilita
* Neoptimalni strategie



Kulturni vlivy

e Kulturni vlivy a spolecenské normy nelze ignorovat
* Dostavame se zpét k debaté o evolucni dispozici vs. socialni normé

* Vliv obojiho, pravdépodobné se socialni normy takeé vyviji jako
adaptace dané spolecnosti na spolecensko-politické prostredi

* Kulturni vlivy jsou hluboce zakorenéné, stabilni, méni se pomalu

* Obezretnost pri interpretaci
* Obezretnost pri hodnoceni stavu poznani (tzv WEIRD studenti?)



