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Moralka®?

* Co je podle Vas moralni presvedceni a k cemu je to dobre??



Moralka v politickem kontextu

* Moral foundation theory
« Pfedem definované oblasti moralniho citéni
« Jak tento moralni matrix ovliviiuje postoje a chovani?

* Moral convictions
* Moralni jsou néktera nase presvedceni a nektera nikoliv
* Moralka pronika do politiky moralizaci témat
« Lidé reflektuji, do jaké miry jejich postoje vychazi z moralniho
presvedceni



Moral foundation theory

s THE
vordin zdkiady RIGHTEOUS
ejs,avne.JS| ’o na .anv_ ai MIND

* Moralka lidske mysili (Cj)
* VVychazi z evolucni psychologie, WHY GOOD

antropologie, historie, psychologie a PEOPLE ARE DIVIDED
dalsich disciplin

BY POLITICS AND
RELIGION
 Definuje péet zakladnich moralnich %
oblasti JONATHAN
* Evolucni povaha HAIDT

* Funguji dodnes




MFT

e Zakladni moralni struktura je vrozena (kontroverze?)

e Zaroven probiha , kulturni uceni“

* Moralka vrozena, ale vysoce zavisla na prostredi

* Intuice — vychazi ze Systému 1 (moralni hodnoceni jsou rychla)

* Moralni hodnoceni = motivace!
» Afektivni proces, ktery ovliviiuje kognici, vede nas ke chténym zavéram.



Moral foundations

« Z evolucniho hlediska vyhodnée
e Drzi komunitu pohromade

* Umoznuji kooperaci

* Moralni systemy:

 ,Propojene systemy hodnot, norem, praktik, identit, instituci,
technologii a psychologickych mechanismu, které spoleCnym
usilim potlacuji a reguluji sobecky zajem a umoznuji fungovani
kooperativnich spoleCenstvi.”



Péet zakladnich moralnich oblasti

Table 2.1 The original five foundations of intuitive ethics

Foundation Care/harm Fairness/cheating Loyalty/betrayal Authority/subversion Sanctity/degradation

Adaptive Protect and R eap benefits of Form cohesive Forge beneficial Avoid

challenge care for two-way coalitions relationships within communicable
children partnerships hierarchies diseases

Original Suftering, Cheatng, Threat or Signs of high and low Waste products,

triggers

distress, or
neediness
expressed by
one's child

cooperation,
deception

challenge to
group

rank

diseased people

Current
triggers

Babv seals,
cute cartoon

Marital fidelity,
broken vending

Sports teams,
nations

Bosses, respected
professionals

Immigration,
deviant sexuality

characters machines
Characteristic Compassion Anger, gratitude, Group pride, R espect, fear Disgust
emotions for victim; guilt rage at traitors

anger at

perpetrator
E. elevant Caring, Fairness, justice, Lovyalty, Obedience, deference Temperance,
virtues kindness trustworthiness patriotism, self- chastity, piety,

sacrifice cleanliness

Adapted from Haide (2012).



Doplnen 6. zaklad: Svoboda/utlak

* Vede k odmitani snah o Sikanu a dominanci ve skupiné
* PUvodné jako pojistka proti tyranim
* \V rozporu s doménou Autority

* Vede k egalitarstvi a antiautoritarstvi (levice) a nebo k vyznavani
svobody od statu (pravice)

 Dale trochu modifikoval Fairness/chating — jako moral foundation
zamereny na proporcnost (chtéji benefity v pomeéru ke svym dobrym
skutkim a trest proporcné tvrdy k prohreskim ostatnich).



Jak se odrazi v politice?

* Levice:
« Nejvice duraz na péci, a dale na svobodu od utlaku (ochrana skupin)

* Pravice

 Ma vSech Sest moralnich zakladu, slabsi care, svobpda ve s_m_yslu
svobody od statu, hlavni duraz na posvatnost, autoritu a loajalitu

* Moralni zaklady tedy brani v pochopeni ,druhé skupiny”

* Nase vnimani politicke reality je hluboce zakoreneno v
nastaveni naseho moralniho matrixu

* Vede k predsudkum



MORAL CONVICTION

* Moralni presvedceni
* Nepracuje s vrozenymi moralnimi dispozicemi
* Je to dimenze postoju/presvédceni

* Pfresvedceni vyplyvajici z fundamentalni pravdy o tom, co je dobro a
co zlo

e Casto kontroverzni témata

» Zakladni otazka: zda je moralni presvéceni pro danou situaci
relevantni

* Na zakladeé selfreportu, lidé si sami stanovi, jak moc jsou ovlivnéni
moralnim presvedcenim



MORALNI PRESVEDCENI

* Moralizace témat
* Lidé vnimaji skrze kategorie moralky
* Vede k nemoznosti kompromisu, veétsimu politickému zapojeni

e Polarizace



Moral convictions

* Co je dobré a co Spatné? pretrenc

« Personal tastes

* Musi toto presvedceni vychazet z s
nasich moralnich hodnot??

 Konvence a moralka se muze lisit

Convention Moral imperative
* Lidé maji schopnost je odliSovat oy
J p J « Norms + Factual
+ Coordination rules « Authority independent
» Authority/group » Ties with emotion
dependent - Motivating/justifying/
+ Narrow obligatory
+ Resistant to change
+ Intolerant

Figure 1

A domain theory of attitudes.



Uz v brzkem veku odlisujeme moralni a
konvencni pravidla

e 34 mésicni déti uz rozlisuji mezi Table 1. “"E"*”é;iﬁﬂf&?ﬁii?]‘u%‘;ﬁﬂ?;“ of Moral and
konvenci a moralkou Age
p . . p ’ 26 Months 34 Months 42 Months
o -
Moralka jako univerzalni —— = ¢
* Poruseni moralnich standardu vic Generéhza_btmf | {:ggm {:%1 {.22} {:ggl {.'g:} {:giﬁ
zavazné nez poruseni konvence Auhority contingency 23 8 (% B (o (o
Rule contingency .25 24 21 23 16 .26
32 .36 29 .28 24 20
* Smetana JG' Braeges '”‘ 1990 Th‘ Nonpermissibility {.6?} {.64} (.8?} {,?2} {.36} {,82}
and conventional judgments (57) (48) _ (42) (49) (52) (1)

Note. M = Moral, C = Conventional; Seriousness is rated on a 3-point scale (1 = OK
and 3 = very bad); Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.



Moral convictions: méreni

Hornsey et al. (2003)
To what extent do you feel your position on is

...based on strong personal principles?
...morally correct?
...a moral stance?

9-point scale, 1 = not at all, 9 = very much

Skitka et al. (2005)
How much are your feelings about

...connected to your core moral beliefs or convictions?

Skitka et al. (2009), Skitka & Wisneski (2011)
How much are your feelings about

...connected to your core moral beliefs or convictions?
...based on fundamental questions of right and wrong?

Ryan (2014), Skitka et al. (2017}
How much are your feelings about

...connected to your core moral beliefs or convictions?
...based on fundamental questions of right and wrong?
...based on moral principles?

5-point scale, 1 = not at all, 5 = very much



Moralni presvedceni jako univerzalni a
objektivni pravda

* Morgan and Skitka 2020

* Moral conviction nejvice predikuje vhimanou univerzalnost a
objektivitu vlastni pozice k tématum



Nezavislost na autorite

» Postoje a hodnoceni politickych procesu a jevu nezavisi na tom,
c rikaji autority
* KliCove je vlastni moralni presvedceni.

« Studie zkoumajici reakce na US Supreme Court rule Gonzales
vs. Oregon 2006



Skitka LJ, Bauman CW, Lytle BL. 2009. The limits of legitimacy: moral and religious
convictions as constraints on deference to authority.

Table 1
Standard Regression Analyses (Unstandardized Regression Weights) Predicting Post-Ruling
Outcome Fairness, Decision Acceptance, and Legitimacy

Decision Post-ruling

Outcome fairness acceptance legitimacy
Predictor B SE B SE B SE
Age 01 38 .00 .00 .00 .03
Education 07 .00 107 .05 .08 .00
Income o4 04 047 .02 02 .02
Gender —.21 02 .03 14 —.12 .01
Pre-ruling legitimacy —.4 A3 .06 .07 58 07
Position on PAS 97" 06 947 11 A9 .06
Religious conviction —. 11" 11 —.09" 04 02 02
Moral conviction 01 04 —.05 07 .00 .03
Position X Moral conviction 197 07 187 07 107 .03

R® 327 27 39

Note. PAS = physician-assisted suicide. Centered scores of pre-ruling legitimacy, religious conviction, and
moral conviction were used in these analyses. All two-way interactions of pre-decision legitimacy, position,
religiosity. and moral conviction were tested. Only significant interaction terms were included in the table.
p=.05 Tp< 0L



Nezavislost na autorite

 Pravidla odporujici moralnim presvedcenim vedou k erozi
duvéry a podpory autority a institucionalniho systému

* Mullen and Nadler 2008 ©



Politicka participace

* MC jsou zazivana jako povinnosti/moralni zavazky

* Predikuji politickou pariticipaci

* Silnéjsi MC vedou vétsSimu zapojeni a aktivismu

e \/étsSi volebni ucasti

* \/ztah s politickou participaci i za kontroly stranictvi, nabozenskych
presvedceni, sily postoje, efficacy



Maotivations of Volunteers 272

Table 3
e I l e e a Hierarchical Regression Analysis With Volunteerism and Political Activism as Dependent Varables
]

Variable B 5E B 3 P LLCY uLcr
Volunteerism
Step 1
{Constant) 240 ey 11.73 i) 1.82 280
Gender 0.28 07 1 4182 i) 15 40
Financial situation -0.08 .03 -o7 -2.80 005 -13 -02
Political orientation 013 oz =17 £.37 000 -17 -08
Adjusted AR” 05
Step 2
{Constant) 0.31 25 125 213 -18 _BO
Gender 0.14 04 06 224 025 az ey
Financial situation -0.08 .03 - 08 -3.08 ooz -13 -03
Puolitical orientation -0.01 02 -0 038 (605 -05 03
Opinion-based identity 026 .03 M 10.33 1] el | |
Moral convictions 0.oe .03 oa 340 2001 04 13
Efficacy -0.01 02 -0 0.05 _BED -03 03
Anger -0.03 oz 4G 1.88 ] -0 Rl
Adjusted AR” A2
FPolitical Activism
Step 1
{Constant) 1.87 A7 11.28 000 1.83 |
Age 0.02 m 28 11.02 000 az 02
Gender -0.08 04 -4 -1.52 128 -20 03
Financial situation -0.o7 02 - 08 -3.08 ooz -12 -03
Political orientation 014 a2 -20 -7.83 00D -17 -10
Adjusted AR® A5
Step 2
{Constant) 0.65 27 2.06 003 22 1.08
Age 0.02 o0 27 10.38 000 m 02
Gender 017 04 -07 -3.01 003 -28 - 06
Financial situation -0.07 .02 -.08 -3.08 -oo2 -12 -03
Political orientation -0.o7 o2 -1 -3.85 000 -1 -4
Opinion-based identity 0.ov 02 .10 3.05 -oo2 .0z 1
Moral convictions 0.10 02 1 4.32 000 05 14
Efficacy 0.4 oz o7 230 021 m 06
Anger 0.05 .o 210 368 000 az ]
Adjusted AR® 05

MNaote All steps of the models were significant at p < _001. We remowed demographic vanables from the tables that were nonsignificant in both
steps.



Netolerance a polarizace

e Lidi, kteri maji opacna presvedceni se fundamentalni myli
* Nejsou racionalni, nepfrijimaji pravdu...
e VVétsi socialni a fyzicka distance od lidi s opacnym presvedcenim



Garret and Bankert 2020

« Lidé moralizujici politiku = bias vuci tem, ktefi maji opacny
postoj
* Moralizace prispiva k polarizaci

» Moralizace:
* Moralni kategorie o politickych objektech v komunikaci, z medii atd.
* PolitiCti aktéri sami tyto kategorie pouzivaji
« Usuzovani o osobnosti politiku
 Stranicka identita (social identity theory)



Propensity to Moralize — [
Partisan Strength — —
Ideological Strength — —t
Church Attendance — e
Evangelical — - | o
Political Knowledge — —
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Female —e— —
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Education — - e
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Estimated Effect on
Social Media Distance

Estimated Effect on
Relationship Distance

Fig. 3. Propensity to moralize politics increases social distance from opposing partisans

Note: All variables coded 0 to 1. Models are OLS. 95 per cent confidence intervals constructed based on
Rubin’s (1987) combination rules to account for imputation uncertainty. R*=0.19, N=1,011 for Relationship
Distance. R2=[).21, N =1,011 for Social Media Distance.
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Fig. 4. Propensity to moralize politics increases hostility toward opposing partisans
Note: All variables coded 0 to 1. Models are OLS. 95 per cent confidence intervals constructed based on
Rubin’s (1987) combination rules to account for imputation uncertainty. R*=0.17, N=1,011 for Anger.

R? =0.14, N=1,011 for Incivility. R> =0.30, N=1,011 for Antagonism.

T
-02 0.0 0.2

Estimated Effect on
Antagonism

0.4



Emoce

* MC uzce souvisi s emocionalnimi reakcemi

* Moralni presvedceni vyvolava silnejsi emocionalni reakce
* Naopak apel na emoce muze moralizovat téma

 Priklad: znechuceni a vztek (moralni emoce?)



Clifford 2019

Emotional Rasponsas Policy Atfitudas

* VV experimentu manipuloval o
emocionalni ramovani —
tématu ,natural food” .

« Ramce: znechuceni a .

vztek
* \V experimentu ukazuje, ze S : T :

1 4 I 4 ny

ramce vyvolavaji
. ’ ’ . v sy Figure 1. Effects of frame exposure on emotions, moralization, and polarization. The figure displays the difference in
emOCIOnaI n I rea kCI y ZvyS UJ I means between the frame exposure condition and the control condition. All variables are scaled to range between 0 and 1.

’ . ’ Lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
miru moralizace tématu,
vedou Kk polarizaci



Zaver

* Ruzné pristupy k moralce

* Vrozena”?

« Ziskana?

* Rozdil mezi moralnim presvedcenim vs. konvenci vs. Postojem
* V kazdém pripade vede moralizace politiky k uzavirani se

* Predsudky, motivovane uvazovani

* Netolerance, polarizace

» Moralizace jako politicka strategie?



