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o Cil prednasky:
» Problematika nabozenstvi a prosociality

« Hlavni argumenty:
« Nabozenstvi zvysuje in-group prosocialitu
» Moralizujici bohové resi freerider problem
* Prosocialita a reputace

« Predpoklady:
. Informace vazané na medium
« Neexistuji specificky nabozenské procesy
. Nabozenstvi je mozneé redukovat na mensi prvky a
zkoumat jejich organizaci
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Prosocialita:

o Altruismus (reputace?)

. Sdileni |
« Duvéra

« Spoluprace
« Reciprocita
o Entitativita
« Soucit

« Empatie




« Prosocilita jako doktrina

« Prosocialita jako zaklad skupinového zivota — Durkheim

« Systém viry a praktik, které sjednocuji vsechny sve privrzence
v jediném moralnim spolecCenstvi nazyvanem cirkev

. Jaka je vSak empiricka evidence?
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« Sociologicke vyzkumy - ,charity gap”

. religious people (but not religious fundamentalists) tend not to
respond in an aggressive manner when faced with hypothetical
daily hassles

. religious women (there were no male participants) are liable to
help an hypothetical family member or close person in need, but
not necessarily an hypothetical unknown target in need

o Third, religious people not only tend to perceive themselves as
behaving prosocially and, to some extent, as being empathetic and
honest, but are also perceived as such by different kinds of peers
.religious people may be prosocial because they are empathetic
(tend to understand other’s views, share others’ feelings, are
affected by others’ suffering) and/or because it is important for
them to be fair, honest, and show respect for prosocial norms.
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« Problém pozitivniho zkresleni vlastnich vypovedi

« Prosocialni kdy a ke komu?

« In-group/out-group

« Nabozenstvi akcentuje vztah mezi moznou pozitivni reputaci a
naklady

« Pocit sebeucty jako hlavni motivacni faktor

« Pokud nabozenstvi diktuji prosocialitu, lidé se ji snazi Cinit za co
nejmensi naklady — stale pritomny free-rider problem

« Vyzkum s nemocnym ditétem
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Prosocialita:

 Velikost skupiny (presahuje kin-based)

« 186 skupin — Cim vetsi skupiny, tim
pravdépodobnéjsi vyskyt moralizujicich bohu

« Spoluprace na zakladé duvéry a reputace
« Free-rider problem



Trunde defect  Trundle co-operate

-10 -20
Ed defect -10 (1

0 -3
Ed cooperate -1 -3

Table 3: The Prisoners Dilemma




« Neprima reciprocita — drby, reputace

« Moralizujici bohové — buh jako dokonaly policista
(Shariff&Norenzayan)

o Pristup ke strategickym informacim

. Irestat a odmeéenovat
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[able I

Counter- Intentional Possessing  Acts in real Motivates

Intuitive Agent Strategic world  reinforcing
Information behaviors
Santa Claus Inconsistent Yes Marginal Yes Marginal
Mickey Mouse Yes Yes No No No
Tooth Fairy Yes Yes No Yes Yes
George Bush No Yes Yes Yes Yes

Santa Claus just falls short of meeting the criteria for a god, but lacking in any one cell
is sufficient for disqualification. The Tooth Fairy and President George Bush all fall one
cell short, though one might question the quality of the president’ strategic information
1s well.
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« VSevédoucnost, vSevidoucnost
o Vizualni zvirata
« Experiment Batesonove

« Princezna Alice a zakazana krabice
o

« Nevedoma aktivace konceptu boha vedla k menéimu}g“QdMé_}@téni

— religiozita nebyla predikujicim faktorem




. NaboZenstvi pomaha skupinové spolupraci - Cim vétsi divéra,
tim vétsi zisk

« Problem kooperace

« Supernatural punishment hypothesis

. Trest funguje lépe nez odmeéna

« V situacich s trestem vetsi spoluprace

. Lidé trestaji i za cenu vlastnich nakladu
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Chart 4. Prisoner’s dilemma when both players act on the belief in a perfect super-
natural reward and punishment regime. Heaven = maximally desirable. Hellfire = maximally
undesirable. Assumption. Chart 3 gives actual outcomes. Chart 4 gives perceived outcomes.
Co-operation dominates defection

Action Barney co-operates Barney defects
Prison = | year + heaven Prison = 0 years + hellfire
Fred co-operates | Prison = I year + heaven Prison = 25 years + Heaven
Prison = 25 years + heaven Prison = 15 years + Heaven
Fred defects Prison = 0 years + hellfire Prison = 15 years + heaven




« Experiment s podvadenim (Shariff&Norenzayan)
« PocCetni priklady a nefunguijici systéem

« Milujici a trestajici buh

. Cim vice trestajici, tim méné podvodd

« Milujici bohové podporuji spolupraci odmenou, trestajici trestem
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« Problémy studia prosociality
. Snaha vypadat dobre
« WEIRD

« Financovani
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The John Templeton Foundation serves as a philanthropic catalyst
for discoveries relating to the Big Questions of human purpose
and ultimate reality. We support research on subjects ranging
from complexity, evolution, and infinity to creativity, forgiveness,
love, and free will. We encourage civil, informed dialogue among
scientists, philosophers, and theologians and between such
experts and the public at large, for the purposes of definitional
clarity and new insights.
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