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Preview

• Review:  Ideology as coherence
• Haidt:  Six moral foundations (of politics)
– American ideologies
– Hierarchy & shame
– Radius of morality
– Equality, liberty

• Political polarization
• Survey data on American ideologies

Don’t Exaggerate Madison (self 
serving) or Haidt (cognitive biases)

• Madison (Federalist 10, 57) 
proposed a constitutional design 
intended “to refine and enlarge 
the public views, by passing them 
through the medium of a chosen 
body of citizens.”

• And to keep  those 
representatives wise and virtuous 
by limited terms of office and 
constantly subject to reelection 
so as to “maintain a proper 
responsibility to the people.”

• We can recognize the idea of 
confirmatory thought and its 
weaknesses, only because we 
recognize the contrasting idea of 
exploratory thought and its 
strengths 

• We can recognize biases and 
distortions only because we can 
conceive of unbiased and 
undistorted thought and 
communication

• Mechanisms of public 
accountability, in science, ethics, 
and politics, can incentivize more 
fair and accurate thought

Ideology is like the Necker Cube
• American Liberalism • American Conservatism

Everyone Argues But 
No One Changes their Minds?

• Persuasion sufficient to 
change an attitude in 
isolation is not sufficient to 
change the attitude as 
supported by its network

• Because of this, change of 
mind will rarely be manifest, 
or direct, or immediate

• It will be latent, indirect, 
delayed, or disguised

• Credibility to others and 
personal integrity is shown 
by ongoing consistency of 
views

• Compromise allows officials 
to agree on joint action & 
optimally maintain 
credibility and integrity

• If there is network change, 
it is slow and then sudden –
enough of the single 
attitudes must change

• The change will only slowly 
be made public

• And may require affiliation 
to new social networks
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Confirmation Bias
• Popular view
• Confirmation bias is

– Irrational &
– Explains why there are 

different ideologies
• Individuals should strive to 

readily accept empirical 
observations contrary to 
their ideology

• Mackie view
• Confirmation bias can be

– Rational (bacteria in stomach 
rejected as contamination)

– Possibly correct
– Only shown mistaken in 

context of a better theory
• Multiple (liberal) ideologies 

are both inevitable and 
reasonably different

• Thus, create institutions for 
peacefully coordinating on 
common public actions 

Big Five Personality Traits

• Robust construct
• Stable through life, replicable across tests, 

stable to different operationalizations
• Predict many behavioral tendencies

Haidt’s Moral 
Foundations of Politics

• Controversial, for discussion, not endorsed by 
instructor

• Haidt a pioneer in empirical moral psychology, 
talented, creative

• His ideas are widely discussed
• Six Foundations a place to begin, but imperfect, 

definitely not the last word
– Loss of simplicity
– Items not roughly exhaustive and exclusive
– Items not at equivalent level of generality
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General Problems
• Hazard of naturalistic fallacy

– If the six foundations are empirically accurate, that does 
not mean, e.g., that fascist purity is morally right

– Almost all human actions are natural, including those we 
can agree are evil

• Accurately describing and classifying human moral and 
social motivations is enough
– Theorizing on evolutionary origins is a separable 

enterprise, more speculative, and less constrained by 
evidence 

– His evolutionary explanations are speculative and quick, 
and are surprisingly non-social

Haidt’s Five, or Six, Foundations

• Care/harm
• Liberty/oppression
• Fairness/cheating
– Equality & Proportionality

• Loyalty/betrayal
• Authority/subversion
• Sanctity/degradation

Notice, only liberal ideologies (USA conservatism is liberal 
because USA is a liberal society), not fascists, not communists

Left Can Be
Moved by Purity

• Anna Sergeyevna, Bolshevik 
cadre
– Called small children "kulak 

bastards,” screaming 
"Bloodsuckers!”…. pariahs, 
untouchables, vermin. They 
would not sit down at a 
"parasite's" table; the "kulak" 
child was loathsome ; the 
young "kulak" girl was lower 
than a louse…as cattle , swine, 
loathsome, repulsive; they had 
no souls; they stank; they all 
had venereal diseases; they 
were enemies of the people

• Sacred earth, against the 
polluters
– Healthy food
– Clean environment

• Antifa:  fascism is hidden, 
virulent, contagious, requires 
removal, extermination

• Trump sometimes appeals to 
disgust at bodily fluids, 
guarding boundaries
– Disgust is reciprocated back at 

him
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Left Authoritarians?
• In short run,

– Sanctity/degradation
– Authority/subversion
– Loyalty/betrayal

• Intending to accomplish 
in the long run
– Care/harm
– Liberty/oppression
– Fairness/cheating

From Hidden Tribes

Hierarchy Much Overstated 
by Haidt & Others

• Compared to other social 
animals, the human tendency 
to dominance hierarchy is 
quite weak

• Primordial dominance 
hierarchy
– Power, coercion, violence, 

involuntary submission, single 
hierarchy

• Human institutional capacity 
permits plural, transient, 
and/or limited dominance 
hierarchies

– School, work, religious 
congregation, military, family, 
social club, sports team

– Higher ranks can be selected by 
prestige, merit, election (or by 
bad criteria)

• Prestige hierarchies
– Literary talent, wealth, 

generosity, wisdom, artistic 
taste, eloquence, mathematical 
ability, humor, life counselor, 
dispute settler, etc,

– Social approval, admiration, 
exchange, voluntary deference, 
many such hierarchies

Fessler:  Shame in Two Cultures
Bengkulu fishing village, 
Indonesia

• Shame (malu) 2nd out of 48 
emotion words

• 0% guilt events
– No guilt word

• 9% subordinance events
• 2% shyness events

Los Angelenos, native-English-
speaking

• Shame 48th out of 51 
emotion words

• 28% guilt events
– Confusion of shame & guilt

• 0% subordinance events
• 0% shyness events
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Most Important Types 
of Shame in Data

• Classical shame
– Concern with others’ actual or imagined negative 

evaluations
• Subordinance shame
– Interaction with someone superior in social rank

Subordinance Shame
• Example (from Bengkulu): I’m sitting in a shop across the alley from the 

Head of the Village’s house. A young man from [outlying area] walks down 
the alley, glancing around, shoulders drooping; he wears clean but worn 
and out of fashion clothes. Pauses at the steps, calls out a greeting. After a 
minute the Head of the Village appears and greets the young man. 

• Young man’s shoulders droop even further, he stares at the ground, shifts 
his weigh from foot to foot, and tugs at his shirt. Starts to say something 
but stops. Head of the Village offers him a seat and asks what he wants. 
Young man hesitates, stammers for a minute, then says that he has come 
to invite Head of the Village to a wedding. 

• Old man sitting next to me in shop: “Boy, he’s so malu with the Head of 
the Village (that) he almost forgot why he came!” Author: “Why is he 
malu?” Old man: “Because that’s the Head of the Village!” A: “So?” Old 
man: “So, he’s just a poor fella, young, barely a man, not even related to 
anyone around here – he’s a ‘little guy,’ a nobody, so he’s malu to talk to a 
‘big guy’ like the Head of the Village.”

Los Angeles

Bengkulu

Exaptation of Shame

• Social animals, including humans
– Dominance ranking

• Physical contest

• Humans
– Prestige rankings

• Across many dimensions
– Rule compliance

• Failing to meet a minimum standard for social acceptability
• Failing to be like and do as, rather than be better than, other 

members of the group
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From Simple Shame 
to Complex Shame

• Subordination shame:  ancestral shame, shared 
with nonhuman primates, but no longer central 
for humans
– Other seen as dominant, one interacts with the other, 

one feels shame
• Social-rule shame
– Know the social rule, know of the others, know that 

the others would disapprove, one feels shame
– Darwin:  “thinking about what others think about us”

Other Issues with Moral Foundations

• Evolutionary origins of Care/harm and 
Fairness/cheating are in two-way interactions, 
according to Haidt

• But their present status as moral lies in 
evaluation of the interactions by impartial 
third parties, much broader than two-way

Radius of morality from self, to family, 
group, ethnicity, country, all humans
• Care/harm:  can include all humans
• Fairness/cheating:  help those who help, hurt 

those who hurt (but as evaluated by impartial 
spectator)

• Loyalty/betrayal:  by definition a group 
– But groupness a proxy for fairness/cheating? 

• Authority/subversion:  rankings within group
– Liberty/oppression:  isn’t this the opposite of 

Authority/subversion?
• Sanctity/degradation:  inclusion or expulsion 

from any group up to all humanity

Which One of the Following Should 
Be Distributed Equally?

• A.  UCSD course grades
• B.  Freedom of conscience
• C. The final scores in a basketball game
• D. Salaries at Qualcomm



11/30/18

7

Which One of the Following Most 
Deserves Equal Distribution?

• A. Primary education
• B. Freedom of religion
• C. Land and houses

Haidt on Fairness, Equality, 
Proportionality

• Haidt:  Fairness is both equality and 
proportionality

• Misses moral equality, equal human rights, what 
we are each owed simply by virtue of being 
humans (agents)

• Equality is a subset of proportionality
– Equal right to speech, to be free of violence, etc.
– Equal access to breathe air, be warmed by the sun
– Windfalls – no one contributed special effort (many 

lab experiments)
– The default unless unequal proportionality is justified

Lawmakers’ Polarity Increased Since 
Great Depression and World War Two
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Citizen Polarization is Increasing But, Politicians are More Extreme 
than Constituents, and

Causes of Polarization
• Growing inequality and political polarization are 

tightly correlated
• Southern realignment
• More money in politics – correlation with 

increased individual contributors (small and 
large) who are more extreme; causation not clear

• Media environment – unexpected result
• Gerrymandering, primary elections?  Probably 

not.
• Voters more polarized? No.
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Is polarization a bad thing? 
• Polarization Good

– Policy innovation and alternation
– Two parties or majority coalitions are responsible to the 

electorate
– More active electorate, increased political participation

• Polarization Bad
– US Constitution, many veto points, gridlock – poor quality 

legislation, reduced policy innovation
– Shift of political decisions to deadlock on status quo; to 

bureaucracies, president, courts
– Coarsened political discourse?

Is the Worry Rather About Incivility?
• President Trump is sometimes vulgar and rude in a 

traditionally “sacred” leadership position
– Others are tempted to respond in kind
– Reagan was strong departure to right, but soothing demeanor, 

inspirational tone (opponents detested his policies)

• Note:  incivility can be appropriate in certain moments, but 
cannot be universal 
– (only effective as an exception)

• Perceptions of increased conflict (Charlottesville, Berkeley)
• Campus free-speech controversies

Remedies for Polarization
• Institutional

– Depolarizing incentives for 
communications media?

– Change electoral rules, 
e.g., competitive districts

– Strengthen parties (control 
extremists)

– Increase turnout of 
moderates 

– Change Congressional rules 
(fewer veto points)

– Change Constitution (fewer 
veto points)

• Haidt & Open Mind,   
Individual:
– Talk to people you disagree 

with
– Cultivate intellectual 

humility
– Explore the irrational mind
– Break free from your moral 

matrix
– Prepare for constructive 

disagreement.
• Also Hidden Tribes
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Hidden Tribes

• Split 50/50 on issues such as immigration 
impact, sexual harassment, white privilege, 
Islamophobia
–What about unemployment, median income, 

health insurance, climate change, wars?
• Political spectrum in seven clusters, divided 

into extreme wings and an “exhausted 
majority” in the middle

Hidden Tribes:  
Middle Ground Fallacy?

• On any issue, the middle position must be the 
correct one
– Slavery is right vs. slavery is wrong
– Middle position (US, 1850s) slavery allowed in some 

states but not in others
– (Given the balance of forces it could be the most 

politically expedient position)
• Recall social proof, there is a tendency (not a 
necessity) that the middle position is correct, but 
being middle does not make something true or 
right


