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Framing and Priming



Framing
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The „Wallstreet-Game“ (Liberman, Samuels & Ross 2004)

cheap talk?

Choice?

Activation of an accessible
mental model by

understanding a (verbal) cue
against preferences!



Priming



helping to pick up
dropped oranges

person
sweeping the street

„prosocial“
cue

Activation of an accessible
behavioral program by

observation of a meaningful
symbol!

Choice?

Learning?

Keizer, Lindenberg and Linda Steg. 2013



The full (and true) story
by

Fehr&Gächter 1999
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Summary



Findings Explanation
RCT

Explanation
MFS

1. ca. 50% contribution
at start

2. steady decay of
conribution

3. strong jump up after
announcement P

4. steady rise up to ca.
100%

5. general pattern for
sequences similar

6. smaller decrease
than increase
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A (separate) Test
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for
changes WiP to NoP

for
E- and R-Types

Hypotheses RCT and MFS
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Measurement of Types:

Contribution in first round!
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MFS explains a
(crucial) anomaly for
any version of RCT

... Activation of an
internalized „program“
by mere observation

situational cues
... no change of

„preferences“ (by
learning or choice)



the complete picture
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... and also:



Zürich&St.Gallen pooled
(Fehr&Gächter 1999 plus Hermann, Thöny and Gächter 2008)
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... interaction-effect
with accessibility also

for NoP to WiP!

... and for WiP to NoP
even stronger

... now: more-
than-ever for

R-Types!



... last point:

Why important?

A really
„General“ Theory
of (Inter-)Action!

Integrated
AS!
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Appendix 2:

St. Gallen and Zürich
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Appendix 3:

EF- vs. AF-Types
Zürich&St.Gallen pooled
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