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Kiaccel 1o Mapkcey

* ««OOIBIIME TPYIILI JIOCH, pa3Iudaronuecs 1o X MECTY B
MCTOPUYECKH OMPEACTEHHON CUCTEME OOIIECTBEHHOTO
IIPOU3BOJCTBA, II0 MX OTHOIICHHUIO (OOJIbILIEH YaCThIO
3aKpEIIEHHOMY 1 0(pOPMIIEHHOMY B 3aKOHAX) K CPEACTBaAM
IPOU3BOJICTBA, 110 MX POJIM B OOIIIECTBEHHOM OpraHu3alluM Tpya,
a cJIeIoBaTelIbHO, MO CIIOCO0aM IMOJYyUYEeHUS U pa3MepaM TOU JOJIH
OOIIIeCTBEHHOTO OOrarcTBa, KOTOPOM OHM pacnoararoT. Kiacchl,
3TO TaKMe IPYIIILI JII0CH, U3 KOTOPBIX OJHA MOXKET ceOe
IpUCBauBaTh TPYA APYTroM, Onaromaps pa3Induio UX MeCTa B
ONpeICIEHHOM YKIIaJie 00IIECTBEHHOTO X0O35MCTBaY
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Pa3nnunst, cBA3aHHBIE C KJIACCOBBIM
pa3JICIICHUEM

* — COLMAJBHBIC HHTEPIPETALNH (IIPO
ceOsl U Apyrux),

* — 3MOIIMOHAJILHBIE TIPOSABICHUA,
BOCIIPUATHE UYKUX IMOIIUM,

* — IpOCOLMAIbHASI AKTUBHOCTH
(aMmaTus, Koomepamus, aabTPyHU3M U T.

1.).



JIyuuie nu 0egublii JIazape 0oraroro? IloTeHIManbHO
1a (B T.4. yMHEE), HO CHJILHO YSI3BHUMEH




THE SOCIAL-CLASS COMPLEX

OBJECTIVE SOCIAL SOCIAL-CLASS SUBJECTIVE SOCIAL- PSYCHOLOGICAL AND
CLASS SIGNALS CLASS RANK BEHAVIORAL OUTCOMES
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Fig. . Model representing the influence of objective social class, signals of social class, and subjective social-class rank on psychological and behavioral
outcomes among lower- and upper-class individuals.
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Fig. 2. The effects of educational attainment (Study |) and manipulated
social-class rank (Study 3) on standardized empathic accuracy scores (data
reprinted from Kraus, Coté, & Keltner, 2010).



Percentage of Salary People Should Donate

Lower-Class Rank -m= Upper-Class Rank

Percent Donated
O = NW S OWTO,
T
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Fig. 3. The independent relationships between social class and manipulated
social-class rank in predicting the percentage of people’s annual salary
participants believed should be spent on charitable donations (reprinted from
Study 2 of Piff, Kraus, C6té, Cheng, & Keltner, 2010).
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Unethical Behavior

Unethical Behavior as a Function of Greed-is-good Prime and

Social Class
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Table 3
Social Class and Perceptions of the Social World

Domain Lower-class contextualism Upper-class solipsism
Empathy Empathic accuracy, linkage, = Reduced empathy
contagion
Causal explanation Contextual Dispositional

Inter-group attitudes Social constructivist Essentialist
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Figure 2. Participant social class and preferences for picking unique
(minority pen) versus common (majority pen) objects. Reprinted from
“Choice as an Act of Meaning: The Case of Social Class,” by N. Stephens,
H. M. Markus, and S. M. Townsend, 2007, Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 93, p. 817. Copyright 2007 by the American Psycho-
logical Association.



THE SOCIAL CLASS
CONTEXT

SOLIPSISM

Upper Class ==p | An individualistic orientation to the
environment motivated by internal
states, goals, and emotions.

MATERIAL

RESOURCES (Freedom, Control, Choice)

(education, income,
occupation status)

CONTEXTUALISM

SOCIAL CLASS
RANK

An external orientation to the
environment motivated by
managing external constraints,

Lower Class > outside threats, and other

(Threat, Uncertainty, Constraint) individuals

(perceptions of rank
vis-d-vis others)

Figure 1. Conceptual model illustrating the characteristics of social class contexts and the expression of
solipsistic and contextualist social cognitive tendencies.
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Table 4
Social Class and Relationship Strategies

Lower-class

Domain contextualism Upper-class solipsism
Social behavior Prosocial, compassionate Self-focused, unethical
Relationship strategies Communal Exchange
Moral judgment Group safety and purity Individual rights and

respect




Table 5
Percentage of Adults Who Said That the Immoral Actor Should Be Stopped or Punished for Harmless, but Offensive, Actions

Recife, Brazil Porto Alegre, Brazil Philadelphia, United States
Action done to the
immoral actor Low SES High SES Low SES High SES Low SES High SES
Stopped or punished? 63 35 57 34 63 19

Note. Numbers indicate percentages. SES = socioeconomic status. Data reprinted from “Affect, Culture, and Morality, or Is It Wrong to Eat Your Dog?”
by J. Haidt, S. H. Koller, and M. G. Dias, 1993, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 65, p. 619, Table 1. Copyright 1993 by the American
Psychological Association.
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Figure 5. Meta-analysis across three studies illustrating participants’
tendency to criticize violations of purity (top graph) or to praise purity
virtues (bottom graph) compared to reactions to actions in non-purity
domains, as a function of social class. Reprinted from “Disgust and the
Moralization of Purity.” by E. J. Horberg, C. Oveis, D. Keltner, and A. B.
Cohen, 2009, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 97, p. 972.
Copyright 2009 by the American Psychological Association.
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Figure 4. Social class differences in self-reports of compassion and heart rate when watching a neutral or
compassion-inducing emotion video. SES = socioeconomic status; BPM = beats per minute. Reprinted from
“Class and Compassion: Socioeconomic Factors Predict Responses to Suffering,” by J. E. Stellar, V. M. Manzo,
M. W. Kraus, and D. Keltner, 2011, Emotion. Copyright 2011 by the American Psychological Association.



* "Mopaib, KOTOPYIO HaBI3bIBAIOT OCAHSIKAM, YTOObI 3aCTABUTh UX
NOAJEPKUBATh CUCTEMY, IOKPOBUTEIBCTBYIOIIYIO OOraThiM,
HUKOIJIAa HE HABSI3bIBACTCS B TOM K€ Mepe OOrarbiM, YTOOBI
3aCTAaBUTh UX OXPAHSATh HHTEPECHI OCTHSIKOB. DTa CUTYyallUsl CTABUT
IYXOBEHCTBO B TPYAHOE MOJI0KEHHUE, KOIZIa OHO BBIHYKJICHO
MCIOJIb30BaTh PEJIMTHUO3HBIC IOTMbI, YTOObI IPUBUTH KOH()OPMHU3M
110 OTHOILIEHHIO K OOILIECTBEHHLIM HOpMaM. Eciin, Kak BIIOJIHE
MOXKET CIIYYUThCSI, STM HOPMBI Oy1yT AECMCTBOBATh B MOIb3Yy
IrofeH, 00JIaJaroMX IPUBUICTUSMU U BIIACTHIO, PEITUTHUS MOXKET
00pEeCTH YEPTHI €1lI€ OJJHOI0 MHCTPYMEHTA 3aIUThl O(pHUIIHATIbHBIX
UHTEPECOB"

» J. Fitzpatrick. The Role of Religion in Programs for the Pretention
and Correction of Crime and Delinquency. President's Commission
on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, Task Force
Report: Juvenile Delinquency and Youth Crime, p. 321.
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Age-related increase in vmPFC for Pl vs. PA

Signal response in vmPFC
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Figure 2. Age-related hemodynamic increase in the vmPFC when participants
perceive visual scenarios depicting people being harmed intentionally versus
accidentally. A positive linear association of age with signal change in the vmPFC
was determined (r = 0.25; tgs = 2.723; P < 0.05). The quadratic effect in this
cluster of voxels was nonsignificant (P = 0.08).




How much would you punish?
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Figure 3. Across all ages, participants will punish people more for an intentionally
versus accidentally harmful action, regardless of whether the target is a person or an
object (P < 0.001). They will punish people more if they harm a person than if they
damage an object, regardless of the intention of the action (P < 0.01). The graph
shows age-related change in ratings of deserved punishment. With age, participants’
severity of punishment decreases significantly more for intentional damage done to
objects than intentional harm done to people (P < 0.01).
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* lcxond v3 TpaauIIMOHHOU TPAKTOBKH IIPEANOYTEHUN MOXKHO CHEJIATh
BBIBOJ: TOT YYACTHUK, KOTOPBIU JE€NACT NIPEIIOKEHUE, 3HAA, UTO
BTOPOM COINIACUTCS Ha JIFOOYIO MOJIOKUTEIbHYIO CYMMY, TaK KakK JJIs
HEro ATO Jy4llle, Y4eM BOOOIIEe HUYETO HE MOIYyYUTh, pa3ACIuT CYMMY
TaKUM 00-pa3oM, YTOOBI OT/IaTh MUHUMAJILHO BO3MOXKHOE KOJIUYECTBO
JICHET, U BTOPAs CTOPOHA COITIACUTCA Ha 3TOT BAPUAHT JCJIEKA.

* Ho skcniepuMenTsl, IpoBeaeHHbIe B CoequneHHsbix [lITarax, Anonun,
N3panne, EBpone, Poccun, Kutae u IHaoHe3un, mokasaiu, 4To
OOJIBIIIMHCTBO YYAaCTHUKOB IpemiaratoT oT 40 1o 50% «muporay», npu
3TOM IpemiokeHus Hke 30% OOBIYHO OTBEPraroTCs. ITH
pEe3yNbTaThl OBLIN MOJIYYEHBI B AKCIIEPUMEHTaX, B KOTOPBIX CTaBKU
TOCTUT AN TPEX MECAYHBIX JTOXOA0B. 11 MaOBEPOSITHO, YTO
PE3YJIBTATHI OTPAKAIOT HEIIOHUMAHNE UTPOKAMH IIPABUI UIPHI, TAK
KaK DKCIIEPUMEHT MPOBOJIMUIN HECKOIBKO pa3, YTOObI IOJYUYHUTh
ITIOBTOPSIEMYIO OJIHOILIArOBYI0 UIpy. HemaBHO MBI ITOBTOpHIIN
PE3YJIBTATHI ATUX SKCIIEPUMEHTOB VIS MOJICIICH Pa3INYHBIX IIPOCTHIX
COOOIIIECTB: OXOTHUKOB M COOMpATESICH, ITaCTyX0B U Ap.



Oo0sacTy MO3ra, urparole KJIr4eByIo poib B IpUHATUHN petieHuii: Rostral cingulate
zone (RCZ) — pocranbHas obnacth nosicHor kopbl. Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
(DLPFC) — BepxHnsis ioOHast kopa. Anterior cingulate cortex — nmepeassisi 00J1acTh
nosiciot kopbl. Ventral medial prefrontal cortex (VMPFC) — HuxHsIs MenuanbHast

no6nas kopa. Dorsal striatum — BepXHsig 4acTh CTpUarymMa
(monocaroro tena). Nucleus accumbens (ventral striatum) — npuiexartiee sapo
(HmxHUM ctpuaryM). Insular cortex — octpoBkoBas kopa. Amygdala — MuHanuHa.
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Figure 1| Mean reduction (a) and augmentation (b) of income by other
players in each period as a function of the deviation from the mean income
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ColanbHbIE OTHOLIEHUSA U AGMOIIMU: MapPhI
IIPOTUBOMNOJIOKHOCTEN Y HA3IIUX U

BBICIIIHNX KJIACCOB
1) ITIpoconmanbHOCTB: 3allUTa CIA0BIX, B TOM YMCJIE CHJIOBas
{ U30uparenbHOCTh }/ KOHKYpEHTHOCTB, B TOM YHCJIE C
IPUYMHEHUEM Bpeaa

2) YUecTHOCTH (Max JOJATOBPEMEHHBIM
BBIMTPBIIT ) { palliOHAIbHOE NAPTHEPCTBO } 0OMaH (max
KPaTKOCPOYHBIN BBIUTPHIII)

3) CpaBeaIMBOCTbh, BEpHOCTh TOBApHUIIAM
{1301paTenbHOCTD } 3TOM3M, IIPEAATEIBCTBO

4) KonnexktuBusM [ BepTukaabHbIA WA TOPU30OHTAIBHBIM |
NuauBrayanusM, BEpTUKAIbHBIN, TOPU3OHTAIbHbBIN

5) Uucrorta, cBsatocth {M30uparensHoCcTh} Heuncrora,
OCKBEPHECHHUE



— OTHOIIIEHUE K HUM YUHTEJIs, B KOTOPOM TaKKe MOXKET MPUCYTCTBOBATh 3(PPEKT COIMaIBLHOTO

cTaryca. Y4uTelsi, padoTaroniiue B HU3KOCTaTyCHBIX KJlaccaX, BOCIIPUHUMAIOT aTMOC(EpPY B KJIacce B IIEJIOM Kak
MeHee MO3UTUBHYIO, a IeTe U3 OETHBIX U HU3KOCTATYCHBIX CEMEN KaK MEHEE 3peibIX U JUCIUIUIMHUPOBAHHBIX,
YTO CKa3bIBACTCS U Ha 00Jee HU3KUX OXKUAAHUSIX YUUTENS B OTHOLIEHWH BO3MOXKHBIX yciexoB pedeHka. [Ipuuem
MOI00HBIE

CYXJECHUSI OITUPAIOTCS B OCHOBHOM Ha HEKOTHUTUBHBIE KPUTEPUH, Ta- KM€ KaK PEUYEBOE MOBEICHNE WU CTHIIb
ONIek /16l yueHHKa. [10J0OHBIM HCKaXKEHHSIM OLICHOK HAa OCHOBaHUU COLIMAIILHOTO CTaTyca 0ojee MOBEPKEHbBI
YUMTEJIs, BIPOCIINE B CEMBIX CPEIHETO Kilacca, YeM YUHUTENIs, BBIpOCIINe B OeTHbIX ceMbsix (Alexander,
Entwisle, Thompson, 1987).

[IpenB3saToe OTHOILIIEHHE K YUYEHUKY TOPOXKAAET 3PPekT 00paTHOM CBSA3U: YUUTENS B ITUX OOCTOATENbCTBAX
YAEJSIIOT MEHbIIIE TO3UTUBHOTO BHUMAHUS YUYECHUKY, MEHEE CKIIOHHBI 3aKPEIUISTh YCIEX, B LIEJIOM 1al0T MEHBIIIE
BO3MOXKHOCTEH 111 00yueHus. B pesynprare cyiiecTBOBaBIINE U3HAYAIBHO PA3IMUMs B yCIIEXaX OKa3bIBAIOTCS
HCKYCCTBEHHO YCHJICHBI U 3aKPEIUISIOTCS B HaJIbHEHIIEN KoIbHOM 6norpaduu yuenuka (Alexander, Entwisle,
Thompson, 1987; Tach, Farkas, 2006)".

— He 3aBucsiiee oT ycrneBaeMOCTH KeJIaHUE MPOIOJKUTh 00yUYeHUE, XapaKTepHOE JJI OMpeIeSICHHbIX
COLIMAJIBHBIX CJIOEB. [Ipn XOpomux olleHKax B IIKOJIE MOYTH BCE POJUTEIN U3 BBICIIETO COILIMAIBHOTO CIIOS U
itk 38% poauTeneit U3 HU3IIMX CIIOEB HACENEHUS HaMEPEBAIOTCS MOCIaTh CBOETO peOEHKA YUUTHCS B
TUMMHAa3110. Y YUYEHHKOB CO CPEIHUMH OIIEHKaMU B IIKoJE (B cpenHeM Mexay 2.3 u 3.1[3]) paznuyus,
3aBUCSIIUE OT UX MPUHAJICKHOCTU K TOMY WJIM HHOMY CJIOIO, BRIPXKEHBI elle Ooiee sIBHO: TTOYTH TPU YETBEPTU
JeTe U3 BBICIIUX CJIOeB U aullb 11% neteit n3 HU3MIKMX CI0EB IIAaHUPYIOT MOCTynarh B TuMHa3uio (Ditton
1992: 130). Ta >xe MoJIeTb TIPOCTIEKUBACTCS U B PEAKIIMH POAUTEICH Ha PEKOMEHIAINIO CPEAHEN TITKOJIBI TS
MOCTYIUJICHHUS] B TUMHA3UI0: TIOYTH BCE JIETH CITYXKAIIUX CIEAYIOT 3TOM peKOMEHIalliu, HO JIuilb 38% AeTeil u3
ceMel HeKBaTU(UIUPOBAHHBIX pabOYuX WK paboYnX cpeaHel KBaIU(PUKALUU MBITAIOTCS OCTYIUTD B
rumHasuto (Fauser/Schreiber 1987). [lanee conuanbHbIi GUIBTP HAUMHAET JACHMCTBOBATH MPHU MEPEXOIE K
BBICIIIEMY O0PAa30BaHUIO U MPUBOAUT K KyMYISTUBHOMY 3(PHEKTY: YUSHUKHU U YUEHHUILIBI CTAPIINX KJIACCOB U3
pabouux cemelt ¢ XOpoIIel yCreBaeMOCThIO PeXe XOTAT MOTy4yaTh Bbiciiee oopazoBanue (43%), yem yueHUKU
U3 ceMell YNHOBHUKOB, YCIIEBAEMOCTh KOTOPBIX HaXoauTcsa Ha cpeaHem ypoBHe (50%) (Bottcher u. a. 1988).

— He 3aBucsmuii oT ycrneBaeMoCTH COlMaIbHbIN 0TOOp B 1ikosie. KpynmHomacmtabnoe uccnenoBanue 13.000
YYCHUKOB HavaIbHBIX MTKOJ B ["amMOypre HamISITHO MTOKA3a10, HACKOJIBKO YUUTENIS B CBOUX CYKICHUIX —
HE3aBHUCHUMO OT YCIIEBAEMOCTH — OPUEHTUPYIOTCS HA TO, K KAKOMY COITMATILHOMY CJIOF0 TIPUHAJICKUT PEOCHOK.
J171st TOTO 9TOOBI MOMYYNTh PEKOMEH IAIMIO U3 MITKOJIBI IJIs TOCTYTUICHHS B THMHA3HIO, IETH U3 CEMEN C HU3KUM
ypoBHEM 00pa3zoBaHus (OTIbI O€3 AUTIIOMAa 00 OKOHYAHUU 0A30BOM MIKOJIBI ) TOJDKHBI TOKA3aTh PE3YbTaThl
(IIKOJBHBIN TECT HA YCIIEBAEMOCTh), KoTophie Ha 50% (!) BbIlIe, 4eM pe3yibTaTbl PEKOMEHIOBAHHBIX B
TUMHA3HIO JACTEH U3 CeMeH ¢ BRICOKMM YPOBHEM 00pa30BaHUs (OTIIBI C aTTECTAaTOM 3PEIOCTH, OKOHUHUBIIIHE
rumHasuio) (Lehmann/Peek 1997).
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Fig. 1. Perceptions of upward and downward mobility in a nationally representative
sample (N = 3,034): Perceived and actual quintile of where someone born to a family in
the bottom (left) or top (right) quintiles ends up.
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Fig. 2. Perceptions of upward and downward mobility in a Mechanical Turk sample (V=
200) broken down by political affiliation. Perceived and actual quintile of where someone
born to a family in the bottom (left) and top (right) quintiles ends up.
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Fig. 3. Ideal upward and downward mobility in a Mechanical Turk sample (V = 290) based
on political affiliation. Ideal and actual quintile of where someone born to a family in the
bottom (left) and top (right) quintiles ends up.




