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SCIENTIFIC BACKGROUND  
Research into social dilemmas is a cornerstone in the social sciences. The defining 
characteristic of such dilemmas is that mutual cooperation among the actors 
involved is efficient but that, unless adequate institutions are in place or actors have 
social preferences, deviating from cooperation is rational from the individual 
viewpoint. As a consequence of this incentive to free ride, transactions are not 
undertaken and economies grow by less than their full potential.  
 
Ultimately, the functioning and efficacy of diverse institutions crucially depends on 
how the institutions affect actors’ behavior. Therefore, when studying institutions, it 
is important to be aware of the preferences of the actors. By now, it is well accepted 
and convincingly shown in numerous laboratory experiments and empirical studies 
that at least some individuals are to at least some extent concerned about fairness, 
and that intrinsic motivation, empathy, but also spite are important drivers of 
human behavior.  
 
After two economic governance workshops that focused on the role of competition 
(in 2010) and organizations (in 2013), respectively, we now strive to stimulate the 
debate about the role of (pro- and anti-)social preferences for the design of optimal 
institutions, both formal and informal, as solution mechanisms for economic 
governance problems. We aim to assemble scholars from several disciplines 
studying economic governance institutions with particular regard to the impact of 
the type of preferences held by the involved parties: standard vs. social; reciprocal 
vs. independent; heterogeneous vs. homogenous; to name just a few dimensions of 
distinction. Ideally, discussions at this gathering do not only evolve around positive



 

 

questions but also touch on the normative implications of the results presented: 
what lessons can policy makers, regulators, organizers of private ordering 
institutions, and other market designers learn for optimal institutional design under 
specific economic, social, and political circumstances?  
 
SPECIFIC  TOPICS (NON-EXCLUSIVE)  

• Under which conditions are prosocial preferences necessary to produce 

cooperation in social dilemmas? Can prosocial preferences serve as an 

equilibrium selection device in a game-theoretic model that has multiple 

equilibria? 

• What are historical or current examples of economic governance institutions that 

rely on social preferences? Could these examples have existed with standard 

preferences? 

• Are social preferences only important (or necessary?) in small groups, or are 

democratic political institutions that are designed to allow millions of citizens to 

influence political decisions also dependent on a certain degree of altruism? 

What does this tell us about institutional transplants from one cultural context 

onto another in general (for instance, as conditions of the Worldbank’s or the 

IMF’s requirements for support in crises)? 

• Through which institutions can preferences be actively shaped by policy makers? 

For instance, (how) can education policy be used to make the young generation 

more social, thereby relaxing the need for other economic governance institutions 

(as in Tabellini, 2008)? 

• What type of preferences constitutes reasonable assumptions when studying 

market interactions involving large, publicly traded corporations? (Under which 

conditions) can institutions that are designed to solve governance problems at 

the industry level work with standard preferences? 

• Under which preferences can cooperation in social networks, online or offline, be 

expected? What implications does this have for policy makers and designers of 

networks (which could both be firms operating a network, e.g. Facebook, or 

nonprofit groups promoting a certain cause)? 

• Where to fit prosocial preferences in existing taxonomies of economic 

governance institutions (e.g. Dixit, 2009, Masten and Prüfer, 2014)? Or are 

preferences orthogonal to institutions? 

• Is there a need to foster new organizational forms, such as “societal enterprises” 

next to traditional firms and not-for-profit organizations? If so, in which sectors, 

and what forms? Do these enterprises depend on prosocial preferences of their 

workers and donors 

• Is the decline of formal private organizations providing social capital, such as 

clubs or many other nonprofits, an inevitable consequence of technological 

advancements that enable individuals to perform many operations on their own 

today? If so, is this a problem? 

 
  



 

 

PROGRAM COMMITTEE 
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• Giuseppe Dari-Mattiaci (University of Amsterdam) 

• Avinash Dixit (Princeton University) 
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• Jens Prüfer (Tilburg University) 

• Sigrid Suetens (Tilburg University) 
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• Giorgio Zanarone (CUNEF) 

 

FORMAT 

The workshop will take place at Tilburg University, the Netherlands, from September 

3 to 4, 2015 and is planned for two full days. Regular presentations (30 minutes) will 

be followed by a discussant (10 minutes) and public discussion (20 minutes). For 

keynote speakers, the format will be 45 minutes presentation and 30 minutes of 

public discussion. There will be plenty of time for informal discussion and social 

interaction. Depending on the number and quality of submissions, a poster session 

with additional papers may be organized. 

 

FEES AND REIMBURSEMENT POLICY 

There is no conference fee. TILEC will cover the accommodation and travel expenses 

of speakers in the regular sessions (not in the poster session) and the 

accommodation expenses of discussants. 

 

IMPORTANT DATES 

The deadline for submissions is April 12, 2015. Papers should be submitted in PDF 

format to TILECgovernance@uvt.nl. Long abstracts are accepted but full papers are 

preferred. Unless otherwise mentioned with the submission, it is understood that 

the author submitting a paper is also the presenter and present throughout the 

workshop.  

 

Submitters should indicate whether they want their paper to be considered for a 

poster session.  If accepted for a poster session, authors are responsible themselves 

for producing their poster. 

 

Authors of accepted papers will be notified by May 15, 2015. Speakers might be 

asked to discuss another paper.  

 

Completed drafts of accepted papers are due by August 24, 2015, and will be made 

available for download on the conference website. 

 

ORGANIZER 

Jens Prüfer (Tilburg University) , j.prufer@uvt.nl 


