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1. Formal basis for the review

The basis for the review is the letter from the Chairman of the Discipline Council of Political Science
and Public Administration at University of Wroclaw, Prof. dr hab. Mirosiaw Dymarski, from
23.10.2023, informing me about the resolution of the Discipline Council of Political Science and
Public Administration of University of Wroclaw from 20.10.2023, appointing me as a reviewer of the
doctoral dissertation by Mehmet >evgin “The Behavioral Economics Implementation into Public

Policymaking: The Behavioral Public Policies”, written under the supervision of dr hab. Agnieszka
Makarewicz.

2. General overview

The dissertation by Mehmet Sevgin is devoted to the problem that is both interesting theoretically
and is of fundamental practical Importance. The behavioural revolution in economic sciences
provided new tools that helped researchers and the practitioners gain a better insight into the

decision-making process of the economic agents and form better predictions on their economic and
non-economic behaviours. In 2008 the Nobel Prize winner Richard Thaler, together with Cass

Sunstein, published a ground-breaking book “Nudge: Improving Decisions about Health, Wealth, and
Happiness”, showing how behavioural findings, through the process dubbed “nudging”, can be

efficiently used to direct consumers to more rational, and prosocial choices, without limiting their

freedom of choice. Governments got a new tool that could be used for shaping behaviour in such
areas as tax compliance, organ donations, environmental decision, or retirement savings.

The dissertation under review is located on the cross-point of economic and political sciences. From
economics it takes mainly the methodology of understanding the response to public policymaking as

an individual act of consumers. The behavioural economics approach transformed the traditional
“methodological individualism” approach, by questioning the fundamental assumptions of perfect



rationality and selfishness of the decision-makers. Having that in mind, it still follows the neo-
classical economic approach of treating society as a sum of individuals, and a response to public
policies as a sum of responses of individuals who take into account expected benefits and costs of
their actions. From political sciences it takes mainly the scope of the analysis. Even if consumers act

as individuals, the focus of any policymaker is on the aggregated results. As such, political sciences
look at (behavioural) economics as a key, which can be used to design public policies in the optimal
way. The dissertation’s title clearly indicates that this the Author’s perspective, as it calls the paper
an “implementation” of behavioural economics into public policymaking. This interdisciplinary

approach has a direct impact on the design of the thesis, its structure, and chapters’ contents.

In Chapter 1 the Author discusses various concepts of rationality, with a focus on traditional
economic methodological individualism and Its modifications resulting from the behavioural
approach. The Author contrasts two concepts: a traditional homo oeconomicus’ perfect rationality
and the bounded rationality assumed under the behavioural paradigm. | have to make one note with
regard to this discussion. It seems that the Author finds the biggest weakness of traditional
economics to be related to unrealistic assumptions concerning the actual process of decision-making
and finds it natural that a more accurate representation will be more efficient in forming precise
predictions. Well, the problem is more trivial than that. The more detailed is the description of the
model of an economic man, the more variables it Includes, and therefore the harder it is for it to
form precise predictions. The neo-classical approach might be criticised for not including crucial

variables but cannot be criticised for using a limited number of variables, as this is a conscious
methodological strategy. To quote Gary Becker from his Nobel lecture: “(...) the economic approach |

compliance, organ donations, environmentsal Issues, health, education, employment rates,
retirement savings, voter turnout and government aids. The dissertation includes detailed
descriptions of scientific studies as well as real-life cases concerning the behavioural public policies in
the aforementioned areas. Additionally, this chapter includes 3 description and the results of the
experiment conducted by the Author. | find this element to be not well-thought of, unnecessary, and
misplaced, as it is hard to link the experiment with the content of the rest of the chapter. | present

My concerns with regard to the experiment later in this review. Nevertheless, my overall assessment
of this chapter is clearly positive.




Is an in-depth discussion of the Opportunities and challenges of the behavioural public policymaking.
This is conducted both from the practical as well as philosophical perspective (the ethics of
libertarian paternalism). The chapter plays a crucial role in determining the aspects, which are critical

3. Assessment of the aims, hypotheses and research questions

explicitly presented. The Author writes a lot about what He plans to examine. | believe it would be
much more Instrumental, if He wrote about why he plans to do it.




these ones cause a serious disappointed. Firstly, even though the Author had shortly discussed the
role of stakes in economic experiments (pp. 79-80), He entirely ignores this problem, when planning
His own non-incentivised ones, simply copying the original solutions, without even a comment. This
could be considered a methodological detail, but there is a much bigger problem. This is: what is the
actual point of replicating the experiments, when their outcome is pretty predictable, and when
there is no serious academic debate on whether the framing and the mental accounting biases
actually exist? Generally, there are two insightful approaches possible when replicating the well-

known experiments. The first one is to leave the original experimental settings almost untouched,
and to relate the decisions in the experiment to some additional variables, characterising the
participants. With that, one can learn the role of demographic variables in shaping the behavioural
attitudes and/or how these attitudes affect the actual economic decisions. The second one is to
Introduce substantial changes in the experimental design and study their role. Having in mind the
aim of this thesis, it is surprising that the Author did not try to frame the replicated experiments into

the behavioural public policy setting. If the aim of the thesis Is to demonstrate that biases and

of such experiment could have been formed after the literature study or Delphi research.
Unfortunately, neither of the two approaches mentioned was used. The assessment of the

experimental part has to be very critical, then, as the experiment in this form is useless in pursuing
the thesis’ goal.

Luckily, the experiment is Just a supplementary research method, and it plays a minor role in the
dissertation. Most of the analysis is based on the thorough examination of the literature and data
(academic literature, official documents or other secondary data). And the main empirical research
method employed is the Delphi research. This research method is not very popular in my scientific
discipline (economics & finance), and | don’t have any individual experience with it, therefore my
concerns are purely hypothetical. | find this part insightful, and the experts’ responses indicate that
they have experience with behavioural policymaking. Still, respecting their anonymity, wouldn’t it be
valuable to provide some information on their background? How were they chosen? Where does
their expertise come from? Are they academics or do they have practical experience in designing and
Implementing the behavioural public policy? If so, in what areas were they involved (health,
education, environmental Issues, etc.)? Last but not the least — what countries are they from? |

believe that such information could be crucial in assessing the value of the experts’ claims and
predictions.

biases, areas of successful behavioural policymaking and to analyse the opportunities and challenges
relied to implementation of behavioural public policies.



with the results and conclusions reached. To start with, | think it would be very difficult for the
Author to face directly the research problem, defined on p. 8, i.e. to determine “whether behavioral
public policies are more efficient than traditional public policies”. Answering this would require
defining the efficiency measures, and running a thorough analysis in all potential areas where both
types of policies could be implemented. The Author makes no effort in doing this at all, and never
really gets back to this question. | think the Author believes that the answer to this question is
formed in His main hypothesis, that both methods are complementary. In my opinion, these are two
separate problems. Even if both methods are indeed complementary, it does not make the question
on their relative efficiencies irrelevant, and, definitely, does not automatically indicate that these
efficiencies are the same.

Having said that, it seems that the Author managed to find the answers to all of His research
questions. Unfortunately, there is no dedicated subchapter or part of the dissertation where these

answers would be compiled, and the reader has to search for them throughout the text. A

Specifically, the Author-

® shows what is the essence of the behavioural public policymaking,

® discusses the ethics of this approach,

* explains why and how it can be used to support the traditional policies,

* provides list of biases and heuristics that can be availed of when designing such policies,

® provides an extensive list of areas, where the behavioural public policymaking could work,
® provides information on the details of the Implementation process,

e discusses the advantages and disadvantages of this method,
* forms some predictions concerning its future.

>. Assessment of the formal side of the dissertation

Formal part of the thesis is good enough. There is a list of references, yet other useful lists (tables

figures) are missing. The Bibliography is almost complete, yet some errors happen. For instance
(Chanduri, 2021), quoted on P. 10, cannot be found in the References.

’

!

The dissertation is written in good English, and there are no problems with understanding the
Author’s reasoning process. Some mistakes and typos are encountered, though. Instead of listing
them, [ will point at just two errors, that are a little more substantive.



On p. 78 the Author claims that “until the late 1940s, there were no controlled economic
experiments ever conducted”. Well, this is not true. Formally, there were earlier experiments
conducted (even if their role in experimental economics is marginal). See: Thurstone, L. L. (1931). The
Indifference function. The Journal of Social Psychology, 2, 139-167.

The Author uses a lot of repetitions, introducing summaries way too often in the thesis. This
concerns all chapters. As an exemplification, consider the Delphi research. After presenting a

questions.

6. Conclusion

positive. In my opinion the biggest value of the thesis lies in good structuring of the knowledge. By
using the Interdisciplinary approach, the Author, on one hand, provides detailed information on
findings resulting from economic sciences, and, on the other hand, shows, how these findings can be
efficiently availed of in designing the public policy.

The thesis demonstrated that the Author possesses In-depth knowledge on discussed issues and is
able to plan and conduct own research. It is well structured and satisfactory on the formal level.
Therefore, in conclusion | state that Mehmet Sevgin’s dissertation entitled “The Behavioral
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