The map of cognitive biases, errors and obstacles affecting judgment and management of global catastrophic risks
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Meta-biases
Some cognitive biases don’t allow a person to see and cure his other biases. It results in biases accumulation and strongly
distorted world picture. I tried to draw out a list of main meta-biases.
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1. Psychological group
First and most important of them is overconfidence. Generalized overconfidence also is known as feeling of self-importance. It
prevents a person from searching and indemnifying his own biases. He feels himself perfect. It is also called arrogance.
Lack or reflectivity. Inability to think about own thinking.
Projection of responsibility. If one used to think that others are source of his problems, he is unable to see his own mistakes
and make changes.
Psychopathic traits of character. They often combine many of above mentioned properties.
Learned helplessness. In this case a person may not believe that he is able to “debias” himself.
Hyperoptimisctic bias. If you want something very much, you will ignore all warnings.
2. Cognitive group
Stupidity. It is not a bias, but a (sort of very general) property of mind. It may include many psychiatric disorders, from dementia to depression.
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Lack of knowledge in logic, statistic, brain science, scientific method, biases etc.
3.	 Belief structure items.
Dogmatism: Unchangeable group of believes, often connected with believe in certain text or author.
Lack of motivation to self-improvement.
Obstinacy. A person may want to signal his high status by ignoring good advises and even facts, and try to demonstrate that
he is “strong” in his believes.
The ability to see others biases as an instrument for effective arguening
Social pressure: Thinking about own fallacies may not be socially acceptable in the peer group.
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