178 THE RIGHTEOUS MIND

IN SUM

I began this chapter by trying to trigger your intuitions about
the five moral foundations that I introduced in chapter 6. I
then defined innateness as “organized in advance of experi-
ence,” like the first draft of a book that gets revised as individ-
uals grow up within diverse cultures. This definition allowed
me to propose that the moral foundations are innate. Particu-
lar rules and virtues vary across cultures, so you'll get fooled if
you look for universality in the finished books. You won’t find
a single paragraph that exists in identical form in every human
culture. But if you look for links between evolutionary theory
and anthropological observations, you can take some educated
guesses about what was in the universal first draft of human
nature. I tried to make (and justify) five such guesses:

e The Care/harm foundation evolved in response to
the adaptive challenge of caring for vulnerable chil-
dren. It makes us sensitive to signs of suffering and
need; it makes us despise cruelty and want to care for
those who are suffering.

e The Fairness/cheating foundation evolved in
response to the adaptive challenge of reaping the
rewards of cooperation without getting exploited. It
makes us sensitive to indications that another per-
son is likely to be a good (or bad) partner for col-
laboration and reciprocal altruism. It makes us want
to shun or punish cheaters.

« The Loyalty/betrayal foundation evolved in
response to the adaptive challenge of forming and
maintaining coalitions. It makes us sensitive to signs
that another person is (or is not) a team player. It
makes us trust and reward such people, and it makes

The Moral Foundations of Politics 179

us want to hurt, ostracize, or even kill those who
betray us or our group.

* The Authority/subversion foundation evolved in
response to the adaptive challenge of forging rela-
tionships that will benefit us within social hierar-
chies. It makes us sensitive to signs of rank or status,
and to signs that other people are (or are not) behav-
ing properly, given their position.

* The Sanctity/degradation foundation evolved ini-
tially in response to the adaptive challenge of the
omnivore’s dilemma, and then to the broader chal-
lenge of living in a world of pathogens and parasites.
It includes the behavioral immune system, which
can make us wary of a diverse array of symbolic
objects and threats. It makes it possible for people to
invest objects with irrational and extreme values—
both positive and negative—which are important
for binding groups together.

I showed how the two ends of the political spectrum rely
upon each foundation in different ways, or to different degrees.
It appears that the left relies primarily on the Care and Fair-
ness foundations, whereas the right uses all five. If this is true,
then is the morality of the left like the food served in The True
Taste restaurant? Does left-wing morality activate just one or
two taste receptors, whereas right-wing morality engages a
broader palate, including loyalty, authority, and sanctity? And
if so, does that give conservative politicians a broader variety
of ways to connect with voters?




