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There is no question that book The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion
By Jonathan Haidt will always make you inspirations. Also this is simply a book The Righteous Mind: Why
Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan Haidt; you could discover lots of categories
and also kinds of publications. From captivating to experience to politic, and scientific researches are all
provided. As just what we explain, below we offer those all, from popular writers as well as publisher in the
world. This The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan
Haidt is among the collections. Are you interested? Take it now. How is the method? Read more this short
article!

Review
“Haidt is looking for more than victory. He’s looking for wisdom. That’s what makes The Righteous Mind
well worth reading…a landmark contribution to humanity’s understanding of itself.” –New York Times
Book Review  

“Jonathan Haidt is one of smartest and most creative psychologists alive, and his newest book, The
Righteous Mind, is a tour de force—a brave, brilliant and eloquent exploration of the most important issues
of our time. It will challenge the way you think about liberals and conservatives, atheism and religion, good
and evil. This is the book that everyone will be talking about.”—Paul Bloom, Yale University, Author of
How Pleasure Works
 
“As a fellow who listens to heated political debate daily, I was fascinated, enlightened, and even amused by
Haidt's brilliant insights. This penetrating yet accessible book will help readers understand the righteous
minds that inhabit politics.” —Larry Sabato, University of Virginia, author of A More Perfect Constitution
 
“A remarkable and original synthesis of social psychology, political analysis, and moral reasoning that
reflects the best of sciences in these fields and adds evidence that we are innately capable of the decency and
righteousness needed for societies to survive.” —Edward O. Wilson, University Research Professor
Emeritus, Harvard University

“Here is the first attempt to give an in depth analysis of the underlying moral stance and dispositions of
liberals and conservatives. I couldn't put it down and discovered things about myself!” —Michael
Gazzaniga, University of California, Santa Barbara, author of The Ethical Brain

“Haidt’s a good thing.” –The Atlantic online 
 
“A well-informed tour of contemporary moral psychology…A cogent rendering of a moral universe of fertile
complexity and latent flexibility.” –Kirkus



“[Haidt’s] framework for the different moral universes of liberals and conservatives struck me as a brilliant
breakthrough…The Righteous Mind provides an invaluable road map.” –Miller-McCune.com 

“A much-needed voice of moral sanity.” –Booklist  
 
"An important and timely book…His ideas are controversial but they make you think…Haidt has made his
reputation as a social psychologist at the University of Virginia, where he and his colleagues explore reason
and intuition, why people disagree so passionately and how the moral mind works." —Bill Moyers, Moyers
& Company

“Highly readable, highly insightful…The principal posture in which one envisions him is that of a scrappy,
voluble, discerning patriot standing between the warring factions in American politics urging each to see the
other’s viewpoint, to stop demonizing, bashing, clobbering…Haidt’s real contribution, in my judgment, is
inviting us all to sit at the table.” –Washington Times  

“Haidt's work feels particularly relevant now…The Righteous Mind isn't just election-year reading. Haidt's
perspective can help us better understand our own political and religious leanings.” –San Francisco
Chronicle

“Ingenious prose…Beautifully written, Haidt’s book shines a new and creative light on moral psychology
and presents a provocative message.” –Science   

"A profound discussion of the diverse psychological roots of morality and their role in producing political
conflicts. It's not too much to hope that the book will help to reduce those conflicts." —Richard E. Nisbett,
University of Michigan, author of The Geography of Thought
 
"The Righteous Mind refutes the 'New Atheists' and shows that religion is a central part of our moral
heritage. Haidt's brilliant synthesis shows that Christians have nothing to fear and much to gain from the
evolutionary paradigm."—Michael Dowd, author of Thank God for Evolution
 
"Haidt's research has revolutionized the field of moral psychology. This elegantly written book has far-
reaching implications for anyone interested in politics, religion, or the many controversies that divide
modern societies. If you want to know why you hold your moral beliefs, and why many people disagree with
you, read this book".  —Simon Baron-Cohen, Cambridge University, Author of The Science of Evil 
 
 “The Righteous Mind is an intellectual tour de force that brings Darwinian theorizing to the practical realm
of everyday politics. The book is beautifully written, and it is truly unusual to encounter a book that makes a
major theoretical contribution yet encourages one to turn its pages enthusiastically.” —Christopher Boehm,
University of Southern California, author of Moral Origins.

“A rich, intriguing contribution to positive psychology. Recommended.” –Choice Magazine 

“Can help bridge the ever-widening gaps that occur in politics…This is not one of those books where a
researcher boils down a complex subject into a simple tag line. Haidt takes readers on a journey through that
complexity, so that we can understand the nuances and contradictions inherent in human morality.”
–Psychology News

About the Author

Jonathan Haidt is the Thomas Cooley Professor of Ethical Leadership at New York University's Stern School



of Business. He is the author of The Happiness Hypothesis: Finding Modern Truth in Ancient Wisdom. He
lives in New York City.

Excerpt. © Reprinted by permission. All rights reserved.

Introduction
 
“Can we all get along?” That appeal was made famous on May 1, 1992, by Rodney King, a black man who
had been beaten nearly to death by four Los Angeles police officers a year earlier. The entire nation had seen
a videotape of the beating, so when a jury failed to convict the officers, their acquittal triggered widespread
outrage and six days of rioting in Los Angeles. Fifty-three people were killed and more than seven thousand
buildings were torched. Much of the mayhem was carried live; news cameras tracked the action from
helicopters circling overhead. After a particularly horrific act of violence against a white truck driver, King
was moved to make his appeal for peace.
 
King’s appeal is now so overused that it has become cultural kitsch, a catchphrase1 more often said for
laughs than as a serious plea for mutual understanding. I therefore hesitated to use King’s words as the
opening line of this book, but I decided to go ahead, for two reasons. The first is because most Americans
nowadays are asking King’s question not about race relations but about political relations and the collapse of
cooperation across party lines. Many Americans feel as though the nightly news from Washington is being
sent to us from helicopters circling over the city, delivering dispatches from the war zone.
 
The second reason I decided to open this book with an overused phrase is because King followed it up with
something lovely, something rarely quoted. As he stumbled through his television interview, fighting back
tears and often repeating himself, he found these words: “Please, we can get along here. We all can get
along. I mean, we’re all stuck here for a while. Let’s try to work it out.”
 
This book is about why it’s so hard for us to get along. We are indeed all stuck here for a while, so let’s at
least do what we can to understand why we are so easily divided into hostile groups, each one certain of its
righteousness.
 
###
 
People who devote their lives to studying something often come to believe that the object of their fascination
is the key to understanding everything. Books have been published in recent years on the transformative role
in human history played by cooking, mothering, war . . . even salt. This is one of those books. I study moral
psychology, and I’m going to make the case that morality is the extraordinary human capacity that made
civilization possible. I don’t mean to imply that cooking, mothering, war, and salt were not also necessary,
but in this book I’m going to take you on a tour of human nature and history from the perspective of moral
psychology.
 
By the end of the tour, I hope to have given you a new way to think about two of the most important, vexing,
and divisive topics in human life: politics and religion. Etiquette books tell us not to discuss these topics in
polite company, but I say go ahead. Politics and religion are both expressions of our underlying moral
psychology, and an understanding of that psychology can help to bring people together. My goal in this book
is to drain some of the heat, anger, and divisiveness out of these topics and replace them with awe, wonder,
and curiosity. We are downright lucky that we evolved this complex moral psychology that allowed our
species to burst out of the forests and savannas and into the delights, comforts, and extraordinary
peacefulness of modern societies in just a few thousand years. My hope is that this book will make



conversations about morality, politics, and religion more common, more civil, and more fun, even in mixed
company. My hope is that it will help us to get along.
 
BORN TO BE RIGHTEOUS
 
I could have titled this book The Moral Mind to convey the sense that the human mind is designed to “do”
morality, just as it’s designed to do language, sexuality, music, and many other things described in popular
books reporting the latest scientific findings. But I chose the title The Righteous Mind to convey the sense
that human nature is not just intrinsically moral, it’s also intrinsically moralistic, critical, and judgmental.
 
The word righteous comes from the old Norse word rettviss and the old English word rihtwis, both of which
mean “just, upright, virtuous.” This meaning has been carried into the modern English words righteous and
righteousness, although nowadays those words have strong religious connotations because they are usually
used to translate the Hebrew word tzedek. Tzedek is a common word in the Hebrew Bible, often used to
describe people who act in accordance with God’s wishes, but it is also an attribute of God and of God’s
judgment of people (which is often harsh but always thought to be just).
 
The linkage of righteousness and judgmentalism is captured in some modern definitions of righteous, such as
“arising from an outraged sense of justice, morality, or fair play.” The link also appears in the term self-
righteous, which means “convinced of one’s own righteousness, especially in contrast with the actions and
beliefs of others; narrowly moralistic and intolerant.” I want to show you that an obsession with
righteousness (leading inevitably to self- righteousness) is the normal human condition. It is a feature of our
evolutionary design, not a bug or error that crept into minds that would otherwise be objective and rational.
 
Our righteous minds made it possible for human beings—but no other animals—to produce large
cooperative groups, tribes, and nations without the glue of kinship. But at the same time, our righteous minds
guarantee that our cooperative groups will always be cursed by moralistic strife. Some degree of conflict
among groups may even be necessary for the health and development of any society. When I was a teenager
I wished for world peace, but now I yearn for a world in which competing ideologies are kept in balance,
systems of accountability keep us all from getting away with too much, and fewer people believe that
righteous ends justify violent means. Not a very romantic wish, but one that we might actually achieve.
 
WHAT LIES AHEAD
 
This book has three parts, which you can think of as three separate books—except that each one depends on
the one before it. Each part presents one major principle of moral psychology.
 
Part I is about the first principle: Intuitions come first, strategic reasoning second. Moral intuitions arise
automatically and almost instantaneously, long before moral reasoning has a chance to get started, and those
first intuitions tend to drive our later reasoning. If you think that moral reasoning is something we do to
figure out the truth, you’ll be constantly frustrated by how foolish, biased, and illogical people become when
they disagree with you. But if you think about moral reasoning as a skill we humans evolved to further our
social agendas—to justify our own actions and to defend the teams we belong to—then things will make a
lot more sense. Keep your eye on the intuitions, and don’t take people’s moral arguments at face value.
They’re mostly post hoc constructions made up on the fly, crafted to advance one or more strategic
objectives.
 
The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the mind is divided, like a rider on an elephant, and the
rider’s job is to serve the elephant. The rider is our conscious reasoning—the stream of words and images of



which we are fully aware. The elephant is the other 99 percent of mental processes—the ones that occur
outside of awareness but that actually govern most of our behavior. I developed this metaphor in my last
book, The Happiness Hypothesis, where I described how the rider and elephant work together, sometimes
poorly, as we stumble through life in search of meaning and connection. In this book I’ll use the metaphor to
solve puzzles such as why it seems like everyone (else) is a hypocrite and why political partisans are so
willing to believe outrageous lies and conspiracy theories. I’ll also use the metaphor to show you how you
can better persuade people who seem unresponsive to reason.
 
Part II is about the second principle of moral psychology, which is that there’s more to morality than harm
and fairness. The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the righteous mind is like a tongue with six
taste receptors. Secular Western moralities are like cuisines that try to activate just one or two of these
receptors—either concerns about harm and suffering, or concerns about fairness and injustice. But people
have so many other powerful moral intuitions, such as those related to liberty, loyalty, authority, and
sanctity. I’ll explain where these six taste receptors come from, how they form the basis of the world’s many
moral cuisines, and why politicians on the right have a built- in advantage when it comes to cooking meals
that voters like.
 
Part III is about the third principle: Morality binds and blinds. The central metaphor of these four chapters is
that human beings are 90 percent chimp and percent bee. Human nature was produced by natural selection
working at two levels simultaneously. Individuals compete with individuals within every group, and we are
the descendants of primates who excelled at that competition. This gives us the ugly side of our nature, the
one that is usually featured in books about our evolutionary origins. We are indeed selfish hypocrites so
skilled at putting on a show of virtue that we fool even ourselves.
 
But human nature was also shaped as groups competed with other groups. As Darwin said long ago, the most
cohesive and cooperative groups generally beat the groups of selfish individualists. Darwin’s ideas about
group selection fell out of favor in the 1960s, but recent discoveries are putting his ideas back into play, and
the implications are profound. We’re not always selfish hypocrites. We also have the ability, under special
circumstances, to shut down our petty selves and become like cells in a larger body, or like bees in a hive,
working for the good of the group. These experiences are often among the most cherished of our lives,
although our hivishness can blind us to other moral concerns. Our bee-like nature facilitates altruism,
heroism, war, and genocide.
 
Once you see our righteous minds as primate minds with a hivish overlay, you get a whole new perspective
on morality, politics, and religion. I’ll show that our “higher nature” allows us to be profoundly altruistic, but
that altruism is mostly aimed at members of our own groups. I’ll show that religion is (probably) an
evolutionary adaptation for binding groups together and helping them to create communities with a shared
morality. It is not a virus or a parasite, as some scientists (the “New Atheists”) have argued in recent years.
And I’ll use this perspective to explain why some people are conservative, others are liberal (or progressive),
and still others become libertarians. People bind themselves into political teams that share moral narratives.
Once they accept a particular narrative, they become blind to alternative moral worlds.
 
(A note on terminology: In the United States, the word liberal refers to progressive or left- wing politics, and
I will use the word in this sense. But in Europe and elsewhere, the word liberal is truer to its original
meaning—valuing liberty above all else, including in economic activities. When Europeans use the word
liberal, they often mean something more like the American term libertarian, which cannot be placed easily
on the left- right spectrum. Readers from outside the United States may want to swap in the words
progressive or left- wing whenever I say liberal.) In the coming chapters I’ll draw on the latest research in
neuroscience, genetics, social psychology, and evolutionary modeling, but the take- home message of the



book is ancient. It is the realization that we are all self- righteous hypocrites:
 
Why do you see the speck in your neighbor’s eye, but do not notice the log in your own eye? . . . You
hypocrite, first take the log out of your own eye, and then you will see clearly to take the speck out of your
neighbor’s eye. (Matthew 7:3–5)
 
Enlightenment (or wisdom, if you prefer) requires us all to take the logs out of our own eyes and then escape
from our ceaseless, petty, and divisive moralism. As the eighth- century Chinese Zen master Sen-ts’an wrote:
 
The Perfect Way is only difficult
for those who pick and choose;
Do not like, do not dislike;
all will then be clear.
Make a hairbreadth difference,
and Heaven and Earth are set apart;
If you want the truth to stand clear before you,
never be for or against.
The struggle between “for” and “against”
is the mind’s worst disease.
 
I’m not saying we should live our lives like Sen-ts’an. In fact, I believe that a world without moralism,
gossip, and judgment would quickly decay into chaos. But if we want to understand ourselves, our divisions,
our limits, and our potentials, we need to step back, drop the moralism, apply some moral psychology, and
analyze the game we’re all playing. .
 
Let us now examine the psychology of this struggle between “for” and “against.” It is a struggle that plays
out in each of our righteous minds, and among all of our righteous groups.
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and evil. This is the book that everyone will be talking about.”—Paul Bloom, Yale University, Author of
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Haidt's brilliant insights. This penetrating yet accessible book will help readers understand the righteous
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“Highly readable, highly insightful…The principal posture in which one envisions him is that of a scrappy,
voluble, discerning patriot standing between the warring factions in American politics urging each to see the
other’s viewpoint, to stop demonizing, bashing, clobbering…Haidt’s real contribution, in my judgment, is
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Introduction
 
“Can we all get along?” That appeal was made famous on May 1, 1992, by Rodney King, a black man who
had been beaten nearly to death by four Los Angeles police officers a year earlier. The entire nation had seen
a videotape of the beating, so when a jury failed to convict the officers, their acquittal triggered widespread
outrage and six days of rioting in Los Angeles. Fifty-three people were killed and more than seven thousand
buildings were torched. Much of the mayhem was carried live; news cameras tracked the action from
helicopters circling overhead. After a particularly horrific act of violence against a white truck driver, King
was moved to make his appeal for peace.
 
King’s appeal is now so overused that it has become cultural kitsch, a catchphrase1 more often said for
laughs than as a serious plea for mutual understanding. I therefore hesitated to use King’s words as the
opening line of this book, but I decided to go ahead, for two reasons. The first is because most Americans
nowadays are asking King’s question not about race relations but about political relations and the collapse of
cooperation across party lines. Many Americans feel as though the nightly news from Washington is being
sent to us from helicopters circling over the city, delivering dispatches from the war zone.
 
The second reason I decided to open this book with an overused phrase is because King followed it up with
something lovely, something rarely quoted. As he stumbled through his television interview, fighting back
tears and often repeating himself, he found these words: “Please, we can get along here. We all can get
along. I mean, we’re all stuck here for a while. Let’s try to work it out.”
 



This book is about why it’s so hard for us to get along. We are indeed all stuck here for a while, so let’s at
least do what we can to understand why we are so easily divided into hostile groups, each one certain of its
righteousness.
 
###
 
People who devote their lives to studying something often come to believe that the object of their fascination
is the key to understanding everything. Books have been published in recent years on the transformative role
in human history played by cooking, mothering, war . . . even salt. This is one of those books. I study moral
psychology, and I’m going to make the case that morality is the extraordinary human capacity that made
civilization possible. I don’t mean to imply that cooking, mothering, war, and salt were not also necessary,
but in this book I’m going to take you on a tour of human nature and history from the perspective of moral
psychology.
 
By the end of the tour, I hope to have given you a new way to think about two of the most important, vexing,
and divisive topics in human life: politics and religion. Etiquette books tell us not to discuss these topics in
polite company, but I say go ahead. Politics and religion are both expressions of our underlying moral
psychology, and an understanding of that psychology can help to bring people together. My goal in this book
is to drain some of the heat, anger, and divisiveness out of these topics and replace them with awe, wonder,
and curiosity. We are downright lucky that we evolved this complex moral psychology that allowed our
species to burst out of the forests and savannas and into the delights, comforts, and extraordinary
peacefulness of modern societies in just a few thousand years. My hope is that this book will make
conversations about morality, politics, and religion more common, more civil, and more fun, even in mixed
company. My hope is that it will help us to get along.
 
BORN TO BE RIGHTEOUS
 
I could have titled this book The Moral Mind to convey the sense that the human mind is designed to “do”
morality, just as it’s designed to do language, sexuality, music, and many other things described in popular
books reporting the latest scientific findings. But I chose the title The Righteous Mind to convey the sense
that human nature is not just intrinsically moral, it’s also intrinsically moralistic, critical, and judgmental.
 
The word righteous comes from the old Norse word rettviss and the old English word rihtwis, both of which
mean “just, upright, virtuous.” This meaning has been carried into the modern English words righteous and
righteousness, although nowadays those words have strong religious connotations because they are usually
used to translate the Hebrew word tzedek. Tzedek is a common word in the Hebrew Bible, often used to
describe people who act in accordance with God’s wishes, but it is also an attribute of God and of God’s
judgment of people (which is often harsh but always thought to be just).
 
The linkage of righteousness and judgmentalism is captured in some modern definitions of righteous, such as
“arising from an outraged sense of justice, morality, or fair play.” The link also appears in the term self-
righteous, which means “convinced of one’s own righteousness, especially in contrast with the actions and
beliefs of others; narrowly moralistic and intolerant.” I want to show you that an obsession with
righteousness (leading inevitably to self- righteousness) is the normal human condition. It is a feature of our
evolutionary design, not a bug or error that crept into minds that would otherwise be objective and rational.
 
Our righteous minds made it possible for human beings—but no other animals—to produce large
cooperative groups, tribes, and nations without the glue of kinship. But at the same time, our righteous minds
guarantee that our cooperative groups will always be cursed by moralistic strife. Some degree of conflict



among groups may even be necessary for the health and development of any society. When I was a teenager
I wished for world peace, but now I yearn for a world in which competing ideologies are kept in balance,
systems of accountability keep us all from getting away with too much, and fewer people believe that
righteous ends justify violent means. Not a very romantic wish, but one that we might actually achieve.
 
WHAT LIES AHEAD
 
This book has three parts, which you can think of as three separate books—except that each one depends on
the one before it. Each part presents one major principle of moral psychology.
 
Part I is about the first principle: Intuitions come first, strategic reasoning second. Moral intuitions arise
automatically and almost instantaneously, long before moral reasoning has a chance to get started, and those
first intuitions tend to drive our later reasoning. If you think that moral reasoning is something we do to
figure out the truth, you’ll be constantly frustrated by how foolish, biased, and illogical people become when
they disagree with you. But if you think about moral reasoning as a skill we humans evolved to further our
social agendas—to justify our own actions and to defend the teams we belong to—then things will make a
lot more sense. Keep your eye on the intuitions, and don’t take people’s moral arguments at face value.
They’re mostly post hoc constructions made up on the fly, crafted to advance one or more strategic
objectives.
 
The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the mind is divided, like a rider on an elephant, and the
rider’s job is to serve the elephant. The rider is our conscious reasoning—the stream of words and images of
which we are fully aware. The elephant is the other 99 percent of mental processes—the ones that occur
outside of awareness but that actually govern most of our behavior. I developed this metaphor in my last
book, The Happiness Hypothesis, where I described how the rider and elephant work together, sometimes
poorly, as we stumble through life in search of meaning and connection. In this book I’ll use the metaphor to
solve puzzles such as why it seems like everyone (else) is a hypocrite and why political partisans are so
willing to believe outrageous lies and conspiracy theories. I’ll also use the metaphor to show you how you
can better persuade people who seem unresponsive to reason.
 
Part II is about the second principle of moral psychology, which is that there’s more to morality than harm
and fairness. The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the righteous mind is like a tongue with six
taste receptors. Secular Western moralities are like cuisines that try to activate just one or two of these
receptors—either concerns about harm and suffering, or concerns about fairness and injustice. But people
have so many other powerful moral intuitions, such as those related to liberty, loyalty, authority, and
sanctity. I’ll explain where these six taste receptors come from, how they form the basis of the world’s many
moral cuisines, and why politicians on the right have a built- in advantage when it comes to cooking meals
that voters like.
 
Part III is about the third principle: Morality binds and blinds. The central metaphor of these four chapters is
that human beings are 90 percent chimp and percent bee. Human nature was produced by natural selection
working at two levels simultaneously. Individuals compete with individuals within every group, and we are
the descendants of primates who excelled at that competition. This gives us the ugly side of our nature, the
one that is usually featured in books about our evolutionary origins. We are indeed selfish hypocrites so
skilled at putting on a show of virtue that we fool even ourselves.
 
But human nature was also shaped as groups competed with other groups. As Darwin said long ago, the most
cohesive and cooperative groups generally beat the groups of selfish individualists. Darwin’s ideas about
group selection fell out of favor in the 1960s, but recent discoveries are putting his ideas back into play, and



the implications are profound. We’re not always selfish hypocrites. We also have the ability, under special
circumstances, to shut down our petty selves and become like cells in a larger body, or like bees in a hive,
working for the good of the group. These experiences are often among the most cherished of our lives,
although our hivishness can blind us to other moral concerns. Our bee-like nature facilitates altruism,
heroism, war, and genocide.
 
Once you see our righteous minds as primate minds with a hivish overlay, you get a whole new perspective
on morality, politics, and religion. I’ll show that our “higher nature” allows us to be profoundly altruistic, but
that altruism is mostly aimed at members of our own groups. I’ll show that religion is (probably) an
evolutionary adaptation for binding groups together and helping them to create communities with a shared
morality. It is not a virus or a parasite, as some scientists (the “New Atheists”) have argued in recent years.
And I’ll use this perspective to explain why some people are conservative, others are liberal (or progressive),
and still others become libertarians. People bind themselves into political teams that share moral narratives.
Once they accept a particular narrative, they become blind to alternative moral worlds.
 
(A note on terminology: In the United States, the word liberal refers to progressive or left- wing politics, and
I will use the word in this sense. But in Europe and elsewhere, the word liberal is truer to its original
meaning—valuing liberty above all else, including in economic activities. When Europeans use the word
liberal, they often mean something more like the American term libertarian, which cannot be placed easily
on the left- right spectrum. Readers from outside the United States may want to swap in the words
progressive or left- wing whenever I say liberal.) In the coming chapters I’ll draw on the latest research in
neuroscience, genetics, social psychology, and evolutionary modeling, but the take- home message of the
book is ancient. It is the realization that we are all self- righteous hypocrites:
 
Why do you see the speck in your neighbor’s eye, but do not notice the log in your own eye? . . . You
hypocrite, first take the log out of your own eye, and then you will see clearly to take the speck out of your
neighbor’s eye. (Matthew 7:3–5)
 
Enlightenment (or wisdom, if you prefer) requires us all to take the logs out of our own eyes and then escape
from our ceaseless, petty, and divisive moralism. As the eighth- century Chinese Zen master Sen-ts’an wrote:
 
The Perfect Way is only difficult
for those who pick and choose;
Do not like, do not dislike;
all will then be clear.
Make a hairbreadth difference,
and Heaven and Earth are set apart;
If you want the truth to stand clear before you,
never be for or against.
The struggle between “for” and “against”
is the mind’s worst disease.
 
I’m not saying we should live our lives like Sen-ts’an. In fact, I believe that a world without moralism,
gossip, and judgment would quickly decay into chaos. But if we want to understand ourselves, our divisions,
our limits, and our potentials, we need to step back, drop the moralism, apply some moral psychology, and
analyze the game we’re all playing. .
 
Let us now examine the psychology of this struggle between “for” and “against.” It is a struggle that plays
out in each of our righteous minds, and among all of our righteous groups.



Most helpful customer reviews

619 of 660 people found the following review helpful.
The Emotional Dog and Its Rational Tail Ride Through Morality and Politics!
By Kevin Currie-Knight
I do not exaggerate when I say this is one of the best (nonfiction) books I've read this year. Haidt is a great
writer, and has a real knack for explaining a wide variety of things with clarity and wit. Here, Haidt is
concerned to walk us through the world of morality and politics, explaining some of the reasons why very
smart and good people disagree on such things as the value of equality, authority, tradition, and other thorny
topics.

In 2006, Haidt wrote The Happiness Hypothesis: Finding Modern Truth in Ancient Wisdom, part of whose
thesis was that cognition is primarily based in emotion, with reason coming in after the fact, most often to
justify what has already been 'decided' on. Section 1 of this book (one of whose chapters is titled "The
Emotional Dog and Its Rational Tail, also the title of an earlier article by Haidt) picks up where Haid's
previous book left off. There is evidence from neuroscience (Who's in Charge?: Free Will and the Science of
the Brain, behavioral psychology Simple Heuristics That Make Us Smart, and other areas (Thinking, Fast
and Slow) that increasingly suggests that human reason is less a tool for figuring out what to do, and more a
tool for justifying what we've already decided to do (based on emotion and other simple snap-judgment
intuition) to ourselves and others. Of course, this isn't to say reasoning is futile, or that we don't ever use it to
actually decide what to do, but we generally use reason as a deciding mechanism only when intuition and
emotion are at a loss or conflicting.

And the upshot of this? Reason is often less decisive in deciding what the best moral positions or political
positions are. And this leads us into section 2, whose primary thesis is that any moral or political theory that
attempts to use reason to discover the simple rules that should govern all political and moral decision making
are likely going to fail. Why? Because, according to Haidt's and others' ressearch, there are at least six
mental 'modules' that go into moral and poltical decisions, and it is difficult to argue that any one (or two or
three) are more important than others. And they are: care/harm, fairness/cheating, loyalty/betrayal,
authority/subversion, sanctity/degradation and liberty/oppression. Some people (often of the political left)
care most about care/harm and fairness/cheating in their emphasis on egalitarian politics that aim to provide
care for those in need and create fair rules in the sense that everyone, relatively speaking, starts on an 'even
playing field.' Others (usually conservatives) have tempermants that focus on authority/suversion and
loyalty/betrayal, focusing on maintaining or promoting institutions that foster some level of deference to
authority (in legitimate hierarchies), and loyalty (whether to country, God, family, etc).

So, while liberals like to boil all politics down to questions of fairness, rights, and freedom from oppression,
and conservatives like to boil politics down to matters of preserving tradition and legitimate fidelity to rules
that have stood the test of time, Haidt reminds us that human nature is more complex than either of these.
(Yes, this oversimplifies, but Haidt does it to show that, despite the diversity of beliefs liberal or
conservatives have, their within-group 'core' is largely the same.) Humans, he writes in Section 3, are oftee\n
self-interested individuals who require liberty, but also have a remarkable capacity (and often longing for)
being part of groups where they sacrifice some liberty for the group. Humans have a tendency for
egalitarianism (we get mad when we feel, or see others, oppressed), but also organize just as often into
hierarchal groups. (Incidentally, this is similar to the thesis of Frans de Wall, who in Our Inner Ape, suggests
that our ancestry is mixed between the hierarchal ape and the egalitarian bonobo). Haidt writes that evolution
works at many levels: gene, cell, organism, group), and human nature is largely a push-and-pull between
individuals competing and individuals cooperating.



The overall mmessage in The Righteous Mind is that the righteous mind, which attempts to privilege its own
take on morality and politics, just doesn't grasp the complexities of morality and politics. We try to break
down moral decision making into a set of unflappable rules: do what maximizes overall happiness, do what
gives everyone the most liberty compatible with the liberty of others, do what strengthens the well-being and
cohesion of the group, etc. And all of these seem to have a piece of reality, but none of them captures the
whole thing. In reality, we are both selfish and altruistic, yearning for liberty and group-membership,
egalitarianism and hierarchy, equality and proportional reward, etc. In the end, Haidt's word of wisdom is
that whatever favored position you have politically, try to always question what else it is you are missing.
After all, very smart and good people are conservatives, liberals, Buddhists, Christians, atheists, and many
other things. Is it more likely that your positoins are right and everyone else is just missing it (the position of
the righteous mind), or that you probably have a grain of truth in a field that contains many other grains? As
philosopher Isaiah Belrin, a philosopher whose plurallism Haidt's argument resembles, has written (in
Liberty: Incorporating Four Essays on Liberty), "One belief more than any other, is responsible for the
slaughter of individuals on the altars of the great historical ideals... This is the belief that somewhere, in the
past or in the future, in divine revalation or in the mind of an individual thinker, in the ronouncements of
history or science, or in the simple heart of the uncorrupted good man, there is a final solution."

If I have one criticism of this otherwise fantastically interesting and wide-ranging book, is that its wide-
ranging-ness is not very well tied together. While each chapter definitely has an argument of its own and
concludes with a brief summary, he doesn't tie it all together very explicitly. We go from the basics of moral
psychology to discussions of the "modular mind" theory in neuroscience, to discussions about different
political positions, to group selection theory in evolution, to the New Atheists take on religion.... but Haidt
isn't very explicit in explaining how and why he ties these things together. What makes things a tad more
confusing is that Haidt is (somewhat) inconsistent between chapters (though not in a way detrimental to his
argument): in one chapter he might explain why humans are primarily selfish, or why group selection is a
valid theory in evolution, then in a proceding chapter, he'll suggest that selfishness, or group selection theory,
are not quite as good as some suppose. So, while Haidt isn't being horribly inconsistent (one can suggest, as
he does, that humans are primarily selfish without seeing this as the ultimate explainer of all human activity),
but it does add to the book's somewhat disjointed and whirligig feel.

Overall, though, this is small potatoes, and you'll notice that I am still giving the book five stars. I began the
review saying that this is esaily one of the best non-fiction books I've read this year (and I've read many). I
stand by that, even with some minor flaws. If you have any interest in the field of moral theory, psychology,
evollutionary biology, or evolutionary psychology (and I am interested in all four), you MUST read this
book. Strongly recommended.

199 of 217 people found the following review helpful.
Beautifully written with compelling, provocative ideas
By Todd B. Kashdan
Published at the perfect time in American politics, The Righteous Mind belongs next to other scientific gems
by Pinker (The Blank Slate), Sagan (The Demon Haunted World), Wright (The Moral Animal), Ariely
(Predictably Irrational), and Wilson (Strangers to Ourselves). The main thesis is morality tends to operate by
initial, intuitive reactions and only then do people respond with post-hoc strategic justifications. This
seemingly small idea alters dominant theory and research on moral psychology. Why should you read this
particular book?

1. Haidt does not try to persuade you with a smattering of self-selected studies. He carefully walks the reader
through multiple philosophical traditions and quite an impressive body of research spanning ethology,
behavioral economics, neurobiology, and psychology. The descriptions of these studies are stimulating and



everything is in the service of setting up a revised conceptual model of morality. I love the fact that he wants
to neutralize the readers natural defenses (reflexive mental processes outside of conscious awareness). Thus,
he does not offer a definition of morality until p. 274. This is one example of Haidt's careful structuring of
topics, examples, and data. There appears to be a motive for every decision. Something that is far too rare in
a culture where speedy presentation and publication is the norm.

2. Haidt's personal journey, involving several changes in moral beliefs, is a secondary storyline. By
presenting his own biases, the reader is able to focus on the persuasiveness of his arguments. Again, this is
all in the service of reducing defensive reactions in readers and I believe it works quite well.

3. There is a perfect blending of philosophy and science. Morality is difficult to study and readers will be
pleased to find that the arguments do not rest on empirical data alone. When evidence is presented, Haidt
carefully walks the reader through three or more distinct reasons for his position. No different than a lawyer,
he adopts an open, reflective attitude toward supportive and non-supportive evidence to obtain his current
worldview.

4. The book is descriptive and prescriptive. In the last two chapters, Haidt uses his knowledge of moral
psychology to offer suggestions for improving public discourse on religion and politics. Its a satisfying
ending to a comprehensive volume. I would offer the disclaimer that if all you want are tips on how to bridge
the divide between atheist and religious individuals, and liberals and conservatives, this is probably not the
book for you. This is not a self-help book. This is a book for people who are interested in how and why
automatic, non-conscious mental processes play a role in politics, religion, war, and peace. This is a book for
people who are interested in the latest perspectives in evolutionary theory. For instance, Haidt offers a
persuasive argument for the possibility that human evolution occurs at the group level and not just at the
level of genes and individuals (a multilevel approach).

The world would be a better place if people read this book. I am hoping this gets in the hands of every person
in a position of power to impose their moral beliefs on others, from political advisors, pundits, and
politicians to the leaders of churches, synagogues, and mosques.

enjoy

Todd

276 of 303 people found the following review helpful.
A Rosetta Stone for Understanding the Left/Right Divide
By David McCune
I was first introduced to the striking findings of Dr. Jonathan Haidt's research when I heard him speak at a
conference on ethics and human research. The combination of his engaging speaking style married to hard
data from his psychology experiments was impressive, as was his ability to constructively engage both the
liberal and conservative members of the audience. I was intrigued enough to read the book-length version of
the lecture, and I was greatly rewarded. Haidt shows how our minds have evolved to make us prone
righteous disagreement. He hopes that a better understanding of our predisposition to take uncompromising
moral stands can be a starting point to reverse the increased contentiousness of our politics.

Reading Haidt's "The Righteous Mind" was in some ways like taking a college survey course in moral
psychology. In particular, the early chapters take a reader through the controversies and the limitation of
prior attempts to study the psychological underpinnings of why we think the way we do. Experiments in
psychology are accessible and illuminating in ways that other fields can only envy, and Haidt's book is full



of absorbing descriptions of the research. Throughout, this book is highly data-driven (it concludes with
nineteen pages of references to the scientific literature). What sets it apart is Haidt's ability to weave into the
science both his own research and his evolving understanding of his personal moral frameworks. This human
element makes the book both accessible and engrossing. Haidt wraps each section of the book around a
"central metaphor" and then demonstrates the fascinating studies that validate that metaphor.

Section 1: Central metaphor - Our minds are like a rider on the back of an elephant. Through multiple
studies, many conducted by Haidt himself, a reader learns how our conscious thoughts have a very limited
ability to influence our emotional predispositions. We spend most of our intellectual effort as the "elephant
rider" not in rationally deciding what course of action to take, but in trying to justify what the elephant has
already done based on its gut level snap judgment. Or, to quote David Hume from 1739, "¯reason is, and
ought only to be the slave of the passions, and can never pretend to any other office than to serve and obey
them." What Hume perceived, Haidt validates. In addition to the research demonstrating that this is so, Haidt
also explores the teleological argument of _why_ our brains evolved this way. Fascinating.

Section 2: Central Metaphor - The human "moral palate" is like a tongue, but instead of taste receptors for
bitter, sweet, salty, etc., it responds to different dimensions, or flavors, of morality. Liberal morality draws
most heavily from the moralities of "care/harm", "liberty/oppression", and, to a lesser degree,
"fairness/cheating". Conservative morality, in contrast, values "care/harm", fairness/cheating", and
"liberty/oppression", but not quite so highly as liberal morality. At the same time it also elevates concerns
about "loyalty/betrayal", "authority/subversion", and "sanctity/degradation", flavors of morality that are rare
on the liberal palate . This places the two sides of the political divide in an asymmetrical position.
Conservatives seem to have an ability to at least appreciate liberal reasoning, even if they disagree about its
conclusions. Liberals, in contrast, have trouble even recognizing as authentic any arguments which appeal to
the non-liberal moral palate.

Haidt, who began his research as a proud liberal, finds this to be one of the central reasons for the failure of
liberalism to connect with the broader public. I think this sort of openness to unexpected findings is sadly
rare in the behavioral sciences, which are replete with papers explaining what is "wrong" with conservatives.
It is to Haidt's great credit that he used his research to look for a greater understanding of moral psychology,
not for confirmation of his underlying personal bias.

Section 3: Central metaphor - We humans (at least morally) are 90% chimp, 10% bee. Haidt makes the case
that the human mind crossed the intellectual Rubicon from chimp to man when we developed "shared
intentionality", the ability to work together for a group, not an individual goal. From that point forward, it is
possible that natural selection favored not just the fittest individual, but also the fittest groups. Haidt suggests
that a portion of our psychology co-evolved with religion and other group-binding mechanisms to make the
best use of interconnected moral communities. In short, our understand of the underpinnings of civilization is
incomplete if we think purely in terms of "Homo economicus", man as a seeker only of individual reward,
and instead must at least consider our instinct for "hive-ishness".

Conclusion: There really wasn't a metaphor here, but I'd call this the "that's all very interesting, but what can
we do about it?" section. In some ways this is the weakest chapter, in that it is more proscriptive and
(somewhat) less data-driven. On the other hand, it is also the most ambitious, as this is clearly the section
where Haidt tries to leverage his research into practical application. He hopes that a clearer understanding of
what motivates our fellows will lead to less divisive politics. As he says:

"Morality binds and blinds. It binds us into ideological teams that fight each other as though the fate of the
world depended on our side winning each battle. It blinds us to the fact that each team is composed of good



people who have something important to say."

The proscriptions for achieving this are more general, but none-the-less worthy. Haidt calls for a less
Manichean approach to politics, recognizing that liberal, conservative, and libertarian have vital
contributions to the success of the body politic. If his book can help opponents to see the morality, even if it
is a different morality, that is at work in the values of our political opponents, then maybe compromise might
stop being a political dirty word. As Haidt concludes:

"We`re all stuck here for a while, so let`s try to work it out."

5 stars.
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Investing the leisure by reviewing The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And
Religion By Jonathan Haidt can supply such terrific experience also you are only sitting on your chair in
the office or in your bed. It will not curse your time. This The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are
Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan Haidt will assist you to have even more valuable time while
taking rest. It is quite pleasurable when at the twelve noon, with a cup of coffee or tea and also an e-book
The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan Haidt in your
gizmo or computer system monitor. By enjoying the sights around, below you can start reading.

Review
“Haidt is looking for more than victory. He’s looking for wisdom. That’s what makes The Righteous Mind
well worth reading…a landmark contribution to humanity’s understanding of itself.” –New York Times
Book Review  

“Jonathan Haidt is one of smartest and most creative psychologists alive, and his newest book, The
Righteous Mind, is a tour de force—a brave, brilliant and eloquent exploration of the most important issues
of our time. It will challenge the way you think about liberals and conservatives, atheism and religion, good
and evil. This is the book that everyone will be talking about.”—Paul Bloom, Yale University, Author of
How Pleasure Works
 
“As a fellow who listens to heated political debate daily, I was fascinated, enlightened, and even amused by
Haidt's brilliant insights. This penetrating yet accessible book will help readers understand the righteous
minds that inhabit politics.” —Larry Sabato, University of Virginia, author of A More Perfect Constitution
 
“A remarkable and original synthesis of social psychology, political analysis, and moral reasoning that
reflects the best of sciences in these fields and adds evidence that we are innately capable of the decency and
righteousness needed for societies to survive.” —Edward O. Wilson, University Research Professor
Emeritus, Harvard University

“Here is the first attempt to give an in depth analysis of the underlying moral stance and dispositions of
liberals and conservatives. I couldn't put it down and discovered things about myself!” —Michael
Gazzaniga, University of California, Santa Barbara, author of The Ethical Brain

“Haidt’s a good thing.” –The Atlantic online 
 
“A well-informed tour of contemporary moral psychology…A cogent rendering of a moral universe of fertile
complexity and latent flexibility.” –Kirkus

“[Haidt’s] framework for the different moral universes of liberals and conservatives struck me as a brilliant
breakthrough…The Righteous Mind provides an invaluable road map.” –Miller-McCune.com 

“A much-needed voice of moral sanity.” –Booklist  
 



"An important and timely book…His ideas are controversial but they make you think…Haidt has made his
reputation as a social psychologist at the University of Virginia, where he and his colleagues explore reason
and intuition, why people disagree so passionately and how the moral mind works." —Bill Moyers, Moyers
& Company

“Highly readable, highly insightful…The principal posture in which one envisions him is that of a scrappy,
voluble, discerning patriot standing between the warring factions in American politics urging each to see the
other’s viewpoint, to stop demonizing, bashing, clobbering…Haidt’s real contribution, in my judgment, is
inviting us all to sit at the table.” –Washington Times  

“Haidt's work feels particularly relevant now…The Righteous Mind isn't just election-year reading. Haidt's
perspective can help us better understand our own political and religious leanings.” –San Francisco
Chronicle

“Ingenious prose…Beautifully written, Haidt’s book shines a new and creative light on moral psychology
and presents a provocative message.” –Science   

"A profound discussion of the diverse psychological roots of morality and their role in producing political
conflicts. It's not too much to hope that the book will help to reduce those conflicts." —Richard E. Nisbett,
University of Michigan, author of The Geography of Thought
 
"The Righteous Mind refutes the 'New Atheists' and shows that religion is a central part of our moral
heritage. Haidt's brilliant synthesis shows that Christians have nothing to fear and much to gain from the
evolutionary paradigm."—Michael Dowd, author of Thank God for Evolution
 
"Haidt's research has revolutionized the field of moral psychology. This elegantly written book has far-
reaching implications for anyone interested in politics, religion, or the many controversies that divide
modern societies. If you want to know why you hold your moral beliefs, and why many people disagree with
you, read this book".  —Simon Baron-Cohen, Cambridge University, Author of The Science of Evil 
 
 “The Righteous Mind is an intellectual tour de force that brings Darwinian theorizing to the practical realm
of everyday politics. The book is beautifully written, and it is truly unusual to encounter a book that makes a
major theoretical contribution yet encourages one to turn its pages enthusiastically.” —Christopher Boehm,
University of Southern California, author of Moral Origins.

“A rich, intriguing contribution to positive psychology. Recommended.” –Choice Magazine 

“Can help bridge the ever-widening gaps that occur in politics…This is not one of those books where a
researcher boils down a complex subject into a simple tag line. Haidt takes readers on a journey through that
complexity, so that we can understand the nuances and contradictions inherent in human morality.”
–Psychology News

About the Author

Jonathan Haidt is the Thomas Cooley Professor of Ethical Leadership at New York University's Stern School
of Business. He is the author of The Happiness Hypothesis: Finding Modern Truth in Ancient Wisdom. He
lives in New York City.
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Introduction
 
“Can we all get along?” That appeal was made famous on May 1, 1992, by Rodney King, a black man who
had been beaten nearly to death by four Los Angeles police officers a year earlier. The entire nation had seen
a videotape of the beating, so when a jury failed to convict the officers, their acquittal triggered widespread
outrage and six days of rioting in Los Angeles. Fifty-three people were killed and more than seven thousand
buildings were torched. Much of the mayhem was carried live; news cameras tracked the action from
helicopters circling overhead. After a particularly horrific act of violence against a white truck driver, King
was moved to make his appeal for peace.
 
King’s appeal is now so overused that it has become cultural kitsch, a catchphrase1 more often said for
laughs than as a serious plea for mutual understanding. I therefore hesitated to use King’s words as the
opening line of this book, but I decided to go ahead, for two reasons. The first is because most Americans
nowadays are asking King’s question not about race relations but about political relations and the collapse of
cooperation across party lines. Many Americans feel as though the nightly news from Washington is being
sent to us from helicopters circling over the city, delivering dispatches from the war zone.
 
The second reason I decided to open this book with an overused phrase is because King followed it up with
something lovely, something rarely quoted. As he stumbled through his television interview, fighting back
tears and often repeating himself, he found these words: “Please, we can get along here. We all can get
along. I mean, we’re all stuck here for a while. Let’s try to work it out.”
 
This book is about why it’s so hard for us to get along. We are indeed all stuck here for a while, so let’s at
least do what we can to understand why we are so easily divided into hostile groups, each one certain of its
righteousness.
 
###
 
People who devote their lives to studying something often come to believe that the object of their fascination
is the key to understanding everything. Books have been published in recent years on the transformative role
in human history played by cooking, mothering, war . . . even salt. This is one of those books. I study moral
psychology, and I’m going to make the case that morality is the extraordinary human capacity that made
civilization possible. I don’t mean to imply that cooking, mothering, war, and salt were not also necessary,
but in this book I’m going to take you on a tour of human nature and history from the perspective of moral
psychology.
 
By the end of the tour, I hope to have given you a new way to think about two of the most important, vexing,
and divisive topics in human life: politics and religion. Etiquette books tell us not to discuss these topics in
polite company, but I say go ahead. Politics and religion are both expressions of our underlying moral
psychology, and an understanding of that psychology can help to bring people together. My goal in this book
is to drain some of the heat, anger, and divisiveness out of these topics and replace them with awe, wonder,
and curiosity. We are downright lucky that we evolved this complex moral psychology that allowed our
species to burst out of the forests and savannas and into the delights, comforts, and extraordinary
peacefulness of modern societies in just a few thousand years. My hope is that this book will make
conversations about morality, politics, and religion more common, more civil, and more fun, even in mixed
company. My hope is that it will help us to get along.
 
BORN TO BE RIGHTEOUS
 



I could have titled this book The Moral Mind to convey the sense that the human mind is designed to “do”
morality, just as it’s designed to do language, sexuality, music, and many other things described in popular
books reporting the latest scientific findings. But I chose the title The Righteous Mind to convey the sense
that human nature is not just intrinsically moral, it’s also intrinsically moralistic, critical, and judgmental.
 
The word righteous comes from the old Norse word rettviss and the old English word rihtwis, both of which
mean “just, upright, virtuous.” This meaning has been carried into the modern English words righteous and
righteousness, although nowadays those words have strong religious connotations because they are usually
used to translate the Hebrew word tzedek. Tzedek is a common word in the Hebrew Bible, often used to
describe people who act in accordance with God’s wishes, but it is also an attribute of God and of God’s
judgment of people (which is often harsh but always thought to be just).
 
The linkage of righteousness and judgmentalism is captured in some modern definitions of righteous, such as
“arising from an outraged sense of justice, morality, or fair play.” The link also appears in the term self-
righteous, which means “convinced of one’s own righteousness, especially in contrast with the actions and
beliefs of others; narrowly moralistic and intolerant.” I want to show you that an obsession with
righteousness (leading inevitably to self- righteousness) is the normal human condition. It is a feature of our
evolutionary design, not a bug or error that crept into minds that would otherwise be objective and rational.
 
Our righteous minds made it possible for human beings—but no other animals—to produce large
cooperative groups, tribes, and nations without the glue of kinship. But at the same time, our righteous minds
guarantee that our cooperative groups will always be cursed by moralistic strife. Some degree of conflict
among groups may even be necessary for the health and development of any society. When I was a teenager
I wished for world peace, but now I yearn for a world in which competing ideologies are kept in balance,
systems of accountability keep us all from getting away with too much, and fewer people believe that
righteous ends justify violent means. Not a very romantic wish, but one that we might actually achieve.
 
WHAT LIES AHEAD
 
This book has three parts, which you can think of as three separate books—except that each one depends on
the one before it. Each part presents one major principle of moral psychology.
 
Part I is about the first principle: Intuitions come first, strategic reasoning second. Moral intuitions arise
automatically and almost instantaneously, long before moral reasoning has a chance to get started, and those
first intuitions tend to drive our later reasoning. If you think that moral reasoning is something we do to
figure out the truth, you’ll be constantly frustrated by how foolish, biased, and illogical people become when
they disagree with you. But if you think about moral reasoning as a skill we humans evolved to further our
social agendas—to justify our own actions and to defend the teams we belong to—then things will make a
lot more sense. Keep your eye on the intuitions, and don’t take people’s moral arguments at face value.
They’re mostly post hoc constructions made up on the fly, crafted to advance one or more strategic
objectives.
 
The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the mind is divided, like a rider on an elephant, and the
rider’s job is to serve the elephant. The rider is our conscious reasoning—the stream of words and images of
which we are fully aware. The elephant is the other 99 percent of mental processes—the ones that occur
outside of awareness but that actually govern most of our behavior. I developed this metaphor in my last
book, The Happiness Hypothesis, where I described how the rider and elephant work together, sometimes
poorly, as we stumble through life in search of meaning and connection. In this book I’ll use the metaphor to
solve puzzles such as why it seems like everyone (else) is a hypocrite and why political partisans are so



willing to believe outrageous lies and conspiracy theories. I’ll also use the metaphor to show you how you
can better persuade people who seem unresponsive to reason.
 
Part II is about the second principle of moral psychology, which is that there’s more to morality than harm
and fairness. The central metaphor of these four chapters is that the righteous mind is like a tongue with six
taste receptors. Secular Western moralities are like cuisines that try to activate just one or two of these
receptors—either concerns about harm and suffering, or concerns about fairness and injustice. But people
have so many other powerful moral intuitions, such as those related to liberty, loyalty, authority, and
sanctity. I’ll explain where these six taste receptors come from, how they form the basis of the world’s many
moral cuisines, and why politicians on the right have a built- in advantage when it comes to cooking meals
that voters like.
 
Part III is about the third principle: Morality binds and blinds. The central metaphor of these four chapters is
that human beings are 90 percent chimp and percent bee. Human nature was produced by natural selection
working at two levels simultaneously. Individuals compete with individuals within every group, and we are
the descendants of primates who excelled at that competition. This gives us the ugly side of our nature, the
one that is usually featured in books about our evolutionary origins. We are indeed selfish hypocrites so
skilled at putting on a show of virtue that we fool even ourselves.
 
But human nature was also shaped as groups competed with other groups. As Darwin said long ago, the most
cohesive and cooperative groups generally beat the groups of selfish individualists. Darwin’s ideas about
group selection fell out of favor in the 1960s, but recent discoveries are putting his ideas back into play, and
the implications are profound. We’re not always selfish hypocrites. We also have the ability, under special
circumstances, to shut down our petty selves and become like cells in a larger body, or like bees in a hive,
working for the good of the group. These experiences are often among the most cherished of our lives,
although our hivishness can blind us to other moral concerns. Our bee-like nature facilitates altruism,
heroism, war, and genocide.
 
Once you see our righteous minds as primate minds with a hivish overlay, you get a whole new perspective
on morality, politics, and religion. I’ll show that our “higher nature” allows us to be profoundly altruistic, but
that altruism is mostly aimed at members of our own groups. I’ll show that religion is (probably) an
evolutionary adaptation for binding groups together and helping them to create communities with a shared
morality. It is not a virus or a parasite, as some scientists (the “New Atheists”) have argued in recent years.
And I’ll use this perspective to explain why some people are conservative, others are liberal (or progressive),
and still others become libertarians. People bind themselves into political teams that share moral narratives.
Once they accept a particular narrative, they become blind to alternative moral worlds.
 
(A note on terminology: In the United States, the word liberal refers to progressive or left- wing politics, and
I will use the word in this sense. But in Europe and elsewhere, the word liberal is truer to its original
meaning—valuing liberty above all else, including in economic activities. When Europeans use the word
liberal, they often mean something more like the American term libertarian, which cannot be placed easily
on the left- right spectrum. Readers from outside the United States may want to swap in the words
progressive or left- wing whenever I say liberal.) In the coming chapters I’ll draw on the latest research in
neuroscience, genetics, social psychology, and evolutionary modeling, but the take- home message of the
book is ancient. It is the realization that we are all self- righteous hypocrites:
 
Why do you see the speck in your neighbor’s eye, but do not notice the log in your own eye? . . . You
hypocrite, first take the log out of your own eye, and then you will see clearly to take the speck out of your
neighbor’s eye. (Matthew 7:3–5)



 
Enlightenment (or wisdom, if you prefer) requires us all to take the logs out of our own eyes and then escape
from our ceaseless, petty, and divisive moralism. As the eighth- century Chinese Zen master Sen-ts’an wrote:
 
The Perfect Way is only difficult
for those who pick and choose;
Do not like, do not dislike;
all will then be clear.
Make a hairbreadth difference,
and Heaven and Earth are set apart;
If you want the truth to stand clear before you,
never be for or against.
The struggle between “for” and “against”
is the mind’s worst disease.
 
I’m not saying we should live our lives like Sen-ts’an. In fact, I believe that a world without moralism,
gossip, and judgment would quickly decay into chaos. But if we want to understand ourselves, our divisions,
our limits, and our potentials, we need to step back, drop the moralism, apply some moral psychology, and
analyze the game we’re all playing. .
 
Let us now examine the psychology of this struggle between “for” and “against.” It is a struggle that plays
out in each of our righteous minds, and among all of our righteous groups.

There is no question that book The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion
By Jonathan Haidt will always make you inspirations. Also this is simply a book The Righteous Mind: Why
Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan Haidt; you could discover lots of categories
and also kinds of publications. From captivating to experience to politic, and scientific researches are all
provided. As just what we explain, below we offer those all, from popular writers as well as publisher in the
world. This The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are Divided By Politics And Religion By Jonathan
Haidt is among the collections. Are you interested? Take it now. How is the method? Read more this short
article!


