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Abstract: The increasing body of literature in evolutionary psychology and neuroscience in the last
ten years supports the following popositions: (1 )There are much closer connections between rational
choice and moral judgement than traditionally thought; (2)Such connections are fomed during the long
evolution of human society; (3) For human species the brain structure and the social structure are -
evolutionaty ; (4)The psycho-physiological foundation of moral judgement are “theory of mind” and social
cognition; (5)The psycho-physiological foundation of rational dhoice are episodic and semantic memory .
These pwpositions have been explained in the so-called the “third culture” thetoric which differs from
that of scientific (the first)culture and the humanity (the second) culture. The third culture is itself an

interdisciplinary rhetoric and dialogue of logos.
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@ : (1) The third culture corsists of those scientiss and other thinkers in the empirical world who ~through their wotk and expository

writing, are taking the place of the traditional intellectual in rendering visible the deeper meanings of ourlives, redefining who and what we are;
(2)In the past few years, the playing field of American intellectual life has shifted, and the traditonal intellectual has become increasingly
marginalized. A 1950s education in Freud, Marx, and modemism is not a sufficient qualification for a thinking person in the 190s. Indeed the
traditional American intellectuak are, ina sense, increasingly reactionary, and quite often proudly (and perversely) ignorant of many of the truly
dgnificant intellectual accomplishments of our time. Their culture which dismisses science, is often no empirical. It uses its ovn jargon and
washes its own laundry. It is chiefly characterized by comment on comments, the swelling spiral of commentary eventually reaching the point
where the real world gets lost;

(3)In 1959 C. P. Snow published a book titled The Two Cultures. On the one hand, there were the literary intellectuals; on the other, the
sci entists;

(4)1In a second edition of The Two Cultures, published in 1963, Snow added a new essay, “The Two Cultures: A Second Look”, inwhich he
optimisti cally suggested that a new cultwre a “third culture”, would emerge and clbse the communications gap between the literary intellectuals
and the scientists.
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