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The Limitation and Plasticity of Human Nature.
Philip Kitchers Criticism on the View of Human Nature in Sociobiology
HAO Yuan
(Institute of Philosophy . Chinese Academy of Social Sciences. Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract : Following the general guideline of" Wilson's ladder" , sociobiology has applied inclusive fitness, evolutionary
stable strategy, game theory analysis and other concepts to portray and define human nature. Through detailed analy-
sis, Kitcher revealed that sociobiology has made a series of methodological errors in exploring human nature, and
mixed a large number of prejudices including class prejudice, race prejudice and gender prejudice into research conclu-
sions to cater the new rightist’s political ideology. Kitcher has tried to confirm that human nature has its limitation un-
der the restriction of genes, but it still could be reshaped and improved in such constraints. Sociobiological urgent ar-
guments for the fixity of human nature are so unreliable that these can't prevent people variously working hard to make
human and society more impartial and equal.
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