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INTRODUCTION

"“The American Anthropological Association repudiates statements now
appearing in the United States that Negroes are biologically and in innate
mental ability inferior to whites, and reaffirms the fact that there is no
scientifically established evidence to justify the exclusion of any race from
the rights guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States. The basic
principles of equality of opportunity and equality before the law are
compatible with all that is known about human biology. All races possess
the abilities needed to participate fully in the democratic way of life and
in modern technological civilization.”
~—Passed at the Annual Meeting of the

Council of Fellows of the American

Anthropological Association,

November 17, 1961,

ON NoOVEMBER 17, 1961, the Council of Fellows of the American
Anthropological Association meeting at Philadelphia, the cradle of
American democracy, passed this resolution, thus once more providing
scientific support for those fighters for equality and brothethood for
whom democracy is a moral issue. At this moment of history when the
specter of racism is once more walking abroad, it is especially fortunate
and appropriate to have reissued in a popular edition the definitive
statement on race and culture by the man who more than anyone else
was responsible for providing the conceptual framework and scientific
underpinnings for the anthropological position on this important con-
temporary problem. Franz Boas wrote Anthropology and Modern Life
as a declaration of faith after more than thirty years of research in
the field of race and culture. An earlier publication on the same theme
was translated into German (Kultur und Rasse, Leipzig, 1914) and
was eventually honored by a prominent place in the Nazi anto-da-fé.
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When Boas first turned to anthropology in the closing decades of
the nineteenth century, “‘ethnography” consisted lacgely of unsyste-
matic observations of primitives by untrained observers and travelers,
while “ethnology” consisted mainly of speculations on the history of
civilization, with little reference to observed facts. Both approaches
to the science of man were equally unrelated to the problems of modern
life. So long as “'savages” were regarded as a different species or an
inferior and undeveloped branch of the human race, little could be
leatned from them, and the study of their strange customs had a
purely antiquarian and collector's interest. Boas, however, early rec-
ognized the broader implications of anthropological studies. Writing
in 1889 he said, “Investigations [of the different forms of family
structure} show that emotional reactions which we feel as natural are
in reality culturally determined. It is not easy for us to understand
that the emotional relation between father and son should be different
from the one to which we are accustomed, but knowledge of the life
of people with a social organization different from ours brings about
situations in which conflicts or mutual obligations arise of a character
quite opposed to those we are accustomed to and that run counter to
what we consider 'natural’ emotional reactions to those to whom we
are related by blood. The data of ethnology prove that not only our
knowledge, but also our emotions are the result of the forms of our
social life and of the history of the people to whom we belong. If we
desire to understand the development of human culture we must try
to free ourselves of these shackles. . . . We must lay aside many points
of view that seem to us self-evident, because in early times they were
not self-evident. It is impossible to determine a priori those parts of
our mental life that are common to mankind as a whole and those due
to the culture in which we live. A knowledge of the data of ethnology
enables us to attain this insight. Therefore it enables us also to view
our own civilization objectively.”

One of the first controversies of the many that filled Boas’ turbulent
life was over the arrangement of museum collections, Boas staunchly
defending his geographical and tribal classification against upholders
of the more traditional arrangements by types of artifacts. He felt that
one of the functions of a museum was to “educate and entertain”
and that ethnological collections should be presented so as to illustrate
ways of life rather than scientific typologies. His principles won out
in all American museums (except the United States National Museum)
as well as in many European museums. This was one of the many ways
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in which Boas sought to use anthropology to free men’s minds of the
yoke of traditional patterns of thought by confronting audiences with
different and coherent styles of life.

Boas was educated in the tradition of liberal romanticism that pro-
duced Carl Schurz and the philosophical anarchists of the nineteenth
century. He was the essential protestant; he valued autonomy above
all things and respected the unique potentialities of each individual.
He believed that man was a rational animal and could, with persistent
effort, emancipate himself from superstition and irrationality and lead
a sane and reasonable life in a good society—although he was fully
aware that humanity had a long way to go to achieve this goal. This
partly explains his unalterable opposition to Freud and psychoanalysis
with its essentially tragic view of life and its acceptance of irrationality
as an essential part of the human condition, During the last years of
his life (he died duting World War II) a deep deptession over-
whelmed him as he watched the rising tides of hatred and war. But
although age and illness made him feel helpless, his faith in man
never wavered. “If I were young I would 4o something,” he said to
a colleague who had remarked how difficult it must be for their stu-
dents growing up in the midst of the Depression and under the threat
of war. Always the activist!

For Boas, "doing something” always meant using his science in the
cause of man. His object was the enlightenment of mankind through
anthropology. He was 2 tireless lecturer, although he disliked public
appearances and partial paralysis made speaking difficult for him. He
was an indefatigable contributor to scientific journals and mass media,
and a constant writer of "letters to the editor.” As a teacher his influ-
ence was inestimable. He established anthropology as an academic
discipline in America. Alexander F. Chamberlain, his student at
Clark University, won the first doctorate in anthropology to be granted
by an American university, and for more than forty years almost every
anthropologist in America came directly or indirectly under Boas’ in-
fluence. Among his students in the early days at Columbia were such
distinguished anthropologists as Alfred L. Kroeber, Robert Lowie,
Alexander Goldenweiser, Edward Sapir, Clark Wissler, Paul Radin,
and Leslie Spier. During the twenties Ruth Benedict, Margaret Mead,
Melville J. Herskovits and Otto Klineberg were all Boas students, as
well as a host of less well-known scholars who set up departments and
conducted research in all parts of the world. As a teacher Boas was
a stern taskmaster; he made no concessions to ignorance. He gave



ANTHROPOLOGY AND MODERN LIFE 7

students no reading lists or other aids; he opened his course in Bio-
metrics with the statement, "I assume that you all know the calculus.
If not, you will learn it.” In his seminar he assigned books in Dutch
ot Portuguese; no student would dare to say to Boas, "I don't read
Dutch.” Somehow or other the student learned to cope. Boas rarely
suggested subjects for dissertations; a student who had been studying
anthropology for two years and had found no problem he wished to
pursue was not worth botheting with. He would discuss general prob-
lems with students, but would not criticize or look at unfinished work.
His criticisms were terse—""You have entirely missed the point”—and
he almost never praised. One had to be tough, independent, and dedi-
cated to survive. He was a formidable teacher and a formidable man.
Yet, in spite of his apparent aloofness he was deeply concerned about
his students, their lives and their careers, but generally in terms of
what he thought was good for them. Although he valued autonomy,
he was frequently high-handed. He arranged field trips and wangled
jobs for students without consulting them and was deeply hurt if they
refused to accept his arrangements. But he never wavered in his loyalty
to students, however much he might disapprove of them. And his
students, on their part, though some of them quarreled bitterly with
him on theoretical and personal grounds, never lost their respect and
loyalty. An esprit de corps united the group that shared the struggle
to establish their science and communicate their ideas. It would be
hard to duplicate today the ties that bound student to teacher and
student to fellow sudent.

One of the areas in which Boas felt enlightenment was needed was
in the problem of race. In the early paper already quoted he was
pointing out the need to distinguish between those characteristics of
a people which were biological and inherited and those which wete
acquired as part of that people’s culture. This problem continued to
occupy him throughout his life; it provides the unifying theme of
Anthropology and Modern Life. Whenever he was examining the
distribution of physical types of man, or national characteristics, or
crime, or the rates of growth and maturation of children, he endeav-
ored in carefully designed researches to separate man’s culturally
acquired characteristics from his innate endowment. Calling on his-
tory as his witness, he always insisted that the burden of proof was on
those who would attribute differences to biological causes. Boas was
trained in the natural sciences; what he carried over to his anthro-
pological studies from his training in physics was not a specific method,
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for he realized eatly in his career that the methods of one discipline
could not be applied to another and that the formulations of a social
science must be of a different order from those of a laboratory science.
He brought to anthropology rigorous standards of proof, a critical
skepticism toward all generalizations, and the physicist's unwillingness
to accept any generalization or explanation as anything more than a
useful hypothesis until it had been clearly demonstrated that no other
explanation was possible. This aspect of Boas’ theoretic approach
especially irked those of his colleagues who would have liked more
facile generalization and who regarded Boas’ standards of proof as a
“methodological strait jacket.”

In the field of physical anthropology he was a great innovator; he
was interested only in the study of living people. The study of fossils
and skeletal materials, which constituted a large part of the physical
anthropology of the nineteenth century, did not interest him. He was
dissatisfied with current definitions of race based on the selection of
extreme forms as "pure” types, ot the equally unsatisfactory definitions
based on crude statistical “averages.” He substituted populations,
localized in space and time, for those vague entities, “races,” as the
units of study, thus foreshadowing contemporary trends in genetics.
His observations on the instability of human types (“‘Changes in the
Bodily Form of the Descendants of Immigrants,” 1911) struck a
body blow to theories of the immutability of racial characteristics. His
conclusions aroused storms of criticism but were later fully corrobo-
rated. His studies of the growth of children had far-reaching results;

 not only did he introduce the concept of physiological as distinct from
chronological age, with its influence on pediatrics and education, but
his studies of children in different socio-economic backgrounds and
especially his observations on the retardation of children in orphanages
were instrumental in altering child-care programs and in the adoption
of the foster-home plan.
7 In his emphasis on family lines, rather than race, as the mechanism
. of inheritance, he was establishing the scientific basis of individualism.
Equality of races did not mean equality of individuals. Each individual
human being is unique, the product of his own particular heredity,
shared only by an identical twin, and of his life experience, including
his culture. In a truly democratic society each individual, regardless
of color, class, or sex is entitled to equal participation in the rewards
of his culture, and the fullest development of his unique potentialities.
Boas made his declaration of human rights in the name of science.
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When Boas first visited the Eskimo he was confronted with the
paradox of the unity and variety of human cultures—plus ¢a change
plus c’est la méme chose. Of the Eskimo he wrote: "After a long and
intimate intercourse with the Eskimo, it was with feelings of sorrow
and regret that I parted from my Arctic friends. 1 had seen that they
enjoyed life, and a hard life, as we do; that nature is also beautiful
to them; that feelings of friendship also root in the Eskimo heart;
that, although the character of their life is so rude as compared to
civilized life, the Eskimo is a man as we ate; that his feelings, his
virtues and his shortcomings are based in human nature, like ours.”

These two aspects of cultural anthcopology were always present in
his thinking and writing—the unity of man as a species, the univer-
sality of the basic pattern of his culture—the human biogram, as it
came to be called—and human ingenuity in finding solutions to the
problems of living in the various situations in which the accidents of
time and history had placed him.

But Boas was no “cultural relativist” in the sense of thinking that
there were no ethical absolutes. Eating one’s neighbor is not a desirable
or acceptable practice merely because the Eskimos do it from need and
the Papuans from religious convictions. Such practices serve a function
within the particular cultural settings in which they are found. The
anthropologist must bring to the study of these phenomena the same
detachment with which the biologist observes the predatory habits of
tigers—who are not so predatory as the common stereotype would
make them. But because anthropologists are studying human beings,
and because we are involved with mankind and, in a deep sense, are
our brothers’ keepers, this detachment is hard to achieve without
confusing moral sensibilities. We have not had to live with the daily
prospect of starvation; we have not been taught to believe that the
earth must be fertilized with human blood-if it is to bear. We can
afford to value each human life.

One of the popular misconceptions about Boas was that he was
an anti-evolutionist. True, he did oppose the ethnocentric nineteenth-
century version of cultural evolution—that mankind had evolved in
a uniform series of stages from “'savagery” to mid-Victorian England,
and that all existing forms of culture were to be evaluated in terms of
their similarity or dissimilarity to this most highly evolved culture.

1 Quoted by Melville J. Herskovits in Franz Boas: The Science of Man in
the Making, 1953.
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But he believed, as must all who look at the long record of man’s life
on this planet, in cultural evolution. It was the method and the ethno-
centric bias that he sought to correct. He believed not only in evolu-
tion, but in progress—specifically in two fields of human activity; in
the growth of knowledge with its corollary of technology and man’s
increased control of his environment, and in man’s growing control
of his aggression which has enabled him to live at peace with ever
larger groups of his fellows. Boas did not have available to him the
great mass of material on primate behavior now extant which docu-
ments the devices in the animal world for maintaining peace within
the group and between groups. He shared the nineteenth-century
“tooth and claw” view of the animal world and visualized early man
as living in a state of constant conflict. But he was right in recognizing
the constant trend toward integrating larger and larger groups that
was not only the result but the necessary condition of the advance in
technology. In 1928 he saw that the inevitable next step was the in-
tegration of all mankind into one fellowship, since the interdependence
of nations was making national rivalry untenable. Boas died in 1942,
before the bormb fell on Hiroshima and the development of man’s
capacity to destroy himself made integration into one social system
within which warfare was interdicted the very basis of survival.

Anthropology and Modern Life and its predecessor, The Mind of
Primitive Man, are unpretentious books; they are written without
jargon or pedantry; descriptive and illustrative material is cut to a
minimum. But they are among the books which have changed men’s
minds. If some of the ideas developed in them now seem self-evident
it is because they have become part of our thinking in the course of
the more than thirty years since they were written. But old ways of
thinking die hard and lingering deaths. It was necessary in 1961 for
the American Anthropological Association to reaffirm its stand on
racial equality. There are many who feel that only social systems that
resemble ours are deserving of support; that the riches with which
nature has blessed this country should be shared only with those who
share our views, As we face the emerging nations of Africa and Asia
we must take a long look backward at man’s history on this earth and
a long look forward to the next step in his evolution,

Columbia University
New York
January 15, 1962 RuTH BUNZEL



CHAPTER I

WHAT IS ANTHROPOLOGY?

wwww

NTHROPOLOGY is often considered a collection of
A curious facts, telling about the peculiar appear-
ance of exotic people and describing their strange cus-
toms and beliefs. It is looked upon as an entertaining
diversion, apparently without any bearing upon the
conduct of life of civilized communities.

This opinion is mistaken. More than that, I hope
to demonstrate that a clear understanding of the
principles of anthropology illuminates the social proc-
esses of our own times and may show us, if we are
ready to listen to its teachings, what to do and what
to avoid.

To prove my thesis I must explain briefly what
anthropologists are trying to do.

It might appear that the domain of anthropology,
of “the science of man,” is preoccupied by a whole
array of sciences. The anthropologist who studies
bodily form is confronted by the anatomist who has
spent centuries in researches on the gross form and
minute structure of the human body. The physiologist

and the psychologist devote themselves to inquiries
11
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into the functioning of body and mind. Is there, then,
any justification for the anthropologist to claim that
he can add to our fund of knowledge?

There is a difference between the work of the
anthropologist and that of the anatomist, physi-
ologist, and psychologist. They deal primarily with
the typical form and function of the human body and
mind. Minor difierences such as appear in any series
of individuals are either disregarded or considered as
peculiarities without particular significance for the
type, although sometimes suggestive of its rise from
lower forms. The interest centers always in the
individual as a type, and in the significance of his
appearance and functions from a morphological,
physiological or psychological point of view.

’ " To the anthropologist, on the contrary, the indi-

. vidual appears important only as a member of a racial
or a social group. The distribution and range of dif-
ferences between individuals, and the characteristics
as determined by the group to which each individual
belongs are the phenomena to be investigated. The
distribution of anatomical features, of physiological

~ functions and of mental reactions are the subject mat-
ter of anthropological studies.

\/ It might be said that anthropology is not a single
science, for the anthropologist presupposes a knowl-
edge of individual anatomy, physiology and psychol-
ogy, and applies this knowledge to groups. Every one
of these sciences may be and is being studied from
an anthropological point of view.
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The group, not the individual, is always the pri-—

mary concern of the anthropologist. We may investi-
gate a racial or social group in regard to the distribu-
tion of size of body as measured by weight and
stature. The individual is important only as a member
of the group, for we are interested in the factors that
determine the distribution of forms or functions in
the group. The physiologist may study the effect of
strenuous exercise upon the function of the heart.
The anthropologist accepts these data and investi-
gates a group in which the general conditions of life
make for strenuous exercise. He is interested in their
effect upon the distribution of form, function and be-
havior among the individuals composing the group
or upon the group as a whole.

The individual develops and acts as a member of
a racial or a social group. His bodily form is de-
termined by his ancestry and by the conditions under
which he lives. The functions of the body, while con-
trolled by bodily build, depend upon external condi-
tions. If the people live by choice or necessity on an
exclusive meat diet, their bodily functions will differ
from those of other groups of the same build that live
on a purely vegetable diet; or, conversely, different
racial groups that are nourished in the same way may
show a certain parallelism in physiological behavior.

Many examples can be given showing that people
of essentially the same descent behave differently in
different types of social setting. The mental reactions
of the Indians of the western plateaus, a people of

~

P



14 ANTHROPOLOGY AND MODERN LIFE

simple culture, differ from those of the ancient Mexi-
cans, a people of the same race, but of more complex
organization. The European peasants differ from the
inhabitants of large cities; the American-born descend-
ants of immigrants differ from their European ances-
tors; the Norse Viking from the Norwegian farmer in
the northwestern States; the Roman republican from
his degenerate descendants of the imperial period;
the Russian peasant before the present revolution
from the same peasant after the revolution.

The phenomena of anatomy, physiology and
psychology are amenable to an individual, nonan-
thropological treatment, because it seems theoretically
possible to isolate the individual and to formulate
the problems of the variation of form and function
in such a way that the social or racial factor is appar-
ently excluded. This is quite impossible in all basically
social phenomena, such as economic life, social organ-
ization of a group, religious ideas and art.

The psychologist may try to investigate the mental
processes of artistic creation. Although the processes
may be fundamentally the same everywhere, the very
act of creation implies that we are not dealing with
the artist alone as a creator but also with his reaction
to the culture in which he lives and that of his fellows
to the work he has created.

The economist who tries to unravel economic proc-
esses must operate with the social group, not with
individuals. The same may be said of the student of
social organization. It is possible to treat social
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organization from a purely formal point of view, to
demonstrate by careful analysis the fundamental con-
cepts underlying it. For the anthropologist this is the
starting point for a consideration of the dynamic
effects of such organization as manifested in the life
of the individual and of the group.

The student of linguistics may investigate the
“norm” of linguistic expression at a given time and
the mechanical processes that give rise to phonetic
changes; the psychological attitude expressed in lan-
guage; and the conditions that bring about changes
of meaning. The anthropologist is more deeply inter-
ested in the social aspect of the linguistic phenome-
non, in language as a means of communication and in
the interrelation between language and culture.

In short, when discussing the reactions of the indi-
vidual to his fellows we are compelled to concentrate
our attention upon the society in which he lives. We
cannot treat the individual as an isolated unit. He
must be studied in his social setting, and the question
is relevant whether generalizations are possible by
which a functional relation between generalized social
data and the form and expression of individual life
can be discovered; in other words, whether any gen-
erally valid laws exist that govern the life of society.

A scientific inquiry of this type is concerned only
with the interrelations between the observed phe-
nomena, in the same way as physics and chemistry
are interested in the forms of equilibrium and move-
ment of matter, as they appear to our senses. The
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question of the usefulness of the knowledge gained is
entirely irrelevant. The interest of the physicist and
chemist centers in the development of a complete
understanding of the intricacies of the outer world.
A discovery has value only from the point of view
of shedding new light upon the general problems of
these sciences. The applicability of experience to
technical problems does not concern the physicist.
What may be of greatest value in our practical life
does not need to be of any interest to him, and what
is of no value in our daily occupations may to him
be of fundamental value. The only valuation of dis-
coveries that can be admitted by pure science is their
significance in the solution of general abstract prob-
lems.

While this standpoint of pure science is applicable
also to social phenomena, it is easily recognized that
these concern our own selves much more immediately,
for almost every anthropological problem touches our
most intimate life.

The course of development of a group of children
depends upon their racial descent, the economic con-
dition of their parents and their general well-being.
A knowledge of the interaction of these factors may
give us the power to control growth and to secure the
best possible conditions of life for the group. All
vital and social statistics are so intimately rclated to
policies to be adopted or to be discarded that it is not
quite easy to see that the interest in our problems,
when considered from a purely scientific point of
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view, is not related to the practical values that we
ascribe to the results.
~— It is the object of the following pages to discuss
problems of modern life in the light of the results of
anthropological studies carried on from a purely
~ analytical point of view.
- For this purpose it will be necessary to gain clarity
in regard to two fundamental concepts: race and
stability of culture. These will be discussed in their
proper places.



CHAPTER II

THE PROBLEM OF RACE

wwww

N THE present cultural conditions of mankind we
Iobserve, or obscrved at least until very recent
time, a cleavage of cultural forms according to racial
types. The contrast between European and East
Asiatic civilizations was striking, until the Japanese
began to introduce European patterns. Still greater
appeared the contrasts between Europeans, native
Australians, African Negroes and American Indians.
It is, therefore, but natural that much thought has
been given to the problem of the interrelation between
race and culture. Even in Europe are found striking
cultural differences between North Europeans and
people of the Mediterranean, between West and East
Europeans, and these are correlated with differences
in physical appearance. This explains why number-
less books and essays have been and are being written
based on the assumption that cach race has its own
mental character determining its cultural or social
behavior. In America particularly, fears are being
expressed of the effects of intermixture of races, of a

modification or deterioration of national character on
18



THE PROBLEM OF RACE 19

account of the influx of new types into the population
of our country, and policies of controlling the growth
of the population are being proposed and laws based
on these assumptions have been enacted.

In Melanesia the conflict of races finds expression
in another way. In cases of intermarriages between a
White man and a native woman the widow is liable
to lose both the property left by her husband and
the control of her children, and she is compelled,
even if well educated, either to starve or to marry a
native and to resume native life. This has happened
even when the husband willed his property to his
wife.

In South Africa the economic needs of natives
and Whites have created sharp conflicts. A law was
passed reserving certain districts exclusively for
Whites, others exclusively for natives. The immedi-
ate result of this action has been that the natives
were driven out by force from the White reserva-
tions, while the Whites who had settled in native
reservations refused to go. The general policy of the
Boers has been an attempt to suppress and exploit
the native population.

The differences of cultural outlook and of bodily
appearance have given rise to antagonisms that are
rationalized as due to instinctive racial antipathies.

There is little clarity in regard to the term “race.”
We know only populations and we have to determine
in how far population (or local race) and race are
identical or distinct. When we speak of racial char-



20 ANTHROPOLOGY AND MODERN LIFE

acteristics we mean those traits that are determined
by heredity in each race and in which all members
of the race participate. Comparing the color of skin,
eyes and hair of Swedes and Negroes, slight pig-
mentation is a hereditary racial characteristic of the
Swede, deep pigmentation of the Negro. The straight
or wavy hair of the Swede, the frizzly hair of the
Negro, the narrowness and elevation of the nose
among the Swedes, its width and flatness among the
Negroes, all these are hereditary racial traits because
practically all the Swedes have the one group of char-
acteristics, all the Negroes the other.

In other respects it is not so easy to define racial
traits. Anatomists cannot with certainty differentiate
between the brains of a Swede and of a Negro. The
brains of individuals of each group vary so much in
form that it is often difficult to say, if we have no
other criteria, whether a certain brain belongs to a
Swede or to a Negro.

The nearer two populations are related the more
traits they will have in common. A knowledge of all
the bodily traits of a particular individual from Den-
mark does not enable us to identify him as a Dane.
If he is tall, blond, blue-eyed, long-headed and so on
he might as well be a Swede. We also find individuals
of the same bodily form in Germany, in France and
we may even find them in Italy. Identification of an
individual as a member of a definite population (or
local race) is not possible.

Whenever these conditions prevail, we cannot
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speak of racial heredity. In a strict sense the identifi-
cation of a population as a race would require that
all the members of the population partake of certain
traits,—such as the hair, pigmentation and nose form
of the Negro, as compared to the corresponding fea-
tures among the North European. When only some
members of each population have such distinguishing
traits, while others are, in regard to their outer
appearance or functioning, alike, then these traits are
no longer true racial characteristics. Their significance
is the less, the greater the number of individuals of
each population that in regard to the feature in ques-
tion may be matched. North Italians are round-
headed, Scandinavians long-headed. Still, so many
different forms are represented in either series, and
other bodily forms are so much alike that it would be
impossible to claim that an individual selected at
random smust be a North Italian or a Scandinavian.
Extreme forms in which the local characteristics are
most pronounced might be identified with a fair de-
gree of probability, but intermediate forms might
belong to either group. The bodily traits of the two
groups are not racial characteristics in the strict sense
of the term. Although it is possible to describe the
most common types of these groups by certain metric
and descriptive traits, not all the members of the
groups conform to them.

The bodily forms of Italians may serve as an ex-
ample. The two most strongly contrasting types in
Italy are the Piemontese and the Sardinians. We have
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records of the head forms, stature and hair color of
these two groups. If I should assign, according to
these three traits, individuals belonging to two iden-
tical populations entirely by chance to the one or the
other I should err 125 times in 1,000 attempts. If I
should have to decide whether they are Piemontese
or Sardinians I should err 43 times in 1,000 attempts.
Notwithstanding the great differences between the
two groups the certainty of assignment is only one
third of that of a chance assignment.

We are easily misled by general impressions. Most
of the Swedes are blond, blue-eyed, tall and long-
headed. This causes us to formulate in our minds the
ideal of a Swede and we forget the variations that
occur in Scandinavia. If we talk of a Sicilian we think
of a swarthy, short person, with dark eyes and dark
hair. Individuals differing from this type are not in
our mind when we think of a “typical” Sicilian. The
more uniform a people the more strongly are we
impressed by the “type.” Every country impresses
us as inhabited by a certain type, the traits of which
are determined by the most frequently occurring
forms. This, however, does not tell us anything in
regard to its hereditary composition and the range of
its variations. The “type” is formed quite subjectively &
on the basis of our everyday experience.

We must also remember that the “type” is more
or less an abstraction. The characteristic traits are
found rarely combined in one and the same individual,
although their frequency in the mass of the popula-
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tion induces us to imagine a typical individual in
which all these traits appear combined.

The subjective value of the “type” appears also
from the following consideration. Suppose a Swede,
from a region in which blondness, blue eyes, tall
stature prevail in almost the whole population, should
visit Scotland and express his experiences naively.
He would say that there are many individuals of
Swedish type, but that besides this another type
inhabits the country, of dark complexion, dark hair
and eyes, but tall and long-headed. The population
would seem to represent two types, not that biologi-
cally the proof would have been given of race mix-
ture; it would merely be an expression due to earlier
experiences. The unfamiliar type stands out as
something new and the inclination prevails to con-
sider the new type as racially distinct. Conversely, a
Scotchman who visits Sweden would be struck by the
similarity between most Swedes and the blond Scotch,
and he would say that there is a very large number
of the blond Scotch with whom he is familiar, without
reaching the conclusion that his own type is mixed.

We speak of racial types in a similar way. When
we see American Indians we recognize some as look-
ing like Asiatics, others like East Europeans, still
others are said to be of a Jewish cast. We classify the
variety of forms according to our previous experiences
and we are inclined to consider the divergent forms
that are well established in our consciousness as pure
types, particularly if they appear as extreme forms.
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Thus the North European blond and the Armenian
with his high nose and his remarkably high head
which, when seen in profile, rises abruptly without a
backward bulge, from the nape of the neck, appear
as pure types.

Biologically speaking, this is an unjustifiable as-
sumption, Extreme forms are not necessarily pure
racial types. We do not know how much their de-
scendants may vary among themselves and what their
ancestry may have been. Even if it were shown that
the extreme types were of homogeneous descent, this
would not prove that the intermediate types might
not be equally homogeneous.

It is well to remember that heredity means the
transmission of anatomical and functional character-
istics from ancestor to offspring. A population con-
sists of many family lines whose descent from com-
mon ancestors cannot be proved.

The children of each couple represent the heredi-
tarily transmitted qualities of their ancestors. Such a
group of brothers and sisters is called a fraternity.

Not all the members of a fraternity are alike. They
scatter around a certain middle value. If the typical
distribution of forms in all the groups of brothers
and sisters that constitute the population were alike,
then we could talk of racial heredity, for each fra-
ternity would represent the racial characteristics.
We cannot speak of racial heredity if the fraternities
are different, so that the distribution of forms in one
family is different from that found in another one.
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In this case the fraternities represent distinctive
hereditary family lines. Actually in all the known
populations the single family lines as represented by
fraternities show a considerable amount of variation
which indicates that the hereditary characteristics of
the families are not the same, a result that may be
expected whenever the ancestors have distinct or
separable heritable characteristics. In addition to this
we may observe that a fraternity found in one race
may be duplicated by another one in another race;
in other words, that the hereditary characteristics
found in one race may not belong to it exclusively,
but may belong also to other races.

This may be illustrated by an extreme case. If I
wish to know “the type” of the New Yorker, I may
not pick out any one particular family and claim that
it is a good representative of the type. I might happen
to select a family of pure English descent; and I
might happen to strike an Irish, Italian, Jewish, Ger-
man, Armenian or Negro family. All these types are
so different and, if inbred, continue their types so con-
sistently that none of them can possibly be taken as
a representative New Yorker. Conditions in France
are similar. I cannot select at random a French family
and consider its members as typical of France. They
may be blond Northwest Europeans, darker Central
Europeans or of Mediterranean type. In New York
as well as in France the family lines are so diverse
that there is no racial unity and no racial heredity. /

Matters are different in old, inbred communities. /
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If a number of families have intermarried for cen-
turies without appreciable addition of foreign blood
they will all be closely related and the same ancestral
traits will appear in all the families. Brothers and
sisters in any one family may be quite unlike among
themselves, but all the family lines will have consider-
able likeness. It is much more feasible to obtain an
impression of the general character of the population
by examining a single family than in the preceding
cases, and a few families would give us a good pic-
ture of the whole group. Conditions of this type pre-
vail among the landowners in small European villages.
They are found in the high nobility of Europe and
also among some isolated tribes. The Eskimos of
North Greenland, for instance, have been isolated for
centuries. Their number can never have exceeded a
few hundred. There are no rigid rules prescribing
marriages between relatives, so that we may expect
that unions were largely dictated by chance. The an-
cestors of the tribe were presumably a small number
of families who happened to settle there and whose
blood flows in the veins of all the members of the
present generation. The people all bear a considerable
likeness, but unfortunately we do not know in how
far the family lines are alike.

We have information of this kind from one of the
isolated Tennessee valleys in which people have inter-
married among themselves for a century. The family
lines in this community are very much alike.

In cases of this kind it does not matter whether
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the ancestry is homogeneous or belongs to quite dis-
tinct races. As long as there is continued inbreeding
the family lines will become alike. The differences of
racial descent will rather appear in the differences
between brothers and sisters, some of whom will lean
towards one of the ancestral strains, others to the
other. The distribution of different racial forms in all
the various families will be the more the same, the
longer the inbreeding without selection continues. We
have a few examples of this kind. The Bastaards of
South Africa, largely an old mixture of Dutch and
Hottentot, and the Chippewa of eastern Canada, de-
scendants of French and Indians, the mixed blood of
Kisar, one of the islands of the Malay archipelago,
descendants of Dutch and Malay, are inbred com-
munities. Accordingly, the family lines among them
are quite similar, while the brothers and sisters in
each family differ strongly among themselves.

In modern society, particularly in cities, conditions
are not favorable to inbreeding. The larger the area
inhabited by a people, the denser and the more mobile
the population, the less are the families inbred and
the more may we expect very diverse types of family
lines.

The truth of this statement may readily be demon-
strated. Notwithstanding the apparent homogeneity
of the Swedish nation, there are many different family
lines represented. Many are “typical” blond Swedes,
but in other families dark hair and brown eyes are
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hereditary. The range of hereditary forms is consider-
able.

It has been stated before that many individuals of
Swedish type may be duplicated in neighboring
countries. The same is true of family lines. It would
not be difficult to find in Denmark, Germany, Hol-
land or northern France families that might appar-
ently just as well be Swedes; or in Sweden families
that might as well be French or German.

This may be interpreted in one of two ways. It
may be that the Swedish, German, Dutch, and north-
ern French types are each of homogeneous ancestry
but so variable that similar lines occur in all the
groups; or the variations may be due to an intermin-
gling of fundamentally different racial types, each of
which is quite stable.

If we assume the former alternative we must say
that the hereditary characteristics are not “racially”
determined, but belong to family lines that occur in
all these local groups. In this case the term “racial
heredity” loses its meaning. We can speak solely of
“heredity in family lines.”

We may also assume that the population has origi-
nated through a mixture of distinct types. We have
seen that our concept of types is based on subjective
experience. On account of the preponderance of “typi-
cal” Swedes we are inclined to consider all those of
different type as not belonging to the racial type, as
foreign admixtures. There is a somewhat distinct type
in Sweden in the old mining districts which were first
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worked by Walloons and it is more than probable
that the greater darkness of complexion in this region
is due to the influx of Walloon blood. We are very
ready to explain every deviation from a type in this
way. In many cases this is undoubtedly correct, for
intermingling of distinct types of people has been
going on for thousands of years; but we do not know
to what extent a type may vary when no admixture
of foreign blood has occurred. The experience of ani-
mal breeders proves that even with intensive inbreed-
ing of pure stock there always remains a considerable
amount of variation between individuals. We have no
evidence to show to what extent variations of this
kind might develop in a pure human race and it is
not probable that satisfactory evidence will ever be
forthcoming, because we have no pure races.

Even with the most intense amount of inbreeding
and the most uniform characteristics of ancestors we
must always expect a certain amount of variation of
family lines, because the heritable characteristics are
separable. Certain heritable forms may occur in one
group of offspring, others in another. Uniformity
could result only if all the traits of the ancestors were
absolute units, unable to split up, a condition that
does not occur in man.

To give an example: skin color may depend upon
peculiar heritable characteristics in such a way that
if the structure of the fertilized ovum varies in one
direction pigmentation may be darker than if it varies
in another direction. Then the members of the fra-
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ternity developing from these ova would vary in
heritable skin color and the family lines established
by them would differ, because the heritable character
has been separated into distinct lines.

The history of the human races, as far as we can
follow it, shows us mankind constantly on the move;
people from eastern Asia migrating to Europe; those
of western and central Asia invading southern Asia;
North Europeans sweeping over Mediterranean coun-
tries; Central Africans extending their territories over
almost the whole of South Africa; people from Alaska
spreading to northern Mexico or vice versa; South
Americans settling almost over the whole eastern part
of the continent here and there; the Malay extending
their migrations westward to Madagascar and east-
ward far over the Pacific Ocean—in short, from
earliest times on we have a picture of continued
movements, and with it of mixtures of diverse
peoples.

It may well be that the lack of clean-cut geographi-
cal and biological lines between populations of differ-
ent areas, even between the principal races of man is
entirely due to these circumstances. The conditions
are quite like those found in the animal world. Local
races of remote districts may readily be recognized,
but in many cases they are united by intermediate
forms.

The assumption that each population consists of a
mixture of racial types has led to the attempt to
analyse it and to discaver its component racial ele-
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ments. In populations as similar as those of Europe,
and without an intimate knowledge of the degree of
morphologic stability of traits and of the detailed
laws of heredity, types can be segregated only accord-
ing to a purely subjective evaluation of traits. The
effects of everyday experience in the establishment
of types has been pointed out before. In the numerous
attempts at such analysis pigmentation, form of hair,
head, nose, and face, bodily build have been utilized,
but no proof has ever been given that these may be
genetically valid types and that the population is
actually derived from such artificially constructed
pure types. Even blue eyes, an apparently genetically
fixed character, may have developed independently
among various types due to the effect of domestica-
tion of man, as it has developed in many species of
domesticated animals. In modern, mixed populations
derived from fundamentally distinct races, like the
Eurasians, Mulattoes, Zambos or American Mestizos
we know the component elements and their influences
can be studied in the family lines of the mixed popu-
lation. If, conversely, we were required to reconstruct
from the mixed population the unknown distinct types
from which it is derived, we might be entirely misled
in regard to their characteristic features. The estab-
lishment of “pure ancestral races” by means of
analysis of populations is a venturous undertaking.
We have seen that on account of the lack of sharp
distinctions between neighboring populations it hap-
pens that apparently identical family lines occur in
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both, and that an individual in one may resemble in
bodily form an individual in another. Notwithstand-
ing their resemblance it can be demonstrated that
they are not by any means genetically equivalent,
for when we compare their children they will be
found to revert more or less to the type of the popu-
lation to which the parents belong. To give an ex-
ample: the Bohemians have, on the average, round
heads, the Swedes long heads. Nevertheless it is pos-
sible to find among both populations parents that
have the same head forms. The selected group among
the Swedes will naturally be more round-headed than
the average Swede, and the selected Bohemians will
be more long-headed than the average Bohemian.
The children of the selected group of Swedes are
found to be more long-headed than their parents,
those of the selected group of Bohemians more short-
headed than their parents.

The cause of this is not difficult to understand. If
we pick out short-headed individuals among the
Swedes, short-headedness may be an individual non-
hereditary trait. Furthermore the general run of their
relatives will be similar to the long-headed Swedish
type and since the form of the offspring depends not
only upon the parent, but also upon the character-
istics of his whole family line, at least of his four
grandparents, a reversion to the general population
may be expected. The same is true among the
Bohemians.

We must conclude that individuals of the same
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bodily appearance, if sprung from populations of dis-
tinct type, are genetically not necessarily the same.
For this reason it is quite unjustifiable to select from
a population a certain type and claim that it is iden-
tical with the corresponding type of another popula-
tion. Each individual must be studied as a member
of the group from which he has sprung. We may not
assume that the round-headed or brunette individuals
in Denmark are identical with the corresponding
forms from Switzerland. Even if no anatomical dif-
ferences between two series of such individuals are
discernible they represent genetically distinctive
strains. Identity can occur in exceptional individuals
only.

If we were to select a group of tall, blond Sicilians,
men and women, who marry among themselves, we
must expect that their offspring in later generations
will revert more or less to the Sicilian type, and, con-
versely, if we select a group of brunette, brown-eyed
Swedes, their offspring will revert more or less to the
blond, blue-eyed Swedish type.

We have spoken so far only of the hereditary con-
ditions of stable races. We imply by the term racial
heredity that the composition of succeeding genera-
tions is identical. When one generation dies, the next
one is assumed to represent the same type of popula-
tion. This can be true only if random matings, due to
chance only, occur in each generation. If in the first
generation there was a random selection of mates the
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same condition must prevail in the following genera-
tions. Any preferential mating, any selective change
brought about by differential mortality or fertility,
or by migration, must modify the genetic composition
of the group.

For these reasons none of our modern populations
is stable from a hereditary point of view. The hetero-
geneous family lines in a population that has origi-
nated through migration will gradually become more
homogeneous, if the descendants continue to reside in
the same spot. In our cities and mixed farming com-
munities, on account of changes in selective mating,
constant changes in the hereditary composition are
going on, even after immigration has ceased. Local
inbreeding produces local types; avoidance of mar-
riages between near relatives favors increasing like-
ness of all the family lines constituting the popula-
tion; favored or prescribed cousin marriages which
are customary among many tribes establish separate
family types and increase in this sense the hetero-
geneity of the population.

Another question presents itself. We have consid-
ered only the hereditary stability of genetic lines.
We must ask ourselves also whether environmental
conditions exert an influence over races.

It is quite obvious that the forms of lower organ-
isms are subject to environmental influences. Plants
taken from low altitudes to high mountains develop
short stems; leaves of semi-aquatic plants growing
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under water have a form differing from that of their
subaérial leaves. Cultivated plants transform their
stamens into petals. Plants may be dwarfed or stimu-
lated in their growth by appropriate treatment. Each
plant is so organized that it develops a certain form
under given environmental conditions. Microdrgan-
isms differ so much in different environmental set-
tings that it is often difficult to establish their specific
identity.

The question arises whether the same kind of vari-
ability occurs in higher organisms. The general
impression is that their forms are determined by
heredity, not by environment. The young of a grey-
hound is a greyhound, that of a shorthorn a short-
horn, that of a Norway rat a Norway rat. The child
of a European is European in type, that of a China-
man of Mongolic type, that of an African Negro a
Negro.

Nevertheless detailed study shows that the form
and size of the body are not entirely shaped by
heredity. Records of stature that date back to the
middle of the past century show that in almost all
countries of Europe the average statures have in-
creased by more than an inch. It is true, this is not
a satisfactory proof of an actual change, because
improvement in public health has changed the com-
position of the populations, and although it is not
likely that this should be the cause of an increase in
stature, it is conceivable. A better proof is found in
the change of stature among descendants of Euro-
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peans who settle in America. In this case it has been
shown that in many nationalities the children are
taller than their own parents, presumably on account
of more favorable conditions of life.

It has also been observed that the forms of the
body are influenced by occupation. The hand of a
person who has to do heavy manual labor differs
from that of a musician who develops the independ-
ence of all the muscles of his hand. The proportions
and forms of the limbs are influenced by habitual
posture and use. The legs of the oriental who squats
flat on the ground are somewhat modified by this
habit.

Other modifications cannot be explained by better
nutrition or by the use of the muscles. Forms of the
head and face are not quite stable, but are in some
way influenced by the environment in which the
people live, so that after a migration into a new en-
vironment the child will not be quite like the parent.

All the observed changes are slight and do not
modify the essential character of the hereditary
forms. Still they are not negligible. We do not know
how great the modifications may be that ultimately
result from such changes, nor have we any evidence
that the changes would persist if the people were
taken back to their old environment. Although a
Negro will never become a European, it is not impos-
sible that some of the minor differences between
European populations may be due to environment
rather than to heredity.
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So far we have discussed solely the anatomical
forms of races with a view of gaining a clearer under-
standing of what we mean by the term race. It may
be well to repeat the principal result of our discussion.

We have found that the term “racial heredity” is
strictly applicable only when all the individuals of a
race participate in certain anatomical features. In
cach race taken as a whole the family lines differ
appreciably in their hereditary traits. The distribution
of family lines is such that a considerable number
of lines similar or even identical in one or many re-
spects occur in contiguous territories. The vague im-
pression of “types,” abstracted from our everyday
experience, does not prove that these are biologically
distinct races, and the inference that various popula-
tions are composed of individuals belonging to various
races is subjectively intelligible, objectively unproved.
It is particularly not admissible to identify types
apparently identical that occur in populations of
different composition. Each individual can be under-
stood only as a member of his group.

These considerations seem necessary, because they
clear up the vagueness of the term “race” as usually
applied. When we speak of heredity we are ordinarily
concerned with family lines, not with races. The
hereditary traits of families constituting the most
homogeneous population differ very much among
themselves and they are not sharply set off from
neighboring populations that may give a quite dis-
tinctive impression.
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The relation of racial types may be looked at in
another way. It may be granted that in closely related
types the identification of an individual as a member
of each type cannot be made with any degree of cer-
tainty. Neverthcless the distribution of individuals
and of family lines in the various races differs. When
we select among the Europeans a group with large
brains, their frequency will be relatively high, while
among the Negroes the frequency of occurrence of
the corresponding group will be low. If, for instance,
there are 50 per cent of a European population who
have a brain weight of more than, let us say, 1,500
grams, there may be only 20 per cent of Negroes of
the same class. Therefore 30 per cent of the large-
brained Europeans cannot be matched by any corre-
sponding group of Negroes.

It is justifiable to compare races from this point
of view, as long as we avoid an application of our
results to individuals.

On general biological grounds it is important to
know whether any one of the human races is, in re-
gard to form or function, further removed from the
ancestral animal form than another, whether the races
can be arranged in an ascending series. Although we
do not know the ancestral form with any degree of
certainty, some of its characteristics can be inferred
by a comparison of the anatomical forms of man and
of the apes. Single traits can be brought into ascend-
ing series in which the racial forms differ more and
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more from animal forms, but the arrangement is a
different one for each independent trait.

The ancestral form had a flat nose. Bushmen,
Negroes and Australians have flat, broad noses. Mon-
goloids, Europeans and particularly Armenians have
narrow, prominent noses. They are in this sense
farthest removed from the animal forms.

Apes have narrow lips. The lips of the Whites are
thin, those of many Mongoloid types are fuller. The
Negroes have the thickest, most excessively “human”
lips.

The hair coat of apes is moderately strong. Among
human races the Australians, Europeans and a few
scattered tribes among other races have the amplest
body hair; Mongols have the least.

Similar remarks may be made in regard to the
forms of the foot, of the spinal column, of the pro-
portions of the limbs. The order of the degree to
which human races differ from animals is not the
same in regard to these traits.

Particular stress has been laid on the size of the
brain, which also differs in various races. Setting aside
the pygmy Bushmen and other very small races, the
Negroid races have smaller brains than the Mongo-
loids, and these in general smaller ones than the
Europeans, although some Mongoloid types, like the
Eskimo, exceed in size of the brain many European
groups.

The brain in each race is very variable in size and
the “overlapping” of individuals in the races is
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marked. It is not possible to identify an individual
as a Negro or White according to the size and form
of the brain, but serially the Negro brain is less ex-
tremely human than that of the White.

We are apt to identify the size of the brain with its
functioning. This is true to a limited extent only.
Among the higher mammals the proportionate size
of the brain is larger in animals that have greater
intelligence; but size alone is not an adequate cri-
terion. Complexity of structure is much more im-
portant than mere size. Some birds have brains much
larger proportionately than those of the higher mam-
mals without evidencing superior intelligence.

The size of the brain is measured by its weight
which does not depend upon the nerve cells and fibers
alone, but includes a large amount of material that is
not directly relevant for the functioning of the central
nervous system.

Superior intelligence in man is in a way related to
size of the brain. Microcephalic individuals whose
brains remain considerably under normal size are
mentally defective, but an individual with an excep-
tionally large brain is not necessarily a genius. There
are many causes that affect the size of the brain. The
larger the body, the larger the brain. Therefore well-
nourished people who have a larger bulk of body than
those poorly nourished have larger brains, not be-
cause their brains are structurally more highly de-
veloped, but because the larger bulk is a characteristic
feature of the entire bodily form. Eminent people
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belong generally to the better nourished class and
the cause of the greater brain is, therefore, uncertain.
The variation in the size of the brain of eminent
men is also very considerable, some falling way be-
neath the norm.

The real problem to be solved is the relation be-
tween the structure of the brain and its function.
The correlation between gross structure in the races
of man and function is so slight that no safe infer-
ences may be drawn on the basis of the slight differ-
ences between races which are of such character that
up to this time the racial identification of a brain is
impossible, except in so far as elongated and rounded
heads, high and low heads and similar gross forms
may be distinguished which do not seem to have any
relation to minute structure or function. At least it
has never been proved to exist and it does not seem
likely that there is any kind of intimate relation.

The differences between races are so small that
they lie within the narrow range in the limits of
which all forms may function equally well. We cannot
say that the ratio of inadequate brains and nervous
systems, that function noticeably worse than the
norm, is the same in every race, nor that those of
rare excellence are equally frequent. It is not im-
probable that such differences may exist in the same
way as we find different ranges of adjustability in
other organs.

If the anatomical structure of the brain is a doubt-
ful indication of mental excellence, this is still more
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the case with differences in other parts of the body.
So far as we can judge, the form of the foot and the
slight development of the calves of the Negro; the
prominence of his teeth and the size of his lips; the
heaviness of the face of the Mongol; or the difference
in degree of pigmentation of the races have no rela-
tion to mentality. At least every attempt to prove
such relation has failed.

In any attempt to place the human races in an
evolutionary series we must also remember that mod-
ern races are not wild but domesticated forms. In
regard to nutrition and artificial protection the mode
of life of man is like that of domesticated animals.
The artificial modification of food by the use of fire
and the invention of tools were the steps that brought
about the self-domestication of man. Both belong to
a very early period, to a time before the last extensive
glaciation of Europe. Man must be considered the
oldest domesticated form. The most characteristic
features of human races bear evidence of this. The
loss of pigmentation in the blond, blue-eyed races;
the blackness of the hair of the Negro are traits that
do not occur in any wild mammal form. Exceptions
are the blackness of the hair coat of the black
panther, of the black bear and of the subterranean
mole. The frizzliness of the Negro hair and the curli-
ness of the hair of other races, the long hair of the
head, do not occur in wild mammals. The permanence
rather than periodicity of the sexual functions and of
the female breast; the anomalies of sexual behavior
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are in most cases characteristics of domesticated ani-
mals. The kind of domestication of man is like that
of the animals raised by primitive tribes that do not
breed certain strains by selection. Nevertheless, forms
differing from the wild forms develop in their herds.

Some of the traits of man that might be considered
as indicating a lower evolutionary stage may as well
be due to domestication. Reduciion or unusual length-
ening of the face occur. The excessive reduction of
the face in some White types and the elongation of
the mouth parts of the Negro may be due to this
cause. It may be a secondary development from an
intermediate form. The brain of domesticated forms
is generally smaller than that of wild forms. In ex-
ceptional cases it may be larger. Pygmy forms and
giants develop in domestication. The so-called “primi-
tive traits” of races are not necessarily indications of
an early arrest. They may be later acquisitions
stabilized in domestication.

All this, however, has little to do with the biologi-
cally determined mentality of races, which is often
assumed to be the basis of social behavior. Mental
behavior is closely related to the physiological func-
tioning of the body and the problem may be formu-
lated as an investigation of the functioning of the
body, in the widest sense of the term “functioning.”

We have seen that the description of the ana-
tomical traits of a race in general terms involves a
faulty generalization based on the impression made
by the majority of individuals. This is no less true
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in regard to the functions, and particularly the mental
functions, of a population. Our characterization of
the mentality of a people is merely a conceptualiza-
tion of those traits that are found in a large number
of individuals and that are, for this reason, impres-
sive. In another population other traits impress them-
selves upon the mind and are conceptualized. This
does not prove that, if in a third population both
types are found, its functional behavior is due to a
mixed origin. The objective value of generalizations
of this type is not self-evident, because they are
merely the result of the subjective construction of
types, the wide variability of which is disregarded.

Actually the functions exhibited by a whole race
can be defined as hereditary even less than its ana-
tomical traits, because individually and in family lines
the variations are so great that not all the members
of the race react alike.

When the body has completed its growth its fea-
tures remain the same for a considerable length of
time,—-until the changes due to old age set in. It
does not matter at what time we examine the body,
the results will always be nearly the same. Fluctua-
tions of weight, of the amount of fat, of muscle do
occur, but these arc comparatively slight, and under
normal conditions of health, nutrition and excrcise,
insignificant until senility sets in.

1t is different with the functions of the body. The
heart beat depends upon transient conditions. In
sleep it is slow; in waking, during meals, during ex-
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ercise more rapid. The range of the number of heart
beats for the individual is very wide. The condition
of our digestive tract depends upon the amount and
kind of food present; our eyes act differently in in-
tense light and in darkness. The variation in the func-
tions of an individual is considerable. Furthermore,
the individuals constituting a population do not all
function in the same way. Variability, which in re-
gard to anatomical traits has only one source, namely,
the differences between individuals, has in physio-
logical functions an added source, the different be-
havior of the individual at different times. It is,
therefore, not surprising that functionally the indi-
viduals composing a population exhibit a considerable
variability.

The average values expressing the functioning of
various races living under the same conditions are not
the same, but the differences are not great as com-
pared to the variations that occur in each racial
group. Investigations of the functioning of the same
sense organs of various races, such as Whites, In-
dians, Filipinos and people of New Guinea, indicate
that their sensitiveness is very much the same. The
popular belief in an unusual keenness of eyesight or
hearing of primitive people is not corroborated by
careful observations. The impression is due to the
training of their power of observation which is di-
rected to phenomena with which we are not familiar.
Differences that may be significant have been found
in the basal metabolism of Mongols and Whites, but
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these are contradicted by observations made on
natives of Yucatan. While East Asiatics, residents
of the United States, showed on the average a low
value of basal mctabolism that of the Yucatec in
Yucatan was high. There are probably differences be-
tween Whites and Negroes in the functioning of the
digestive tract and of the skin. Much remains to be
done in the study of physiological functions of dif-
ferent races before we can determine the quantitative
differences between them.

The variability of many functions is well known.
We referred before to the heart beat. Let us imagine
an individual who lives in New York and leads a
sedentary life without bodily exercise. Transport this
person to the high plateaus of the Bolivian Andes
where he has to do physical work. He will find diffi-
culties for a while, but, if he is healthy, he will finally
become adjusted to the new conditions. His normal
heart beat, however, will have changed. His lungs
also will act differently in the rarefied air. It is the
same individual who in the new environment will
exhibit a quantitatively different functioning of the
body.

The condition is analogous to the one found in the
variability of bodily form of lower organisms which
is subject to important modifications brought about
by the environment. The functions of the organs are
adjustable to different requirements. Every organ
has—to use Dr. Meltzer’s term—a margin of safety.
Within limits it can function normally according to
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environmental requirements. Even a partly disabled
organ can be sufficient for the needs of the body.
Inadequacy develops only when these limits are ex-
ceeded. There are certain conditions that are most
favorable, but the loss of adequacy is very slight
when the conditions change within the margins of
safety.

In most cases of the kind here referred to the en-
vironmental influence acts upon different individuals
in the same direction. If we bring two organically
different individuals into the same environment they
may, therefore, become alike in their functional re-
sponses and we may gain the impression of a func-
tional likeness of distinct anatomical forms that is
due to environment, not to their internal structure.
Only in those cases in which the environment acts
with different intensity or perhaps even in different
directions upon the organism may we expect increased
unlikeness under the same environmental conditions.
When, for instance, for one individual the margin of
safety is so narrow that the environmental conditions
are excessive, for another one so wide that adequate
adjustment is possible, the former will become sick,
while the other will remain healthy. Davenport has
called attention to a typical case of this kind, when
two individuals of similar complexion are exposed to
sunlight, the one may develop red color, the other
may tan brown.

What is true of the physiological functioning of the
body is still more true of mental reactions. A simple
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example may illustrate this. When we are asked to
react to a stimulus, for instance by tapping in re-
sponse to a signal given by a bell, we can establish
a certain basal or minimum time interval between
signal and tapping which is found when we are rested
and concentrate our attention upon the signal. As
soon as we are tired and when our attention is dis-
tracted the time increases. We may even become so
much absorbed in other matters that the signal will
go unnoticed. Environmental conditions determine
the reaction time. The basal time for two individuals
may differ quite considerably, still under varying
environmental conditions they will react in the same
way. If the conditions of life compel the one to con-
centrate his attention while the other has never been
required to do so, they may react in the same way,
although structurally they represent different types.

In more complex mental and social phenomena this
adjustment of different types to a common standard
is of frequent occurrence. The pronunciation of indi-
viduals in a small community is so uniform that an
expert ear can identify the home of a person by his
articulation. Anatomically the forms of the mouth,
inner nose and larynx of all the individuals partici-
pating in this pronunciation vary considerably. The
mouth may be large or small, the tongue thin or thick,
the palate arched or flat. There are differcnces in the
pitch of the voice and in timbre. Still the dialect will
be the same for all. The articulation does not depend
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to any considerable extent upon the form of the
mouth, but upon its use.

In all our everyday habits imitation of habits of
the society to which we belong exerts its influence
over the functioning of our minds and bodies and a
degree of uniformity of thought and action is brought
about among individuals who differ considerably in
structure. ’

It would not be justifiable to claim that bodily -
form has no relation whatever to physiological or
mental functioning. I do not believe that Watson is
right when he claims that the mental activities of
man are entirely due to his individual experiences
and that what is called character or ability is due to
outer conditions, not to organic structure. It seems
to me that this goes counter to the observation of
mental activities in the animal world as well as among
men. The mental activities of a family of idiots will
not, even under the most favorable conditions, equal
those of a highly intelligent family, and what is true
in this extreme case must be true also when the dif-
ferences are less pronounced. Although it is never
possible to eliminate environmental influences that
bring about similarity or dissimilarity, it seems un-
reasonable to assume that in the mental domain
organically determined sameness of all individuals
should exist while in all other traits we do find dif-
ferences; but we must admit that the organic differ-
ences are liable to be overlaid and overshadowed by
environmental influences.
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Under these conditions it is well-nigh impossible to
determine with certainty the hereditary traits in
mental behavior. In a well-integrated society we find
people of most diverse descent who all react so much
in the same way that it is impossible to tell from their
reactions alone to what race they belong. Individual
differences and those belonging to family lines occur
in such a society, but among healthy individuals these
are so slightly correlated with bodily form that an
identification of an individual on the basis of his
functions as belonging to a family or race of definite
hereditary functional qualities is also impossible.

In this case, even more than in that of anatomical
form, the range of variation of hereditary lines con-
stituting a “race” is so wide that the same types of
lines may be found in different races. While so far
as anatomical form is concerned Negroes and Whites
have hereditary racial traits, this is not true of func-
tion. The mental life of each of the individuals con-
stituting these races is so varicd that from its form
alone an individual cannot be assigned to the one or
the other. It is true that in regard to a few races, like
the Bushmen of South Africa, we have no evidence
in regard to this point, and we may suspend judg-
ment, although I do not anticipate that any funda-
mental differences will be found.

So far as our experience goes we may safely say
that the differences between family lines are much
greater than the differences between races. It may
happen that members of one family line, extreme in
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form and function, are quite different from those of a
family line of the opposite extreme, although both
belong to the same race; while it may be very difficult
to find individuals or family lines in one racial type
that may not be duplicated in a neighboring type.

The assumption of fundamental, hereditary mental
characteristics of races is often based on an analogy
with the mental traits of races of domesticated ani-
mals. Certainly the mentality of the poodle dog is
quite different from that of the bulldog, or that of a
race horse from that of a dray horse.

This analogy is not well founded, because the races
of domesticated animals are comparable to family
lines, not to human races. They are developed by
carefully controlled inbreeding. Their family lines are
uniform; in man they are diverse. The types con-
stituting breeds are parallel to the family lines that
occur in all human races, which, however, do not be-
come stabilized on account of the lack of rigid in-
breeding. In this respect human races must be
compared to wild animals, not to selected, domesti-
cated breeds.

All these considerations are apparently contradicted
by the results of the so-called intelligence tests which
were originally intended to determine innate intellec-
tuality. Actually these tests show considerable dif-
ferences not only between individuals but also
between racial and social groups. The test is an
expression of mental function. Like other functions
the responses to mental tests show overlapping of
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individuals belonging to different groups and ordi-
narily it is not possible to assign an individual to his
proper group according to his response.

The test itself shows only that a task set to a
person can be performed by him more or less satis-
factorily. That the result is solely or primarily a re-
sult of organically determined intelligence is an as-
sumption that has to be proved. Defective individuals
cannot perform certain acts required in the tests.
Within narrower limits of performance we must ask
in how far the structure of the organism, in how far
outer, environmental conditions may determine the
result of the test. Since all functions are strongly in-
fluenced by environment it is likely that here also
environmental influences may prevail and obscure the
structurally determined part of the reaction.

Let us illustrate this by an example. One of the
simplest tests consists in the task of fitting blocks of
various forms into holes of corresponding forms.
There are primitive people who devote much time to
decorative work in which fitting of forms plays an
important part. It may be appliqué work, mosaic, or
stencil work. Others have no experience whatever in
the use of forms.

Dr. Klineberg has tested the ability of Indian girls
who were still somewhat familiar with the old style
of bead work, in regard to their ability to reproduce
geometrical forms of varying complexity. He found
that the girls among the Sac and Fox, a tribe in which
bead work is still alive, had the greatest ability to
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reproduce forms. Next to them were the Dakota girls
who were markedly superior to White girls. All girls
were much superior to boys, Whites and Indians, who
are not familiar with bead work. Experience enabled
the girls to grasp new, previously unknown forms
rapidly and easily.

He has also investigated the reactions to simple
tests of various races living under very different con-
ditions. He found that all races investigated by him
respond under city conditions quickly and inaccu-
rately, that the same races in remote country districts
react slowly and more accurately. The hurry and
pressure for efficiency of city life result in a different
attitude that has nothing to do with innate intelli-
gence, but is an effect of a cultural condition.

An experiment made in Germany, but based on
entirely different sets of tests, has had a similar re-
sult. Children belonging to different types of schools
were tested. The social groups attending elementary
schools and higher schools of various types differ in
their cultural attitudes. It is unlikely that they belong
by descent to different racial groups. On the contrary,
the population as a whole is fairly uniform. The re-
sponses in various schools were quite different. There
is no particular reason why we should assume a dif-
ference in organic structure between the groups and
it seems more likely that we are dealing with the
effects of cultural differentiation.

In all tests based on language the effect of the lin-
guistic experience of the subject plays an important
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part. The familiarity with a language, the ease of
understanding what is demanded in the test has a
decided influence upon the result. This may be ac-
centuated when the test is given in a foreign or any
imperfectly acquired language. Besides this, our
whole sense experience is classified according to lin-
guistic principles and our thought is deeply influenced
by the classification of our experience. Often the scope
of a concept expressed by a word determines the cur-
rent of our thought and the categories which the
grammatical form of the language compels us to ex-
press keep certain types of modality or connection
before our minds. When language compels me to dif-
ferentiate sharply between elder and younger brother,
between father’s brother and mother’s brother, direc-
tions of thought that our vaguer terms permit will be
excluded. When the terms for son and brother’s son
are not distinguished the flow of thought may run in
currents unexpected to us who differentiate clearly
between these terms. When a language states clearly
in every case the forms of objects, as round, long or
flat; or the instrumentality with which an action is
done, as with the hand, with a knife, with a point; or
the source of knowledge of a statement, as observed,
known by evidence or by hearsay, these forms may
establish lines of association. Comparison of reactions
of individuals that speak fundamentally distinct lan-
guages may, therefore, express the influence of lan-
guage upon the current of thought, not any innate
difference in the form of thought.
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All these considerations cause us to doubt whether
it is possible to differentiate between environmental
and organic determination of responses, as soon as
the environment of two individuals is different.

It is exceedingly difficult to secure an identical en-
vironment even in our own culture. Every home, every
street, every family group and school has its own
character which is difficult to evaluate. In large
masses of individuals we may assume a somewhat
equal environmental setting for a group in similar
economic and social position, and it is justifiable to
assume in this case that the variability of environ-
mental influence is much restricted and that or-
ganically determined differences between individuals
appear more clearly.

Just as soon as we compare different social groups
the relative uniformity of social background disap-
pears and, if we are dealing with populations of the
same descent, there is a strong probability that dif-
ferences in the type of responses are primarily due to
the effect of environment rather than to organic dif-
ferences between the groups.

The responses to tests may be based on recognition
of sensory impressions, on motor experience, such as
the results of complex movements; or on the use of
acquired knowledge. All of these contain experience.
A city boy who has been brought up by reading,
familiar with the conveniences of city life, accustomed
to the rush of traffic and the watchfulness demanded
on the streets has a general setting entirely different
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from that of a boy brought up on a lonely farm, who
has had no contact with the machinery of modern city
life. His sense experience, motor habits and the cur-
rents of his thoughts differ from those of the city boy.

Certainly in none of the tests that have ever been
applied is individual experience eliminated and I
doubt that it can be done.

We must remember how we acquire our manner of
acting and thinking. From our earliest days we imi-
tate the behavior of our environment and our be-
havior in later years is determined by what we learn
as infants and children. The response to any stimulus
depends upon these early habits. Individually it may
be influenced by organie, hereditary conditions. In
the large mass of a population these vary. In a homo-
geneous social group the experience gained in child-
hood is fairly uniform, so that its influence will be
more marked than that of organic structure.

The dilemma of the investigator appears clearly
in the resnlts of mental tests taken on Negroes of
Louisiana and Chicago. During the World War the
enlisted men belonging to the two groups were tested
and showed quite distinct responses. There is no very
great difference in the pigmentation of the two
groups. Both are largely mulattoes. The Northern
Negroes passed the tests much more successfully than
those from the South. Chicago Negroes are adjusted
to city surroundings. They work with Whites and
are accustomed to a certain degree of equality,
owing to similarity of occupation and constant con-
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tact. All these are lacking among the Louisiana rural
Negroes. Dr. Klineberg has shown what is actually
happening. He studied the results of intelligence tests
applied to Negroes who had moved from the country
to the city and also to those who had moved from
southern, more leisurcly communities, to New York.
He found that within a number of years they became
adjusted to their new environment. While the results
of the tests taken on those who had just moved to the
city or to New York showed low averages, those who
had lived in the cities or in New York showed the
better results the longer they had lived in their new
environment. The reason must be looked for in the
character of the tests which are based on the experi-
ences of city life and not on that of a rural community.

It has been claimed that the observed differences
between rural and urban populations are due to selec-
tive migration, that a more energetic and intelligent
group of Negroes has migrated to the cities and to
New York and that the weak and unintelligent have
stayed behind. Dr. Klineberg has tested this assump-
tion in a number of cases and has compared the
results of intelligence tests of those who stayed be-
hind and of the migrants, taken before their migra-
tion. The results do not show any appreciable
difference between the two groups, rather a very
slight, presumably insignificant advantage for those
who did not migrate.

It scems gratuitous to disregard the effect of social
environment. We know that the environment is dis-
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tinct and that human behavior is strikingly modified
by it. According to the few tests made selection plays
no important part in the migration of the Southern
Negro to Northern cities. It is quite arbitrary to
ascribe the difference in mental behavior solely to the
latter, doubtful cause and to disregard the former
entirely. Those who claim that there is an organic
difference must prove it by showing the differences
between the two groups before their migration.
Even if it were true that selection accounts for the
differences in the responses to tests among these two
groups, it would not have any bearing upon the prob-
lem of racial characteristics, for we should have here
merely a selection of better endowed individuals or
family lines, all belonging to the same race, a condi-
tion similar to the often quoted, but never proved,
result of the emigration from New England to the
West. The question would still remain, whether there
is any difference in racial composition in the two
groups. So far as we know the amount of Negro and
White blood in the two groups is about the same.
Other tests intended to investigate differences be-
tween the mental reactions of Negroes, Mulattoes
and Whites due to the racial composition of the
groups are not convincing, because due caution has
not been taken to insure an equal social background.
The study of mental achievement of a socially uni-
form group undertaken by Dr. Herskovits does not
show any relation between the intensity of negroid
features and mental attainment. Up to this time none
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of the mental tests gives us any insight into signifi-
cant racial differences that might not be adequately
explained by the effect of social experience. Even Dr.
Woodworth’s observations on the Filipino pygmies are
not convincing, because the cultural background of
the groups tested is unknown.

A critical examination of all studies of this type
in which differences between racial groups in regard
to mental reactions are demonstrated, leaves us in
doubt whether the determining factor is cultural ex-
perience or racial descent. We must emphasize again
that differences between selected groups of the same
descent, such as between poor orphan children, often
of defective parentage, and of normal children; and
those between unsclected groups of individuals repre-
senting various races are phenomena quite distinct in
character. In the former case the results of tests may
express differences in family lines. Similar peculiari-
ties might be found, although with much greater diffi-
culty, when comparing small inbred communities, for
inbred communities are liable to differ in social be-
havior. For large racial groups acceptable proof of
marked mental differences due to organic, not social,
causes has never been given.

Students of ethnology have always been so much
impressed by the general similarity of fundamental
traits of human culture that they have never found it
necessary to take into account the racial descent of a
people when discussing its culture. This is true of all
schools of modern ethnology. Edward B. Tylor and
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Herbert Spencer in their studies of the evolution of
culture, Adolf Bastian in his insistence on the same-
ness of the fundamental forms of thought among all
races, Lewis Morgan in his study of social forms,
Westermarck in his inquiries into the history of moral
ideas and of marriage—they all have carried on their
work without any regard to race.

Friedrich Ratzel, who followed the historical dis-
semination of cultural forms does not pay attention
to race, except in so far as he sometimes falls back
upon vague mental characteristics of racial groups, a
belief which he inherited from the older school of
deductive ethnologists like Klemm and Carus. It may
also be recognized that those investigators who try
to reconstruct exceedingly ancient primitive cultural
strata, like Graebner, Pater Schmidt and Dr. Koppers,
are easily led to associate these with fundamental
racial groups, without, however, giving any proof of
the way in which social traits are dependent upon
racial character.

The general experience of ethnologists who deal
with recent ethnological phenomena indicate that
whatever organic differences between the great races
there may be, they are insignificant when considered
in their effect upon cultural life.

It does not matter from which point of view we
consider culture, its forms are not dependent upon
race. In economic life and in regard to the extent of
their inventions the Eskimos, the Bushmen and the
Australians may well be compared. The position of
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the Magdalenian race, which lived at the end of the
ice age, is quite similar to that of the Eskimo. On
the other hand, the complexities of inventions and of
economic life of the Negroes of the Sudan, of the
ancient Pueblos, of our early European ancestors
who used stone tools, and of the early Chinese are
comparable.

In the study of material culture we are constantly
compelled to compare similar inventions used by
people of the most diverse descent. Devices for throw-
ing spears from Australia and America; armor from
the Pacific Islands and America; games of Africa and
Asia; blowguns of Malaysia and South America; dec-
orative designs from almost every continent; musical
instruments from Asia, the Pacific Islands and Amer-
ica; head rests from Africa and Melanesia; the be-
ginning of the art of writing in America and in the
Old World; the use of the zero in America, Asia and
Europe; the use of bronze, of methods of firemaking
in many parts of the world cannot be studied on
the basis of their distribution by races, but only by
their geographical and historical distribution, or as
independent achievements, without any reference to
the bodily forms of the races using these inventions.

Other aspects of cultural life are perhaps still more
impressive, because they characterize the general cul-
tural life more deeply than inventions: the use of
standards of value in Africa, America, Asia, Europe
and on the islands of the Pacific Ocean; analogous
types of family organization, such as small families,
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or extended sibs with maternal or paternal succession;
totemic ideas; avoidance of close relatives; the
exclusion of women from sacred ceremonials; the
formation of age societies; all these are found in
fundamentally similar forms among all races. In their
study we are compelled to disregard the racial posi-
tion of the people we study, for similarities and dis-
similarities have no relation whatever to racial types.

It does not matter how the similar traits in diverse
races may have originated, by diffusion or independ-
ent origin. They convince us of the independence of
race and culture because their distribution does not
follow racial lines.



CHAPTER III

THE INTERRELATION OF RACES

wwwww

E HAVE seen that from a purely biological point
‘ x of view the concept of race unity breaks down.
The multitude of genealogical lines, the diversity of
individual and family types contained in each race is
so great that no race can be considered as a unit.
Furthermore, similarities between neighboring races
and, in regard to function, even between distant races
are so great that individuals cannot be assigned with
certainty to one group or another.

Nevertheless, race consciousness exists and we
have to investigate its source. It is customary to speak
of an instinctive race consciousness. Even Romain
Rolland says of it, “Ce vieux levain d’antipathie in-
stinctive, qui couve au fond des cceurs de tous les
hommes du Nord pour les hommes du Midi.”

The feeling between Whites and Negroes in our
country is decidedly of this character. There is an
immediate feeling of contrast that is expressed in the
popular conviction of the superiority of the White
race. The feeling extends even to cases in which the

Negro admixture is very slight and in which there is
63
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no certainty of the racial position of the individual.
Proof of this are the numerous divorce suits based on
alleged Negro descent. In this case the popular belief
in the possible reversion of the offspring to a pure
Negro type may be a determinant. This consideration
does not enter law suits instituted to set aside adop-
tion of children on account of their racial descent;
or in the difficulties experienced by child-placing
agencies which endeavor to find homes for children of
suspected Negro descent,—no matter how little this
may be expressed in their outer appearance.

Tt is necessary to make clear to ourselves what we
mean when we speak of instinctive race consciousness.

We have to inquire whether race consciousness and
race antipathies are truly instinctive or whether they
are established by habits developed in childhood.

The basis of race consciousness and race antipa-
thies is the dogmatic belief in the existence of well-
defined races all the members of which possess the
same fundamental bodily and mental characters. The
results which we have reached in regard to the lack
of clarity of the concept of race induces us to inquire
whether these feelings are universal and whether
other types of groups develop analogous feelings of
contrast.

Race consciousness differs considerably in intensity.
In the United States, taken as a whole, the feeling of
aloofness between White and Negro is strongest. On
the Pacific coast it is Jocally equalled by the feeling
of the Whites against Asiatics and Indians. The feel-
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ing against the Japanese is most strikingly manifested
by the enactment of a law forbidding marriages be-
tween Whites and Japanese. It has led to the anoma-
lous position of American-born children of Japanese
parents who have become completely Americanized
and who nevertheless have no place in the White
Community. e

I have been told by those familiar with conditions
in Humboldt County, California, that the White set-
tlers will readily eat with Negroes, but not with In-
dians. In general, feeling of aversion to the Indian is
rather slight. There is even a marked tendency of
individuals with admixture of Indian blood to be
proud of their ancestry, at least until recently, when
early intermingling of Negroes and eastern Indians
became better known.

Race feeling between Whites, Negroes, and Indians
in Brazil seems to be quite different from what it is
among ourselves. On the coast there is a large Negro
population. The admixture of Indian is also quite
marked. The discrimination between these three races
is very much less than it is among ourselves, and the
social obstacles for race mixture or for social ad-
vancement are not marked. Similar conditions prevail
on the island of Santo Domingo where Spaniards and
Negroes have intermarried. Perhaps it would be too
much to claim that in these cases race consciousness
is nonexistent; it is certainly much less pronounced
than among ourselves.

If it is true that race antipathy among different
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groups of mankind takes distinctive forms and ex-
presses itself with varying intensity, we may doubt
whether we are dealing with an instinctive phe-
nomenon.

It will be found advantageous to investigate simi-
lar phenomena in the animal world. We know the
peculiar antipathies between certain animals, such as
dog and cat, horse and camel. These arc organically
determined, although they may be individually over-
come. They might be considered analogous to the
fecling between races if we had the same instinctive
hostility or fear between individuals of different
human races; but this has never been observed. On
the contrary, under favorable conditions the reaction
seems to be one of friendly curiosity.

The first view of an entirely foreign type is likely to
impress us with consciousness of contrast, that may
well take the form of antipathy. An example of this
is the terror which the bluc-eyed blond hordes of
Ariovistus spread among the Roman legions. The first
reaction to strange appearance should not be mis-
taken for race antipathy for it is strictly analogous
to the revulsion against ugliness of appearance, strong
body odor, deformities or even bad manners occurring
in our midst. They are not determined by race but
by certain esthetic standards that determine our pref-
erences and antipathies. Constant familiarity with
strange types madifies our standards to such an extent
that the consciousness of contrast becomes very slight.
The examples given before illustrate this process.
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Conditions analogous to those found in racial
groups occur in animal societies. Gregarious animals
live either in open or in closed societies. Open sociceties
are those in which any outside individual may join a
herd. They are found among mammals and birds, but
particularly among fishes, insects, and other lower
animals. A swarm of mosquitoes, a shoal of fish keep
together but do not exclude newcomers of the same
species, sometimes cven of other species. Herds of
ruminants are often organized under leaders but may
not exclude newcomers. The behavior of animals that
occupy a definite arca as their feeding ground is
quite different. They treat every newcomer as an
enemy and while he may succeed in gaining admission
after a number of combats, the first endeavor of the
herd is to drive away or to kill the intruder. Many
herds of monkeys are said to behave in this way.
Penguins on their breeding places will drive away
stray visitors, while admitting their neighbors. The
best known example is that of the Pariah dogs of
Oriental towns. The dogs of one street did not admit
one from another street and the stranger was killed
by them if he did not beat a hasty retreat. The most
perfect forms of closed societics are found in the in-
sect states. Ants of the same hill recognize one an-
other by the scent of the hill and attack every strange
ant. Even insects of another specics, if only they
participate in the scent of the particular hill, are
welcomed. Sameness of species does not decide the
attitude towards the individual. Participation in the
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scent of the hill is the feature by which membership
in the group is determined.

The groups do not need to be related by descent.
They may be thrown together by accident. Neverthe-
less, according to the habits of the species, they will
form a closed society.

In primitive human society every tribe forms a
closed society. It behaves like the Oriental Pariah
dogs.

In the early days of mankind our earth was thinly
settled. Small groups of human beings were scattered
here and there; the members of each horde were one
in speech, one in customs, one in superstitious beliefs.
In their habitat they roamed from place to place,
following the game that furnished their subsistence,
or digging roots and picking the fruits of trees and
bushes to allay the pangs of hunger. They were held
together by the strong bands of habit. The gain of
one member of the horde was the gain of the whole
group, the loss and harm done to one was loss and
harm to the whole community. No one had funda-
mental interests at stake that were not more or less
also the interests of his fellows.

Beyond the limits of the hunting grounds lived
other groups, different in speech, different in customs,
perhaps even different in appearance, whose very ex-
istence was a source of danger. They preyed upon
the game, they threatened inroads upon the harvest
of roots and fruits. They acted in a different manner;
their reasoning and feeling were unintelligible; they
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had no part in the interests of the horde. Thus they
stood opposed to it as beings of another kind, with
whom there could be no community of interest. To
harm them, if possible to annihilate them, was a self-
evident act of self-preservation.

Thus the most primitive form of society presents
to us the picture of continuous strife. The hand of
each member of one horde was raised against each
member of all other hordes. Always on the alert to
protect himself and his kindred, man considered it
an act of high merit to kill the stranger.

The tendency to form closed societies is not by
any means confined to primitive tribes. It exists to
a marked extent in our own civilization. Until quite
recent times, and in many cases even now, the old
nobility formed a closed society. The patricians and
plebeians, Greeks and barbarians, the gangs of our
streets, Mohammedans and infidels,—and our own
modern nations are in this sense closed societies that
cannot exist without antagonisms.

The principles that hold socicties together vary
enormously, but common to all of them is the feeling
of antagonism against other parallel groups.

Racial groups differ in one respect from the socie-
ties here enumerated. While the position of an indi-
vidual as a member of one of the socially determined
groups is not evident, it is apparent when the group-
ing is made according to bodily appearance. If the
belief should prevail, as it once did, that all red-haired
individuals have an undesirable character, they would
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at once be socially segregated and no red-haired per-
son could escape from his class. The Negro who may
at once be recognized by his bodily build is auto-
matically placed in his class and not one of them can
escape from the effect of being excluded from the
closed group of Whites.

When individuals are to be herded together in a
closed group the dominant group may prescribe for
them a distinguishing symbol,—like the garb of the
medicval Jews or the stripes of the convict,—so that
each individual who may otherwise have no distin-
guishing characteristic, may at once be assigned to
his group and treated accordingly.

The assignment to a closed group may also be
effected by a classifying pame, like the term Dago
for Italians which is intended to evoke the thought
of all the supposed characteristics that are without
reflection ascribed to all the members of the nation.
Perhaps one of the most striking illustrations of this
tendency in the present life of the United States is
the assighment of anyone with a Jewish name to an
undesirable group whose members are, according to
the fancy of the owner, not allowed to dwell in certain
buildings, not admitted in hotels or ciubs and are in
other ways discriminated against by the unthinking,
who can see in the individual solely the representative
of a class.

We have seen that from a biological point of view
there is no reason for drawing a clean-cut line between
races, because the lines of descent in cach are physio-
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logically and psychologically diverse, and because
functionally similar lines occur in all races.

The formation of the racial groups in our midst
must be understood on a social basis. In a commu-
nity comprising two distinct types which are socially
clearly separated, the social grouping is reénforced
by the outer appearance of the individuals and each
is at once and automatically assigned to his own
group. In other communities—as among Moham-
medans or in Brazil—where the social and racial
groupings do not coincide, the result is different. The
socially coherent groups are racially not uniform.
Hence the assignment of an individual to a racial
group does not develop as easily, the less so the more
equal the groups in their social composition. A char-
acteristic case occurs in South Africa where Whites,
Negroes and Malay from southern Asia form three
distinct groups. Suaheli Negroes who are Mohamme-
dans like the Malay do not belong to the Negro group
but to the Malay.

Dr. Manuel Andrade, in a personal communication,
describes the interracial conditions in the Dominican
Republic as follows: “There is no restaurant, hotel,
ot club in which color distinctions are observed. Gov-
ernment positions, of course, are open to all, and we
do find Negroes and Mulattoes in all classes of gov-
ernment posts, including the presidency.

“I had occasion to see a review of a portion of the
army. The main officer was almost White, but most
of the captains and lieutenants were Negroes. On the
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other hand, there were several Whites among the
common soldiers.

“In the evenings people promenade in the Plazas as
in all Spanish-speaking countries. Married and en-
gaged couples may be seen showing all varieties of
color combination, including Negroes with light com-
plexioned women. My impression is, however, that it
is more {requent to find Black men married to White
or nearly White women, than White men married to
Black women. Economical considerations may be a
factor here. A White woman may accept a dark man
because of his lucrative occupation or political posi-
tion.

“I was invited to a ball given by a social and lit-
erary club in the town of La Vega. The members and
guests present showed the same range and variety of
colors prevalent anywhere in the Republic. They were
supposed to represent the best social elements in the
town. Among the dancing couples, there were several
extreme combinations of apparently pure Negro men
and White women.

“The two ladies who own the Hotel de las Dos
Hermanas in the city of Santiago de los Caballeros
and their brother would be considered White any-
where. Especially the brother, who has light gray eyes
and reddish hair. In the course of conversation he
asked me in what part of Spain I was born. He pro-
ceeded to tell me from what part of Spain his father
and his mother’s father had come, and added hu-
morously that were it not for the little African blood
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he had in his veins, he could very well say that he
was my fellow-countryman. I think this candid refer-
ence to his African ancestors, in the unconcerned
manner in which he said it, is a significant index to
the prevalent feeling. We must consider he was trying
to promote cordial relations toward a guest in his
sisters’ hotel. I find in this instance a corroboration
of my general impression, that it makes no difference
whether one has Negro blood in him, though it may
make some difference for such admixture to be in
evidence in his features or color.

“It seems to me that racial differences are felt to a
certain extent in matters pertaining to marriage or
sexual relations, but that the division is not one of
pure White against other admixtures. The difference
may be felt in proportion to the divergence in color,
but the prevalence of marriages between Negroes
and White women would seem to indicate that the
objection is not very strong.

“In the current social intercourse between man and
man I was not able to detect the slightest indication
of prejudice. In one instance, a nearly White man try-
ing to describe a certain individual had forgotten
whether he was White or ‘pardito’.”

It is a characteristic feature of closed groups that
the feeling of solidarity is expressed by an idealiza-
tion of the group and by the desire for its perpetua-
tion. When the groups arec denominational, there is
strong antagonism against marriages outside of the
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groups. The group must be kept pure, although de-
nomination and descent are in no way related. If the
social groups are racial groups we encounter in the
same way the desire for racial exogamy in order to
maintain racial purity. This, however, has no relation
to sexual antipathy, for it is solely a result of social
pressure. The weakening of race consciousness in
communities in which children grow up as an almost
homogeneous group; the occurrence of equally strong
antipathies between denominational groups, or be-
tween social strata—as witnessed even now by the
exclusiveness of European nobility and the Indian
castes, in earlier times by the Roman patricians and
plebeians, the Spartan Lacedemonians, Periceci and
Helots, and the Egyptian castes—all these show that
antipathies are social phenomena. The variety of in-
cest groups which occur in human society also shows
that sexual aversion is not organically determined but
due to social customs. Otherwise it would be unin-
telligible why in some societies cousin marriages are
shunned, in others prescribed, why among some tribes
the young men and women of the same social group
are forbidden, among others compelled to intermarry;
why sometimes everybody is required to marry in his
own gencration, while in other cases no attention is
paid to generation.

In all these cases there is no instinctive sexual aver-
sion. Neither does it exist in the relation between
Whites and Negroes. The frec intermingling of slave
owners with their {emale slaves and the resulting
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striking decrease in the number of full-blood Negroes
is ample proof of the absence of any sexual antipathy.
The rarity of the reverse intermixture, that of male
Negroes and female Whites, can be fully understood
on the basis of social conditions. In view of the be-
havior of the male White and of the forms of mix-
ture in other societies it does not scem likely that it
is reducible to innate sexual antipathy. The White
master sought his colored mates who had little power
to resist him. The colored slave was in an entirely
different position towards his mistress and to other
White women. ) '

The intermingling of Indian and White throws an
interesting light upon this subject. Owing to other
reasons the early intermingling between the two races
was also between White males and Indian females.
It was caused not by the relation of master and slave
woman but by the absence of White women. The
general development has been such that Mestizo
women—that is, those of Indian-White descent—are
liable to marry Whites. Their descendants gradually
pass out of the Indian population unless economic
privileges, such as the right to hold valuable lands
belonging to the Indians, serve as an attraction to
the Indian community. The men, on the other hand,
are more liable to marry Indian or Mestizo women
and remain in the tribe. The male descendants of
Mestizo women who no longer belong to a segregated
group marry freely among the Whites, while the male
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descendants of Mestizo men are ordinarily not in the
position to marry outside of their own race.

There is no doubt that the strangeness of a foreign
racial type plays an important réle in these relations.
The ideal of beauty of a person who is growing up
in an exclusively White society is different from that
of a Negro who lives in a Negro society and the later
in life a White person comes into contact with a
Negro the more keenly will he be conscious of the
strangeness of the type and, while there is curiosity,
there is also reluctance to close association. The same
attitude develops when racial and social groupings
coincide, so that reluctance to entering into social
contact may be reinterpreted as racial dislike.

Here again the question arises whether these in-
fluences would act in the same_ way if the groups were
socially not separated. We can find an answer to this
question solely by a consideration of conditions in
countries in which there is no pronounced race feeling.
It would seem that there the attractiveness of forms
has a much wider range, and is not determined by
pigmentation and other racial traits alone. Aversion
is not expressed on racial lines but on the ground of
the repulsiveness of other features. Preferences and
aversions differ individually.

Unfortunately these conditions cannot be proven
by actual numerical observations that would be con-
vincing. All we can give are the results of general
observations. These are, however, so striking that
their validity seems well established.
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Since the abolition of slavery the intermingling of
Negroes and Whites has taken a curious course.
Legitimate and illegitimate mating between Whites
and Negroes has undoubtedly decreased and we find
essentially marriages among Negroes and Mulattoes.
Dr. Melville J. Herskovits has collected statistics on
this subject. He found that, on the average, dark
individuals will marry those of dark, though slightly
lighter complexion, light ones those of light, though
slightly darker complexion. This indicates that there
is a decided preference in the mating of those of simi-
lar color,—an expression of the transfer of our own
race feeling to the colored people who live among us
and participate in our culture. But, furthermore, the
darker man marries on the average a lighter woman.
Since there is no difference in the pigmentation of
the two sexes this indicates a preference on the part
of the men,—another manifestation of the adoption
of our valuations by the Negroes.

The effect of this selective process, if it continues
for many generations, will be the passing of many of
the lightest men out of the Negro community. Either
they die as bachelors or they are merged in the gen-
eral population. For the remainder it must inevitably
lead to a darkening of the whole colored population,
for the daughters of each generation, whose fathers
are dark and whose mothers are light, will be darker
than their mothers. When they again become mothers,
their children will be still darker, provided the same
conditions continue. Thus there will come to be a
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constantly increasing intensity of Negro character-
istics and a sharper contrast between the two principal
races of the country.

During the time of slavery the condition was the
reverse. On account of the numerous unions between
White men and Negro women the new generation was
lighter than their mothers. A constant lightening of
the Negro population resulted and hence a lessening of
the racial contrast without any modification of the
descendants of White females.

An evenly mixed population can result only if the
number of matings between males of one race and
females of the other is equal to that of matings in
the opposite direction. Otherwise the racial type of
the group descended in the female line will be
unstable.

When social divisions follow racial lines, as they
do among ourselves, the degree of difference between
racial forms is an important clement in establishing
racial groupings and in accentuating racial conflicts.
From this point of view the present tendency is most
undesirable.

Under prevailing circumstances complete freedom
of matrimonial union between the two races cannot
be cxpected. The causes that operate against the
unions of colored men and White women arc almost
as potent as in the days of slavery. Looking forward
towards a lessening of the intensity of race fecling
an increase of unions of White men and colored
women would be desirable. The present policy of
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many of the Southern States tends to accentuate the
lack of homogeneity of our nation.

The biological arguments that have been brought
forward against race crossing are not convincing.
Equally good reasons can be given in favor of cross-
ings of the best elements of various races, and for
closely related groups these arguments seem incon-
trovertible.

If we were to select the most intelligent, imagina-
tive, energetic and emotionally stable third of man-
kind, all races would be represented. The mere fact
that a person is a healthy European, or a blond Euro-
pean would not be proof that he would belong to this
élite. Nobody has ever given proof that the mixed
descendants of such a select group would be inferior.

If a selection of immigrants is to be made it should
never be made by a rough racial classification, but by
a careful examination of the individual and of his
family history.

No matter how weak the case of racial purity may
be, we cannot hope easily to overcome its appeal. As
long as the social groups are racial groups we shall
also encounter the desire for racial purity. When con-
siderable racial differences are encountered in the
same social group, they are disregarded unless there
are introduced artificial ideals of bodily form that
tend to establish new social divisions. This is occur-
ring in some social groups in Europe and America
who idealize the blond, blue-eyed type.

It follows that the “instinctive” race antipathy
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can be broken down, if we succeed in creating among
young children social groups that are not divided
according to the principles of race and which have
principles of cohesion that weld the group into a
whole. Under the pressure of present popular feeling
it will not be easy to establish such groups. Never-
theless, cultural cobperation cannot be reached with-
out it.

Those who fear miscegenation, which I, personally,
do not consider as in any way dangerous—not for
the White race or for the Negro, or for mankind—
may console themselves with their belief in a race
consciousness, which would manifest itself in selec-
tive mating. Then matters wouid remain as they are.



CHAPTER 1V

NATIONALISM
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HE TERM ‘“nationality” has two meanings. It is
Tapplied to designate collectively the citizens of
one State, as when we describe a person’s nationality
as American, French, or Italian, meaning by this that
he is a citizen of the United States, France, or Italy.
It is also used to designate persons who belong to
one linguistic and cultural group, as when we say
that the many irregularly distributed communities of
the Balkan Peninsula are of Bulgarian, Servian,
Greek, or Turkish nationality.

The term ‘“nation” is somewhat less ambiguous,
for it is generally used to designate a political unit, a
State, although it is also occasionally used collectively
for the members of a nationality regardless of their
political affiliations. Italians and Germans before the
peolitical unification of their countries were sometimes
designated as the Italian or German nation.

The term “nationalism” is as ambiguous as the
term “nationality.” It is used to express the feeling
of solidarity and of devotion to the interests of the

State on the part of its citizens. It is also used to
81
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designate the desire of a nationality that feels its
cultural unity for unity in political and economic
organization.

In the following I use the term “nationality” to
designate groups the same in culture and speech with-
out reference to political affiliation. In this sense there
are States that embrace several nationalities, like
Czecho-Slovakia and Poland. A nationality may also
be divided and constitute several States, like the Span-
iards in a few States of South America, or the Italians
and Germans before the unification of Italy and Ger-
many; or the members of one nationality may be
included in several States, like the Germans in Ger-
many, Austria, France, Poland, Czecho-Slovakia,
Italy and the Baltic States.

While the significance of the term “nationalism”
is quite clear in so far as it relates to devotion to the
interests of the State, it is not so clear in so far as
it refers to the desires of a nationality, because there
is little clarity in regard to the concept of nationality
as a group characterized by unity of language and
culture.

Since the general conditions of life prevailing in a
State, particularly its institutions, mould to a certain
extent the behavior of its citizens, the characteristics
of a nationality are in part coincident with those of
nations.

Furthermore the theory has been advanced that
the cultural life of a people is dependent upon bodily
build, and on this basis confusion between the con-
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cepts of race and of nationality as a linguistic and
cultural group has arisen. In the terminology of the
United States Immigration Commission English,
French, German, and Russian are designated as races.
In common parlance also no clear distinction is made
between cultural groups and racial strains. The blond
is supposed to represent the Teuton; the short and
dark, Spaniard or Italian; the heavy built brunette,
the Slav, and the observed characteristics of these
groups are ascribed to their bodily build.

We have seen before (pp. 43 ct seq.) that the exist-
ence of hereditary mental characteristics in large
groups of man, particularly in closely allied groups,
has never been satisfactorily established. Never-
theless the belief persists that a particular type
and a correlated mentality are the characteristic ele-
ments among the great varicty of forms that consti-
tute a population which has in common cultural and
linguistic traits. Thus it happens that the blond, blue-
eyed type is considered as endowed with energy, intel-
ligence and other traits that make him the real bearer
of the culture of northwestern Europe and the true
representative of northwest European nationalities.

It has been claimed that all the achievements of
Greece are due to the blond immigrants who reached
that country before the beginning of the historic era,
although the presence of a blond element does not
prove that its cultural advance was due to it. It might
be said with equal justice that the rise of North Euro-
pean civilization did not begin until South and Cen-
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tral European blood became intermingled with that
of the North European.

The same thought was in Haupt’s mind when he
tried to prove that Christ could not have been a Jew,
but must have been by descent an Aryan, that means
a North European; or Henry Fairfield Osborn who
maintained that Columbus must have been a blond,
or Sir Henry Keith who contrasted the types of Lord
Kitchener and Hindenburg and assigned the differ-
ence in type as the cause of their supposed mental
qualities.

This erroneous identification of a race as the true
representative of a culture within a nationality, the
assumption of a close correlation between race and
culture has taken hold of the mind wherever the Teu-
tonic, German, or Anglo-Saxon type—however it may
be called—prevails; or where the Italian “race”
glories in its past greatness and virtues.

Although Europeans begin to understand that each
nationality embraces individuals of many different
types, the belief prevails that in this mixture certain
pure types continue to persist which possess qualities
that make them the true bearers of national culture.
Local “races” among which these “pure” types have
disappeared or are disappearing are believed to be
in danger of losing their national culture and the
ideal type is admonished to see to it that it may not
be swamped by so-called inferior types and that it
preserve its purity and with it its national culture.
Examples of this are the associations in Germany
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that admit only blond members, and the more numer-
ous ones that exclude Jews.

The notion prevails among ourselves with equal
force, for we are haunted by fear of the ominous
influx of “inferior” races from eastern and southern
Europe, of the mongrelization of the American people
by intermixture with these types, because it is be-
lieved that we may lose in this way the characteristic
mental traits that belong to the Northwest Europeans.

We should remember that people of pure descent
or of a pure racial type are not found in any part of
Europe. This is proved by the distribution of bodily
forms. Even if it is true that the blond type is found
at present preéminently among Teutonic people, it is
not confined to them alone. Among the Finns, Poles,
French, North Italians, not to speak of the North
African Berbers and the Kurds of western Asia, there
are individuals of this type. The heavy-set, darker
East European type is common to many of the Slavic
peoples of eastern Europe, to the Germans of Austria
and southern Germany, to the North Italians, and to
the French of the Alps and of central France. The
Mediterranean type is spread widely over Spain,
Italy, Greece, and the coast of Asia Minor, without
regard to national boundaries. Other local types may
be readily distinguished, if we take into consideration
other differences in form. These are also confined to
definite territories.

In western Europe, types are on the whole dis-
tributed in strata that follow one another from north
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to south,—in the north the blond, in the center a
darker, short-headed type, in the south the slightly
built Mediterranean.

National boundaries in central Europe, on the
other hand, run north and south: and so we find many
individuals in northern France, Belgium, Holland,
Germany and northwestern Russia similar in type and
descent; many of the central French, South Germans,
Swiss, North Italians, Austrians, Servians and central
Russians, belonging to similar varieties of man; and
also persons in southern France, closely related to
the types of the eastern and western Mediterranean
area.

Ample historical evidence is available to show how
this has come about. The relation of German and
Slav is instructive. During the period of Teutonic
migrations, in the first few centuries of our era, the
Slavs settled in the region from which Teutonic tribes
had moved away. They occupied the whole of what
is now eastern Germany, but the population seems to
have been sparse. In the Middle Ages, with the growth
of the German Empire, a slow backward movement
set in. Germans settled as colonists in Slavic territory,
and by degrees German speech prevailed over the
Slavic and a population of mixed descent developed.
In Germany survivals of the gradual process may be
found in a remote locality where Slavic speech still
persists.

As by contact with the more advanced Germans
the cultural and economic conditions of the Slavs
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improved and their numbers and their wealth in-
creased, their resistance to Germanization became
greater and greater,—earliest among the Czechs and
Poles, later in the other Slavic groups. Later on,
through a similar process, a mixed population of
Poles, Lithuanians and Russians originated farther
to the east.

This process has led to the present distribution
of languages, which expresses a fossilization of Ger-
man colonization in the east, and illustrates in a most
striking way the penetration of peoples. Poland and
part of Russia, Slavonic and Magyar territories are
interspersed with small German settlements, which
are the more sparse and scattered the farther east
they are located, the more continuous the nearer they
lie to Germany,—at least until the recent systematic
persecution of Germans in Poland.

With the increased economic and cultural strength
of the Slav, the German lost his ability to impose his
mode of life upon him, and with it his power to assimi-
late the numerically stronger people in its own home.
But by blood all these people, no matter what their
speech, are the same.

A process analogous to the medieval Germanization
of Slavic tribes may at present be observed in Mexico,
where Indian speech and culture give way to Spanish.
Each town forms a center of Spanish speech which,
owing to the economic and cultural strength of the
town, spreads over the surrounding country.

The French Huguenots who escaped from religious
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persecution and settled in Germany have been com-
pletely assimilated, although the French school in
which their children were educated is still in existence
as a French gymnasium. Alsatians who migrated to
Paris have become French in language and spirit;
Germans have been absorbed by Russians; the Swed-
ish nobility count among their numbers many de-
scendants of the nobility of foreign countries. An
analysis of the descent of the population of every
part of Europe proves that intermingling has been
going on for long periods.

The movements of tribes in prehistoric times and
during antiquity also illustrate the ways in which
different strains became mixed: the Doric migration
into Greece, the movements of the Kelts into Spain,
Italy and eastward as far as Asia Minor; the Teu-
tonic migrations which swept through Europe from
the Black Sea into Italy, France, Spain and on into
Africa; the invasion of the Balkan Peninsula by
Slavs, and their extension over eastern Russia and
into Siberia; Pheenician, Greek and Roman coloniza-
tion; the roving Normans; the expansion of the
Arabs; the Crusades, are a few of the important
events that have contributed to the intermingling of
the European population.

In every single nationality of Europe the various
elements of the continental population are repre-
sented. Proof that a selected type within a nationality
is the carrier of definite mental and cultural traits has
never been given. On the contrary, we find individuals
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of the same type but members of different nationali-
ties behaving according to the national pattern, and
individuals of the most diverse types, but members
of the same nationality behaving in similar ways.

The readiness with which we recognize individuals,
according to their outer appearance, as members of
certain nationalities confirms this view. Such identifi-
cations, which are far from certain, are based only
in part on the essential elements of the form of the
body, such as hair and eye color, face form and
stature. We are led much more by the mannerisms
of wearing hair and beard, and by the characteristic
expressions and motions of the body, which are de-
termined not so much by hereditary causes as by
habit. The latter are more impressive than the
former; and among the nations of Europe no funda-
mental traits of the body occur that belong to one
to the exclusion of the others. It is a common experi-
ence that Americans of European descent, French,
Italian or German, are recognized as Americans, not-
withstanding their pure descent and solely on account
of their appearance and habits. These are expressions
of their nationality, of their cultural life.

Racial descent has significance in determining na-
tionality in those countries in which fundamentally
distinct races live side by side. Everybody will agree
that American Whites, Negroes and native-born
Asiatics are members of the same nation, but they
would hardly be called members of the same nation-
ality, because of the social barriers between these
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groups and the consciousness that they are derived
from races that continue to be distinct. They are
separated by divergence in bodily form which causes,
at least for the time being, permanent segregation.
In Mexico, where the intermingling of Indian and
White has produced a numerous mixed population
which is not permanently separated by social barriers,
the distinction between Indian, Mestizo and Spanish
creole is weak and all are not only members of the
Mexican nation, but also of Mexican nationality,
provided they participate in the general social and
political life of the country.

The social, not racial, significance of the term ‘“na-
tionality” appears also clearly in the position of the
Jew in modern society. When the Jew is separated
from the rest of the people among whom he lives by
endogamy within the Jewish community, by habits,
occupation and appearance, he is not entirely a mem-
ber of the nationality, although a member of the na-
tion, for he participates in part only in the interests
of the community and endogamy keeps him perma-
nently separated. When he is completely assimilated
he is a member of the nationality. This appears most
clearly in those North European countries in which
the number of Jews is small and intermarriage and
assimilation correspondingly rapid.

If community of racial descent is not the basis of
nationality, is it community of language?

When we glance at the national aspirations that
have characterized a large part of the nineteenth cen-
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tury, community of language might seem to be the .
background of national life. It touches the most sym-
pathetic chords in our hearts. Italians worked for the
overthrow of the small local and great foreign inter-
ests that were opposed to the national unity of all
Ttalian-speaking people. German patriots strove and
will strive for the federation of the German-speaking
people in one empire. The struggles in the Balkans
are largely due to a desire for national independence
according to the limits of speech. The Poles have for
more than a century longed for a reéstablishment of
their state which is to embrace all those of Polish
tongue.

It is, however, not very long that the bonds of lan-
guage have been felt so intensely. Language estab-
lishes a basis of mutual understanding on which a
community of interests may arise. The pleasure of
hearing one’s own tongue spoken in a foreign country
creates at once between its speakers a feeling of
comradeship that is quite real, and strong in propor-
tion to the smallness of the number of speakers of the
idiom. The necessity of easy communication between
the members of one nation has also led generally to
the endeavor to make one language the ruling lan-
guage throughout the whole state. When there is a
great difference of languages, as in the former Austria-
Hungary, the national unity is liable to be feeble.

Notwithstanding unity of language severe internal
conflicts may arise that do not allow the feeling 