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“Yes, There is Such a Thing as Race” By John Alexander

This paper will start by making an assertion that many politically correct academics would consider frustrating, alarming and
infuriating: “Race exists as a biological concept.” Despite the unpopularity of the idea that race exists, slightly over half of all
biological/physical anthropologists today believe in the view that human races are biologically valid and real.t Although the
simple statement “race exists as a biological concept” might make many feel uncomfortable and want to bury their heads in the
sand, this paper will attempt to prove that the statement is true. Before doing so, however, it should be noted that this paper
focuses only on the question of whether there is such a thing as race. It will not discuss concepts of racial inferiority or
superiority and nor will it even attempt to examine the scientific utility of classifying humans by race. The focus of this paper,
as stated upfront, is entirely limited to whether race exists as a biological concept. Definition of Race First, there are easily-
perceived traits such as hair and eye color, body build, and facial traits which vary among human population groups; these
differences are easily perceived by the layman; and these traits are determined at least partially (and perhaps wholly) by
ancestry (genetics).2 Race then is simply the label given to that human population grouping. In other words, as population
geneticist Steve Sailer has put it, race is a lineage; it is a very extended family that inbreeds to some extent.2 Under this
definition, race and ancestry are synonyms. Other synonyms for race are cluster, population, statistical collections of alleles,
cline, clinal grouping, lineage, and regional pattern. The aforementioned are all terms that many population geneticists use
instead of race;* however, these terms all mean the exact same thing as race. Note that race does not mean the same thing
as “species,” if the word species is defined as a biologically distinct breeding unit.> Because it is possible for members of
different racial groups to breed with one another, the races are not separate species. Also, it is not possible to take any given
human and unambiguously classify him or her as belonging to one particular race (as would be required with species
classification). Race in the biological sense therefore is more a statistical concept. It is, to put it plainly, simply a major
division of the human species grouped by ancestry. Racial Traits A race is distinguished by a particular combination of
inherited features. Anthropologists
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A Call to Action

The trap of the non sequitur

It's quite reasonabl e to imagine that, had Hitler never been born, the Eugenics Movement of the
early 1900's would have continued to flourish, and there would be eugenics programs in place in
most advanced countries today. Policies would evolve to make use of new knowledge of
genetics as it was acquired, and people would take eugenics for granted as merely "common
sense," and "just basic human kindness." But unfortunately, the vagaries of history and
limitations of the human mind have conspired to construct a psychological trap which has thus
far prevented any serious discussion of eugenics since the end of World War Il. The "trap” isthe
universally accepted belief that "Hitler supported eugenics, so eugenics must be evil." It seems
incredible that this non sequitur has totally paralyzed the Western world on the issue of our own
evolution for decades. There were 28 other countries besides Nazi Germany that practiced
eugenics, and nothing monstrous happened there. Sweden's eugenics program lasted 40 years.
Like Pavlov's dogs, we in the Western world are the objects of conditioning. Pavlov rang a bell
just before feeding the dogs, and soon they began to salivate at the sound of the bell. We have
heard "eugenics' paired with horrific stories of Nazi atrocities so many times that we now feel
negative emotions upon hearing the word, and we fear and hate the very idea of it. Like a knee-
jerk response, it may not be rational, and it may not be fair, but that doesn't matter to the more
primitive mechanisms of our brains. Fortunately, such conditioning can be extinguished. There
are numerous studies in the psychological literature on this. The bottom lineisthat if Paviov
starts feeding his dogs without ringing the bell first, then gradually the dogs will cease salivating
at the sound of abell. Similarly, if people see, hear, read, and talk about eugenics when it is not
coupled with frightening images of the Holocaust, then eventually the conditioned negative
emotions towards it will fade away. Making this happen becomes the responsibility of all of us
who support eugenics.

The non sequitur joins forces with the unfavorable Zeitgei st

The Zeitgeist of the Western world at the turn of the millennium is completely and utterly
unfavorable to eugenics. All the facts that comprise the edifice of scientific knowledge upon
which it rests have been declared verboten by the liberal Thought Police. These are not matters
of opinion, these are scientific facts. Twin studies and adoption studies have found that al traits
have some genetic component--intelligence, kindness, phobias, political beliefs, favorite colors,
sexual preference, religious faith, vegetable aversions--and on and on and on. |Q ismore a
function of heredity than it is of environment--adopted children show no correlation with their
adoptive families whatsoever by the time they are grown. Y et these facts have been deliberately
kept from the public by the media and academia, and branded "racist.”

Thankfully, Communism as a political system has fallen into "the ash heap of history," as
Ronald Reagan predicted, but it's ideology of egalitarianism is alive and well in both the media



and academia, which currently have a strangle-hold on public opinion. Anyone who dares
guestion egalitarianism publicly will face serious consegquences.

Recall that the idea of Communism sounded nice--that "everyone will share, and work toward
the common good." But behind that facade lurked the most destructive system of governement
that ever existed. Likewise, egalitarianism sounds nice. It asserts. "All individuals and groups
are born exactly equal on every trait that matters." The simple fact is that it's demonstrably false.

Paper Tiger

Egalitarianism and the association of eugenics with the Nazis may seem to have created a
hopeless situation, but it's more like a paper tiger. The fact is, no concerted effort has ever been
made to overcome it. We can even allow eugenics unfairly sullied reputation to work for usin
the beginning--we do nothing to reinforce it, of course, but if the word "eugenics' generates alot
of controversy, then so be it. The mediafollow controversy, and eugenics is nothing if not
controversial. Talk radio thriveson it. We will get a brief "freeride," and then people will come
to realize that we are serious, dedicated people who are concerned with the well-being of future
generations. We might consider hiring a publicist and a marketing analyst to help us over the
long term.

Eugenics needs to enter the public discourse, and people need to hear the common-sense
argumentsin favor of it. We should expect that some in the mediawill try to suppress eugenics
message, or distort it, just as they more generally do not cover (or deliberately slant) facts and
events that are at variance with their own liberal, egalitarian views. However, others will cover it
fairly, and with the Internet, C-Span, and who-knows-what next, eugenics won't be suppressed
for long.

Safety in Numbers

Eugenicists need to join together in an organization, and to speak out publicly in articles,
speeches, debates, and every forum possible. (I can say from my own somewhat limited
experience that in debates, most anti-eugenicists aren't very formidable opponents, as they tend
to be overly-emotiona and terribly ill-informed.) Within 2 or 3 years, we should hold an
international eugenics conference. A number of eminent scientists favor eugenics (such as
Francis Crick, James Watson, Joshua L ederberg, Lee Silver, et a). The conference will be a
great accomplishment, in and of itself, and we can publish the proceedings. It ought to be a held
again every other year. It will also be newsworthy, in light of the many luminaries in attendance--
to say nothing of the noisy protesters marching outside!

It's essential to groom several individuals as our media spokespeople. | deliberately use the word
"groom" in 2 senses. Thefirst isto prepare for arole, the second isto "spruce up.” Like the
politicos, we must be media-savvy in order to succeed, so our spokespeople must practice



debating, dealing with unruly audiences, etc., and in addition, we must take all necessary steps
to make them as "camerafriendly" as humanly possible.

The fact that eugenicsis ataboo subject means it's worse than being ignored--it means there's a
"built-in" opposition to it on the part of the public before the subject is even broached. By
temperament, most people are too timid to become directly involved in such a controversial
Issue, although some can do it behind the scenes. This leaves only atiny percentage of the
smartest and the bravest people who are even capable of working on it, so those of us who can,
should!!

It would be a mistake to conclude that because the taboo against eugenicsis unfair and
unwarranted, we should simply ignore it, and the psychological dynamic keeping it in place.
There are things we can do to eradicate the taboo (described below). It is aso pointless to
bemoan the blind conformity of the average person, which plays arolein maintaining it. We
need to be objective about human nature, and to work with it.

Consider the role of conformity in our evolution. The human species evolved as a social animal,
and individuals had a difficult or impossible time trying to survive alone. Those who were too
terrified to express strong disagreement with the group would be more likely to survive and pass
on their genesin primitive circumstances in which ostracism usually meant death. It's no wonder
conformity isavery strong instinct. Therefore, psychologicaly, it's important for the public to
see respectable, articulate people speak out in support of eugenics, and then to see these same
individuals again and again over time. Only then they will understand--not only intellectually,
but emotionally, on a gut level--that eugenicists are not in danger of being crucified, burned at
the stake, or shunned by every living creature. If someone says something in favor of eugenics,
and is denounced as aracist or a Nazi, he/she should maintain a"high profile" afterwards,
confident and un-cowed, and other members of the organization should immediately hold a
press conference to express their support.

"Jmmy the Greek"

Eugenicists can learn alesson from what happened to "Jimmy the Greek." In responseto a
guestion about why blacks seemed to excel at sports, he said something to the effect that perhaps
plantation owners had encouraged reproduction of the strongest men so they could get more
work donein the fields. He was instantly fired from CBS, and from then to his death was never
seen nor heard from again. Most people were hard-pressed to say precisely what was so
offensive about his remark. Perhaps he said something derogatory off camera. But the point is,
the public gets the message: "Race is a taboo subject. Terrible things happen to those who
breech the taboo."

Thisis precisely the message we want the public to un-learn about eugenics, and we can take
simple, practical stepsto insure that it does un-learn it. Here is the essential thing, which bears



repeating: We must speak out about eugenics at every opportunity, and we must insure that the
public sees that those who do so go on to survive and prosper!! After they've witnessed this a
number of times, eugenics will no longer be ataboo subject. It'sjust that ssimple. We will have
won amajor psychological victory.

It will take years of hard work to accomplish this. But if this problem were easily solved,
someone would have solved it long ago! In that case, we wouldn't have the honor and privilege
of taking on the challenge ourselves! We have before us an exceedingly difficult problem
demanding every ounce of our creative intelligence. But it is also the most "worthy" of problems
because the happiness and well-being of countless people of the future depend on our efforts.

There's always a multitude of worthwhile causes, but | can't imagine any more important than
eugenics, because the health, intelligence, and character of the population are essential to the
recognition and solution of all problems. We can never fully anticipate what difficulties the
future will bring, and solve them in advance. Would it even be advisable to try? Certainly it
would not represent the optimal use of our resources. Far and away the best thing we can do for
the children of the future is to bequeath to them the gifts of excellent health, high intelligence,
and good character so that they will have the maximum innate capacity to meet whatever
challenges might arise.

Ask yourself this question: Would you rather be a healthy, smart, honorable person with number
of problemsto overcome, or chronically ill, retarded, or a psychopath with no other problems? |
think everyone--past, present, and future--would make the same choice. Biological integrity is
the number one priority for individuals, and for our species.

Marian Van Court
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Chinese Deal Sparks Eugenics Protests
New Scientist 16 th Nov 1996 p4

A French genetics company has won adeal that will let it examine the DNA of the entire
population of Chinaif it wants, New Scientist magazine reported yesterday. Genset, which
gpecialises in collecting and sequencing human DNA, says it will appoint about 20 researchers
to collect and analyse the information. But the magazine said geneticists were worried that
China could use the information to enforce its 1995 Maternal and Infantile Health Care Law,
denounced by opponents as a"eugenics' law to stop "inferior" births. Many researchers are
threatening to boycott the next International Congress of Geneticsin Beijing in 1998 unless the
law is repealed.

New Scientist said that although the French scientists were interested in new therapies, not
eugenics, it was worried that the Chinese Government might try to use the knowledge to
identify genetically "unfit couples and foetuses."

"If you have a commerical company coming to a major agreement wit a government committed
to widespread eugenic abuse it's something many scientist would be concerned about” said
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British geneticists meeting last week in London. Genset should secure specific promises that the
information gained and released through the deal will not be used against inidividuals "The
company should say some bits of thislaw are wrong and evil" said David Sherrat president of
the Genetical Society.

Cultural Reaction NS 24 Oct 98 3

PARENTS the world over want perfect babies-though not everyone will agree what " perfect’
means. A survey of deaf people (see p 18) has revealed afew who would prefer deaf children.
Perhaps they see deafness as part of their identity, or maybe they fear rejection by children who
can hear. Whatever their reasons, they would get short shrift in China. According to a recent
survey (also p 18), Chinese geneticists favour prenatal tests to back what appear to be eugenic
practices. The finding will horrify most of their Westem colleagues, and increase the pressure
on them to boycott meetings in China. But the survey Also underscores the need for
constructive dialogue. And that can only take place if geneticistsin the West understand the
cultural forces at work. Xin Mao, the survey's author, makes no apologies for the findings. In
China, individuals are more willing than in most Western countries to make sacrifices for the
general good. China aso has a burgeoning population. It's not hard to see why its geneticists
might seek to cultivate the view that having an "unhealthy" child is"letting the side down".
Who knows whether ordinary Chinese agree with the nation's geneticists? But even if they do, it
doesn't change the argument. Eugenics is abhorrent, whether it is directed by force or through
active "cultural" compliance. It recalls horrific memories of attempts to create a master race and
Isthe antithesis of human rights asit is known in the Western world.

Return to Genesis of Eden?
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Summary

To identify Chinese geneticists views of ethical issuesin genetic testing
and screening, anational survey was conducted. Of 402 Chinese geneticists
asked to participate, 255 (63%) returned by mail anonymous questionnaires.
The majority of respondentsthought that genetic testing should be offered in
the workplace for ex-antitrypsin deficiency (95%) and the predisposition of
executives to heart disease, cancer, and diabetes (94%); that genetic testing
should be included in preemployment physical examinations (86%); that
governments should require premarital carrier tests (86%), newborn screening
for sickle cell (77%), and Duchenne muscular dystrophy (71%); and that
children should be tested for genesfor late-onset disorders such as Huntington
disease (85%), susceptibility to cancers (85%), familia hypercholesterolemia
(84%), alcoholism (69%), and Alzheimer disease (61%). Most believed that
partners should know each other's genetic status before marriage (92%), that
carriersof the same defective gene should not mate with each other (91%),
and that women should have a prenatal diagnosisif medically indicated
(91%). The mgjority said that in China decisions about family planning were
shared by the couple (82%). More than half had views that, in China, there
were no lawsto prohibit disability discrimination (64%), particularly to
protect people with adult polycystic kidney disease (57%), cysticfibrosis
(56%), or genetic predisposition to other diseases (50%). To some extent,
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these results might provide a basis for adiscussion of eugenicsin China,
particularly about China's Maternal and Infant Health Care Law (1994).

Address for correspondence and reprints: Dr. Xin Mao, Section of Molecular
Carcinogenesis, Haddow Laboratories, Institute of Cancer Research, 15 Cotswold
Road, Sutton, Surrey SM2 5NG, United Kingdom. E-mail: xin@icr.ac.uk

Introduction

Genetic testing and screening are hot topics that stimulate widespread
discussion and debate, not only among genetics professionals, but among
clinicians and scientists generally, and increasingly these topicsinvolve the
wider publicin developed countries. Views are expressed in the scientific and
general press, and through other media, about the likely benefits and dangers
that may result from genetic testing and screening (Harper and Clarke 1997).

However, thereis much less debate about genetic testing and screening in
developing countries, where ~95% of theworld's future children will be born.
To some extent, this situation reflectsthe lack of genetics servicesin these
countries. A mgjority (3,330) of the estimated 5,000 specialistsin medical
genetics worldwidework in developed countries, which have an overall
geneticist/population ratio of ~1:222,000, compared with aratio of
~+1:700,000 for eastern European countries and ~1:3,700,000 for developing
countries (Wertz et al. 1995). Clinicians, scientists, and the publicin
developing countries are focused on the struggle to improve basic health care.
Given the problems of poverty, illiteracy, low contraceptive use, and high
infant mortality (Galjaard 1997), they have relatively littleinterest in the

development of genetics research and services.

China, however, is an exception, having to some extent made genetics a
priority. For example, inthe 1960s cytogenetics technology was introduced to
China, and in the 1970s chorionic villi sampling was performed in some
hospitals (Luo 1988). Since the 1980s, molecul ar-genetic techniques have

been used in genetic research and counseling in several national genetic
laboratories (Luo 1988; Fu et al. 1995). In 1988, in vitro fertilization, embryo
transfer, and gamete intrafallopian transfer were available in several teaching
hospitals (Zhang et al. 1988). In 1992, the techniques of enrichment of fetal
cellsfrom maternal blood, for prenatal diagnosis and sex determination during
the first trimester, were introduced to China. In 1994, Chinalaunched its
Human Genome Project (Li 1994). Gene therapy for patients with hemophilia
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B hasaso beenused in clinical trials(Fu et al. 1995).

On the other hand, according to international standards, genetics services
in Chinaare underdevel oped because of alack of funding and expertise, as
well as the large number of people with genetic conditions (Harper and Harris

1986; Luo 1988). Chinese geneticists have expressed their views about
ethical, legal, and social issues in genetics research and practicein China.
Their concerns are, however, quite different from those of other countries,
particularly developed nations (Mao 1996, 1997; Mao and Wertz 1997).

Theterm "eugenics' has many meanings. Eugenics can be voluntary or
coerced, government sponsored or individual, a"science" or asocial policy,
based on the welfare of individuals or on the welfare of society or a nation
(Paul 1992; Garver and Garver 1994; Larson 1995; "Brave New Now" 1997).
Most people in developed countries today think of eugenics as a coercive
socia program enforced by the state for the good of society. Since China
announced the Maternal and Infant Health Care Law (1994), it has provoked
widespread concern in the international scientific community, because of
some of its eugenic content (" China's Misconception of Eugenics' 1994;
"Western Eyes on China's Eugenic Law" 1995; O'Brien 1996; "Brave New
Now" 1997; Harper and Clarke 1997; Morton 1998). There has, however,
been very little international discussion on what eugenics means for Chinese
geneticistsand why it isalive andwell in China. Inthisarticle, | will present
Chinese geneticists viewsof ethical issues in genetic testing and screening
and will discuss thelikely basis of eugenicsin China, particularly China's
Maternal and Infant Health Care Law (1994).

Subject and Methods

An anonymous international questionnaire including 50 questions on
ethical issues, which wasused in an international study comparing attitudes of
geneticists in 37 nations (Wertz and Fletcher 1993), was distributed to 402

geneticists in 30 provinces and autonomous regionsin mainland China. These
geneticists were registered members of the Chinese Association of Medical
Genetics, the Human and Medical GeneticsBranch of the Chinese Society of
Genetics, or the Chinese Society of Family Planning, all of which are headed
by the Chinese Association for Science and Technology but are affiliated with
different departments of state (the Ministry of Public Health, the Chinese
Academy of Science, and the National Committee of Family Planning,
respectively). In all, 255 geneticists (63%) responded. All of the respondents
commentswere translated into English. The completed questionnaires were
mailed to the Division of Social Science, Ethicsand Law, at the Shriver




Center for Mental Retardation, in the United States, for statistical analysis.
Coded data were entered into the SPSSX program (from Statistical Package
for the Social Sciences) onan IBM 3090 computer (Mao and Wertz 1997).

Results

The questionnaire asked whether genetic testing should be offered for job
application—related situations; the majority of respondents thought that
genetic testing should be offered to workers for ex-antitrypsin deficiency in a
very dirty workplace (95%) and for executives predisposition to heart disease,
cancer, and diabetes (94%).

The questionnaire listed several ethical issues designed to survey
respondents opinions. The majority of respondents agreed that partners
should know each other's genetic status before marriage (92%), that carriers of
the same defective gene should not mate with each other (91%), that women
should have prenatal diagnosisif it is medically indicated (91%), that genetic
testing should be included in preemployment physical examinations (86%),
and that governments should require premarital carrier tests (86%) and
newborn screening for sickle cell anemia (77%) and for Duchenne muscular
dystrophy (DMD) (71%) (table 1). Sixty-five percent agreed with the
statement that "an important goal of newborn screening isto identify and
counsel parental carriers before next pregnancy.”

=i — Table 1l Viewson Various Ethical
I ssues

When Chinese geneticists were asked whether parents should be able to
havetheir children tested for late-onset disorders or predisposition to such
diseases, themagjority said that, if parents request it, children should be tested
for Huntington disease (85%), susceptibility to cancers (85%), familial
hypercholesterolemia (FH) (84%), and predisposition to alcoholism (69%) or
to Alzheimer disease (AD) (61%) (table 2).

“:"' ' Table2  Viewson the Testing of
e _ Children for Late-Onset Disorders
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When asked whether there was aprevailing pattern for decisions about
family planning, most (82%) said that decisions about family planning were
shared by the couple. The minority believed it to be determined by the
husband's (10%), doctor's (3%), wife's (2%), husband's parents (2%), or
wife'sparents (1%) views (table 3).

[fes o Table 3  Viewson Family Decision
= Making

When asked whether there were any laws prohibiting disability
discrimination, more than half of Chinese respondents said that there were no
such laws in China(64%), particularly to protect people with adult polycystic
kidney disease (57%), cystic fibrosis carriers (56%), and persons with genetic
predisposition to other diseases (50%) (table 4). Ninety-four percent agreed
with the statement that "it is not fair for a child to be brought into theworld
with a serious genetic disorder if the birth could have been prevented;” 79%
thought that some disabilities will never be overcome even with maximum
social support, and the majority would not support disabled parents' decisions
to have disabled children. Ninety percent thought that an ethical code or
guidelines for genetics servicesare needed in China, and 50% said that public
education in genetics should be the top priority of the government health
budget.

S Table 4  Viewson Laws Prohibiting
' Disability Discrimination

Discussion

Genetic testing, which is offered to individualsand families who are at
high risk, iseither the analysis of a specific gene—and/or its product or
function—or other DNA and chromosome analysis, to detect or exclude an
ateration likely to be associated with agenetic disorder. Genetic screeningis
applied to large popul ation groups with unknown excess risk to individuals.
Screening is frequently part of government-sponsored public-health programs
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and may be apreliminary procedure that identifies people at elevated risk of
genetic disease, but it does not provide a definitive diagnosis (Wertz et al.

1995; Harper and Clarke 1997).

In this survey, questions about newborn genetic screening were asked. This
is because newborn screening for phenylketonuria (PKU) and hypothyroidism
has saved many thousands of infants worldwide from these two severe
disordersand therefore has created alarge store of goodwill and ethical credit
in favor of genetic screening programs (Harper and Clarke 1997). Thissurvey

shows that 77% of Chinese respondents thought that the government should
require newborn screening for sickle cell disease (table 1). The figureis

higher than those for the United Kingdom (13%) and the United States (11%)
(Wertz 1995). One explanation for this difference might be that Chinese

geneticists believethat identification of parentsand newborns who are
heterozygous carriers is important, since sickle cell diseaseisvery commonin
China. Although newborn screening for DMD fails to meet the established
World Health Organization guidelines for the adoption of ascreening program
(Wilson and Jungner 1968), it might be helpful to avoid diagnostic delays and
to permit families to seek genetic counseling before they embark on another
pregnancy. The mothers of infants in the United Kingdom appeared to have
more enthusiasm for newborn screening for DMD, since 94% of them would
accept such screening (Smith et al. 1990). When geneticists around the world
were asked whether the government should require newborn screening for
DMD, 71% of Chinese respondents, 64% of respondents inthe United States,
and 49% of respondents in the United Kingdom thought that the governments
should do so (table 1) (Wertz 1995). On thisissue, the difference between

geneticists in China and the United Kingdom may be that Chinese geneticists
believe that newborn screening for DMD is a public-health issue, and that,
because it is very expensive in China, it must be government sponsored.
Geneticists in the United Kingdom are concerned about the state directing
genetic decisions, rather than individuals making the choices (Harper and
Clarke 1997). In addition, the majority of European, North American, and
Chinese geneticists would recommend newborn screening for cystic fibrosis,
FH, fragile X, and thalassemia if automated DNA diagnostic techniques were
available on newborn blood spots, even though there isno proof that the
newborn benefit from such screening (Wertz 1995). It may still be reasonable
to offer such screening if the disease has itsonset in childhood and if the
child's family finds it helpful to have an early diagnosis (Harper and Clarke
1997).

The advent of DNA-based testing across a wide and increasing range of
late-onset genetic disordersisa challenge to conventional thinking about



medical tests. Thisis because thoseindividuals receiving an abnormal result
are sometimes considered, by themselves and others, to "have the disease,"
even though they arestill presymptomatic. Testing children for late-onset
genetic disorders may have serious ethical and social implications. This
survey shows that most Chinese geneticists thought that children should be
tested for susceptibility to cancersand FH (table 2). Most geneticistsin

Europe and North America expressed the same view, since they saw early
diagnosis and early treatment of these disorders as being a potential benefit to
the child (Wertz 1995). However, most of them thought that testing for
Huntington disease, a coholism, and AD provided no medical benefit to the
child (Wertz 1995). They opposed the testing of children, on the grounds that
testing was an affront to the autonomy of the child, who, on reaching
adulthood, should be allowed to make his or her own decisions on whether to
be tested. Most Chinese geneticists favored such testing (table 2), on the

groundsthat parents should be able to decide for their children and should
have the power to direct their children's lives. This cultural division reflects
the extension of individual autonomy in developed countries, to include
preservation of the autonomy of minors. In China, the child is often seen as
part of a collectivity (the family), rather than as a potentially autonomous
individual.

Although, thus far, employers requests for employment-related genetic
testing have been few (Harper and Clarke 1997), questions on whether such

testing should be offered were included in this survey because thereis an
ethical conflict between the individual's rightsand the employer's interest.
More and more Western geneticists have expressed their concerns on the
likelihood of misuse of such testing, which would cause harm to those
employeeswith genetic conditions (i.e., genetic discrimination; Harper and
Clarke 1997). Thissurvey shows, however, that most Chinese geneticists

agreed that such testing should be offered as apart of a routine physical
examination. This result may demonstrate that Chinese geneticists hold strong
social views on genetics services (Mao and Wertz 1997).

One purpose of geneticsservicesisto provide accurate, full, and unbiased
information that individuals and families may use in making decisions.
Traditionally, Chinahas been a paternalistic society and parents have had
absol ute power to make family decisions. To explore the current situation of
family planning in China, questions on thisissue were asked. Thissurvey
shows that, of 255 respondents, 51% werefemale (Mao and Wertz 1997).

Most of them thought that family planning was currently shared by the couple.
Thisfigureis quite similar to that in developed countries (Wertz 1995) and, in

part, may reflect socioeconomic changes that have occurred in China during




the past 4 decades.

In 1994, China's population reached 1.2 billion. Now Chinaispushing on
with itsgoal of ensuring that the country's population is%1.3 billion by the
end of the century and <1.4 billion by 2010. The basic means of reaching the
goal are birth control and the "one couple, one child" policy, which stipulates
that each Chinese coupleislegally alowed to have only one child (Wu 1994).
Ironically, China has paid a huge socioeconomic price for ridiculing the
theory and practice of birth control and family planning during the 1950s and
1960s. On the other hand, according to a national sampling survey in 1987,
there were 51.64 million disabled people (4.9% of the total population) in
China. Of these, 54.3% (i.e., 2.66% of the total population) were children. The
majority of these disabilities (64.91%) are due to postnatal diseases and
injuries, whereas 35.09% are due to birth defects and genetic diseases (Chen

and Simeonsson 1993; Ming and Jixiang 1993). Oneaim of this survey isto

investigate geneticists attitudes toward the social and legal aspects of
genetics. It would be necessary to ask whether there are laws or regulationsin
Chinathat prohibit discrimination against peoplewith disabilities. This survey
shows that more than half of Chinese respondentsthought that there wereno
such laws or regulations in China, particularly to protect people with genetic
conditions. This may be because, although therights of people with
disabilities have been protected constitutionally in China, there are no Chinese
laws specifying whether people with genetic conditions should be protected as
disabled people. This survey also suggeststhat most Chinese still regard
disabilities as asevere burden for both family and society. Population and
disability issues areuniversal. Asthe history of the Western eugenics
movement has shown, theseissues are to some extent likely to producea
socia "medium" or environment for the "birth and growth" of eugenics (Paul

1995).

Historically, cost effectiveness appearsto be one of the mgjor issues
concerning Western eugenicists. A typical example of thiswas seen in 1923,
when the American Eugenics Society tried to justify the expense of building
enough institutions to house and separate all the mentally retarded people by
calculating that the $25,000(U.S.) spent on segregating the original mentally
retarded persons for life would have saved the state >$2,000,000 in later costs.
It also added that sterilizing the original mentally retarded people would have
cost <$150 (Larson 1995). Although it is questionable whether economic

calculationswould really work in genetics, some Western geneticists still
regard cost effectiveness as an important factor in genetics services. Thisis
because the clinical genetics services aready available have been shown to be
highly cost effective, mainly because of the high costs of medical and




psychosocial care for the chronically handicapped in Western countries. For
example, in the Netherlands seven regional clinical genetics centersinvolved
in pre- and postnatal chromosome analysis, biochemical and DNA diagnosis,
and genetic counseling supported by the national health insurers cost =~$50
million/year. Asaresult of their combined activities, the birth of 800—1600
severely handicapped children is avoided every year. The costs of their
medical and psychosocial care would have been $500 million—$1 billion
during an average life span of 10 years (Galjaard 1997). Moreover, it even has
been predicted that the most enforced codes of medical practice, particularly

in genetics services, may be based on cost-effectiveness analysisrather than
on ethical considerations for the future (Wertz 1997).

The concept of cost effectiveness may have different meanings for Chinese
geneticists. Thisis because, unlike Cuba, where a free health care system
including genetic testing and screening covers the entire population (Heredero
1992), genetics services in China are not free and are expensive for most
Chinese people. For instance, in 1987 the average income of a Chinese worker
in afactory or university was™~$30/mo, whereas the cost of cytogenetic
testing was $6—%$20. On the basis of the population prevalence of
chromosomal diseases in Sichuan province (31.5/100,000) (Zhang et al.
1991), it is estimated that there would be 346,500 persons with chromosomal

disordersin China at that time (in an overall population 1.1 billion). If al of
these cases were diagnosed cytogenetically, it would cost $2,000,000
—$7,000,000, whichis equivalent to 69,300—231,000 workers monthly
incomes. The costs of genetics services have increased very rapidly in recent
years because of inflation and health-care reform, although such servicesin
Chinaare still underdeveloped and fall far short of the needs of people with
genetic disorders.

The prevalence of PKU in the Chinese population is~6/100,000 people
(Liu and Zuo 1986). Thus, there would have been ~72,000 people with PKU

in 1994, when the population was 1.2 billion. A Chinese study analyzed the
cost benefit of newborn screening for PKU and estimated that the 10-year cost
of screening, diagnosis, medical care, and dietary therapy for each PKU case
identified would be $4,000. If PKU infants were not diagnosed and treated,
the estimated cost of living for one untreated, mentally retarded individual
with amean life span of 40 years also would be $4,000. Income | oss, specia
education costs, and inability to contribute to society would cause atotal loss
of 22$20,000. The long-term estimated benefits due to early screening,
diagnosis, and treatment, minusthe cost of screening and treatment, therefore
is~$20,000. Thus, the ratio of benefit:cost ratio would be ~5:1 (Zhou 1995).

Itisapity, however, that Chinais still unable to produce alow-phenylalanine




diet in gquantitieslarge enough to provide adequate therapy for most affected
babies (Luo 1988), even though the PKU test is cheap and newborn screening
for PKU seemsto be cost effectivein China. All of these actual situations
most likely will lead Chinesethinking to consider the use of other radical
means, such as abortion and sterilization, to reduce the incidence of PKU
(Mao and Wertz 1997).

The word "eugenics,” which currently is used morewidely in Chinathanin
the West, when directly trandated into Chinesg, is "yousheng" and "youyu,"
which mean "well bear" and "well rear."” Theview most widely held by
Chinese geneticistsisthat eugenics implies processes designed to ensure that
children who are born are, as far aspossible, "normal." How to achieve this, in
the context of strict family limitation, has emerged asthe most significant
difference, in the approach to medical genetics, between Chinaand the West
(Harper and Harris 1986). This survey was conducted in 1993, 1 year before

China promulgated the Maternal and Infant Health Care Law (1994). In their

comments, almost all respondents said that the goal of human genetics was
"improvement of the population quality, decrease of the population quantity,
and furtherance of eugenic principles' and agreed that "an important goal of
genetic counseling isto reduce the number of deleterious genesinthe
population” (Mao 1997, p. 20). Chinese geneticists also were extremely
pessimistic about directive counseling after prenatal diagnosis for amost all
genetic disorders (Mao and Wertz 1997). The majority of them would advise
voluntary surgical sterilization for asingle blind woman on welfare who had a
50% risk of blindnessin children (88%), for awoman with fragile X who was
living in an institutional setting (73%), and for acystic fibrosis carrier-carrier
couple (52%) (Mao and Wertz 1997). This survey reveals that most Chinese
geneticists thought that partners should know their genetic status before
marriage, that carriers of the same defective gene should not marry each other,
and that women should have prenatal diagnosisif medically indicated. These
views were expressed, to some extent, in the Chinese Maternal and Infant

Health Care Law (1994).

The contentious articles of thelaw are cited asfollows (Maternal and
Infant Health Care Law 1994):

Article 8.—The premarital physical checkup shall include the examination
of the following diseases:

1. Genetic diseases of a serious nature;

2. Target infectious diseases;



3. Relevant mental disease.

Article 10.—Physicians shall, after performing the premarital physical
checkup, explain and give medical advice to both the male and the femae who
have been diagnosed with a certain genetic disease of a serious nature that is
considered to be inappropriate for childbearing from a medical point of view;
thetwo may be married only if both sides agree to take long-term
contraceptive measures or to get the ligation operation for sterility. However,
amarriage that is forbidden as stipulated by provisionsof the Marriage Law of
the People's Republic of Chinais not included herein.

Article 16.—If a physician detects or suspects that a married couplein
their childbearing age suffersfrom genetic disease of a serious nature, the
physician shall give medical advice to the couple, and the couple in their

childbearing age shall take measures in accordance with physician's medical
advice.

Article 18.—Thephysician shall explain to the married couple and give
them medical advice about termination of pregnancy if one of thefollowing
cases is detected in the prenatal diagnosis:

1. The fetusis suffering from genetic disease of a serious nature;
2. Thefetus has a defect of a serious nature;

3. Continued pregnancy may threaten the life and safety of the pregnant
woman or seriously impair her health because of the serious disease she
suffersfrom.

In these articles, "genetic diseases of a serious nature” refers to diseases
that are caused congenitally by genetic factors, that may totally or partially
deprive the victim of the ability to liveindependently, that are highly possible
to recur in generations to come, and that are considered medically
inappropriate for reproduction; "relevant mental diseases' refersto
schizophrenia, manic-depressive psychosis, and other mental diseases of a
serious nature.

The international opinions on the Chinese law vary. Some Western
geneticists have fiercely criticized the law as an "abuse of genetics' anda
"violation of human rights' (Morton 1998). Others have said that "in acountry

where millions of female children vanish, and many children with
developmental abnormalities are |eft to die, the law might represent an




improvement" (Beardsley 1997, pp. 33—34). Frankly speaking, in Chinatoo
thereis opposition to thelaw, from some geneticistswho did their trainingin
Western countries. For example, they oppose some radical measures such as
"sterilization of people with 1Q less than 60" and the use of term "eugenics' in
the early draft of thelaw. Interestingly, voices of Chinese geneticists are heard
defending the law. Some examples are " China now has a population of 50
million handicapped. Without effective action, Chinawill have an even larger
popul ation with serious hereditary diseases and it will naturally impose a
grave social problem asregardstheir livelihood, social and cultural
development as awhole and even the quality of the whole population™
("Opportunity for Depth in Chinese Eugenics Debate" 1998, p. 109); "the law
was terribly misinterpreted”; "the law was needed to supplement the one-child
policy and had no intention of enforcing eugenic aspects' (Takebe 1997, p.
89); "the law only facilitates practices common for decades in Western
countries, and there is no similarity between what ispracticed in Chinaand
Hitler's concept of eugenics' (Maddox and Swinbanks 1995, p. 549). The
survey results do, however, suggest that social, economic, and cultural
differences most likely will give riseto a disagreement between China and the
West, on the issue of eugenics.

Public education in geneticsis thought to be an effective approach to
reduce the incidence of genetic diseases, although it needs a huge and long-
term investment from the government (Harper and Clarke 1997). This survey
suggests that at least half of Chinese geneticists appear to realize the
importance of the issue. On the other hand, genetics education in Chinahas
not covered any ethical issues yet (McCaffrey 1989). One ethicist who
advised the drafting of the Chinese law admitted that bioethics has just started
to be discussed and was not considered seriously when the law was drafted
(Takebe 1997). This survey, however, reveas that most Chinese geneticists

think that ethical guidelines are necessary for the improvement of genetics
services in China. Although the Ministry of Public Health of China published
abrief ethical code for medical professionalsin 1988 (Qiu 1993), at the

moment there are not any ethical guidelinesfor genetics servicesin China. A
group of experts from both devel oped and devel oping countries, including
China, sponsored by the World Health Organization, has drafted international
guidelines on ethical issuesin medical genetics and on the provision of
genetics services. The guidelines not only provide ethical principles for
genetics services and research but also emphasize respect for cultural, social,
andreligious diversity (World Health Organization 1998). It thereforeis
expected that the guidelines will beintroduced into Chinaand will serve asa
framework for Chinese geneticistsin their practice and research. Perhapsin
thispractical way, such guidelines could bridge the social and cultural gap




between Chinese geneticists and their Western counterparts, could help to
clarify the nature of eugenics, and could allow a consensus on the ethical,
legal, and social issues of geneticsin the future.
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Chapter 5 of Separation and its Discontents: " National Socialism as an
Anti-Jewish Group Evolutionary Strategy"

by Professor Kevin MacDonald

(Praeger Press 1998)

The National Socialist movement in Germany from 1933-1945 is a departure from Western
tendencies toward universalism and muted individualism in the direction of racial nationalism
and cohesive collectivism. The evidence reviewed below indicates that National Socialism
developed in the context of group conflict between Jews and gentiles, and | propose that it may
be usefully conceptualized as a group evolutionary strategy that was characterized by several
key features that mirrored Judaism as a group evolutionary strategy.

Most basically, National Socialism aimed at developing a cohesive group. There was an
emphasis on the inculcation of selfless behavior and within-group altruism combined with
outgroup hostility (MacDonald 1988a, 298-300). These anti-individualist tendencies can be seen
in the Hitler Y outh movement (Koch 1976; Rempel 1989). After 1936, membership was
compulsory for children after their tenth birthday. A primary emphasis was to mold children to
accept agroup strategy of within-group altruism combined with hostility and aggression toward
outgroups, particularly Jews. Children were taught an ideology of nationalism, the organic unity
of the state, blind faith in Hitler, and anti-Semitism. Physical courage, fighting skills, and a
warlike mentality were encouraged, but the most important aspect of education was group
loyalty: "Faithfulness and loyalty irrespective of the consequences were an article of faith shared
among wide sections of Germany's youth" (Koch 1976, 119).

Socialization for group competition was strongly stressed, "all the emphasis centering on
obedience, duty to the group, and helping within the group” (Koch 1976, 128). The ideology of
National Socialism viewed the entire society (excluding the Jews) as alarge kinship group--a
"V olksgemeinschaft transcending class and creed” (Rempel 1989, 5). A constant refrain of the
literature of the Hitler Y outh was the idea of the individual sacrificing himself for the leader:
"the basic ideais that of agroup of heroes inseparably tied to one another by an oath of
faithfulness who, surrounded by physically and numerically superior foes, stand their ground. . .
. Either the band of heroesis reduced to the last man, who is the leader himself defending the
corpses of hisfollowers--the grand finale of the Nibelungenlied-- or through its unparalleled
heroism brings about some favourable change in its fortune. (Koch 1976, 143)"

The Hitler Y outh was associated with the SS (Schutzstaffel, " protection echelon™)--an elite corps
of highly committed and zeal ous soldiers. Rempel (1989, 256) estimates that 95 percent of



German youth maintained their fidelity to the war effort even after the defeat at Stalingrad. Koch
(1976) describes high levels of selfless behavior among Germans during the war both as soldiers
and as support personnel in the war effort, and quotes from individual youth clearly indicate that
the indoctrination of young people with National Socialist ideology was quite successful and
often appears to have been causally responsible for self-sacrificing behavior.

Within-group egalitarianism is often an important facilitator of a group evolutionary strategy,
because it cements the allegiance of lower-status individuals (see below and PTSDA, Ch. 1).
While the National Socialist movement retained traditional hierarchical Western social structure,
the internal cohesiveness and altruism characteristic of National Socialism may have been
facilitated by a significant degree of egalitarianism. There were real attempts to increase the
status and economic prospects of farmers in the Hitler Y outh Land Service, and class divisions
and social barriers were broken down within the Hitler Y outh movement to some extent, with
the result that lower and working-class children were able to move into positions of |eadership.
Moreover, the socialist element of National Socialism was more than merely a deceptive front
(Pipes 1993, 260, 276-277). The economy was intensively regulated, and private property was
subject to expropriation in order to achieve the goals of the community.

Hereit is of interest that an important element of the National Socialist ideology and behavior as
agroup strategy involved discrimination against Jews as a group. Jewish group membership was
defined by biological descent (see Dawidowicz 1976, 38ff). Asin the case of the limpieza
phenomenon of the Inquisition, this biological classification of Jews occurred in a context in
which many of even the most overtly assimilated Jews--those who had officially converted to
Christianity--continued Jewish associational and marriage patterns and had in effect become
crypto-Jews (see below and Chapter 6). Thus, an act of September 1933 prohibited farmers from
inheriting land if there was any trace of Jewish ancestry going back to 1800, and the act of April
11, 1933, dismissing Jews from the civil service applied to any individual with at least one
Jewish grandparent. National Socialist extremists advocated the dissolution of mixed marriages
and Jewish sterilization, and wanted to consider even individuals with one-eighth Jewish
ancestry as full Jews.1

From the present perspective, Germany after 1933 was characterized by the presence of two
antithetical group strategies. Jews were systematically driven from the German economy in
gradual stages between 1933 and 1939. For example, shortly after the National Socialists
assumed power, there were restrictions on employment in the civil service, the professions,
schools and universities, and trade and professional associations--precisely the areas of the
economy in which Jews were disproportionately represented--and there is evidence for
widespread public support for these laws (Friedlander 1997; Krausnick 1968, 27ff). Quotas were
established for attendance at universities and public schools. An act of September 1933 excluded
Jews from faculties in the arts, literature, theater, and film. Eventually Jewish property was
expropriated and taxed exorbitantly, and Jews were subjected to avariety of indignities ("No
indignity seemed too trivial to legidate" [Gordon 1984, 125]), including prohibitions against



owning pets.

As has happened so often in periods of relatively intense anti-Semitism, barriers were raised
between the groups. Jews were required to wear identifying badges and were prohibited from
restaurants and public parks. The Nuremberg Laws of 1935 prevented marriage and all sexual
contact between the groups. The laws prohibited Jews from employing German women under
the age of forty-five as domestic servants--presumably an attempt to prevent Jewish menina
superior position from having sexual contact with fertile gentile women. The National Socialist
authorities were also very concerned about socializing and friendship between Jews and gentiles
(Gordon 1984, 179; Krausnick 1968, 31 )--a phenomenon that recalls the ancient Jewish wine
taboo, intended to prevent Jews from socializing with gentiles.

Just as social controls on group members have been important to the Jewish group evolutionary
strategy, especially in traditional societies, the National Socialist group strategy punished
individuals who violated the various race laws enacted by the Third Reich, failed to cooperate in
boycotts against Jewish businesses, or socialized with Jews. For example, there were
approximately four hundred criminal cases per year for "race defilement” (i.e., sexual contact
between Jews and gentiles) under the Nuremberg Laws. Asin the case of Jewish socia controls
designed to ensure within-group conformity to group interests (see PTSDA, Chs. 4, 6), the
National Socialists penalized not only the individual but the family aswell: "Any decision to
violate Nazi racial regulations, whether premeditated or impulsive, placed a stigma upon onesel f
and one's family. Arrest or loss of Nazi party membership, for example, frequently meant loss of
one's job, retaliation against one's spouse or children, and social exclusion (often compul sory)*
(Gordon 1984, 302).

GERMAN ANTI-SEMITIC IDEOLOGIES AS IDEOLOGIES OF GROUP COMPETITION

"L et us not forget whence we spring. No more talk of 'German,’ or of 'Portuguese’ Jews. Though
scattered over the earth we are nevertheless a single people”’-Rabbi Salomon Lipmann-Cerfberr
in the opening speech delivered on July 26, 1806, at the meeting preparatory to the Sanhedrin of
1807, convened by Napoleon. (Epigraph from Houston Stewart Chamberlain's[1899, |, 329]
Foundations of the Nineteenth Century at the beginning of the chapter entitled "The Entrance of
the Jews into the History of the West")

While popular German anti-Semitism appears to have been largely autonomous and based on
real conflicts of interest rather than the result of the manipulation by an exploitative or
demagogic elite (Hagen 1996; Harris 1994, 225- 227; Pulzer 1988, xviii, 321),2 the intense anti-
Semitism characteristic of the NSDAP (National Socialist German Workers Party) leadership
was not shared by the majority of the population (see Field 1981, 457; Friedlander 1997, 4)3. If
indeed German anti-Semitism was to a considerable extent a "top-down" phenomenon in which
the NSDAP and government played an indispensable leadership role, it becomes crucial to probe
the beliefs of these National Socialist leaders, and in particular of Hitler himself, for whom anti-



Semitism was at the very center of hisworld view (Dawidowicz 1975; Ffledlander 1997, 102;
Gordon 1984, 312; Johnson 1988, 489). The point here will be that Hitler viewed both Judaism
and National Socialism as group evolutionary strategies.

However, the perception of group conflict between Jews and gentiles as a central feature of
German society long predates Hitler. The literature on 19th-century German anti-Semitism
indicates a perception among gentiles that Jews and gentiles were engaged in group conflict.
There are also detailed proposals for gentile group strategies in opposition to Judaism. German
anti-Semitism in the course of the 19th century shifted from demands for Jewish assimilation by
intellectuals such as Kant and the young Hegelians in the early part of the century, to an
increasing emphasis on the ethnic divide separating Germans and Jews (Wistrich 1990, 35ff).
Throughout this period the consistent belief of German liberals combating anti-Semitism was
that Judaism would eventually disappear as a result of assimilation and that emancipation would
"hasten the trip to the baptismal font" and result in national unity (Schorsch 1972, 99).

The predominant attitude among German intellectuals at the beginning of the century was that
granting Jews civil rights was contingent on complete Jewish assimilation. Jews would
cooperate in becoming completely assimilated in exchange for their political and economic
emancipation. In the minds of their early 19th-century critics, Jews constituted a nation--an
atypical nation to be sure, since it was not confined to a particular territory and its criterion of
citizenship was birth by a Jewish mother. But it was a nation nonetheless, and such a
conceptualization was entirely congruent with Jewish self-conceptions at least since the Middle
Ages and widespread among Zionists later in the century (Katz 1979, 48). Jews would haveto
give up this condition in order to be Germans.

In the event, however, many Germans believed that Jews had not lived up to their end of the
bargain, and eventually it became common among anti-Semites to believe that Jews were "by
nature incapable of honoring the contract, of becoming good Germans' (Levy 1975, 22). For
example, the anti-Semite Paul Forster stated that "emancipation in the true sense of the word
means full assimilation into the foreign body politic. Have the Jews really done this? Have they
changed from Jewsinto Germans?' (in Levy 1975, 22).

On the other hand, for Jews the main concern was the continued existence of Jewish identity
(Schorsch 1972, 100). Concerns about the continuation of Jewish identity became more common
later in the century. As Katz (1985) notes, the 19th century began with the official blessing of
the Jewish assimilationists at the Parisian Sanhedrin convened by Napoleon in 1807 and ended
with the first Zionist Congressin Zurich in 1897.

Assimilation did not occur at any level of the Jewish community, including the movement of
Reform Judaism, and it was never intended by any significant segment of the Jewish community
(PTSDA, Ch. 4).



"The predicament of emancipated Jewry, and ultimately the cause of its tragic end, was rooted
not in one or another ideology but in the fact that Jewish Emancipation had been tacitly tied to
an illusory expectation-the disappearance of the Jewish community of its own valition. When
this failed to happen, and the Jews, despite Emancipation and acculturation, continued to be
conspicuously evident, a certain uneasiness, not to say a sense of outright scandal, was
experienced by Gentiles. . . If gaining civil rights meant an enormous improvement in Jewish
prospects, at the sametime it carried with it a precarioudly ill-defined status which was bound to
elicit antagonism from the Gentile world. (Katz 1983, 43)"

In addition to avery visible group of Orthodox immigrants from Eastern Europe, Reform Jews
generally opposed intermarriage, and secular Jews developed a wide range of institutions that
effectively cut them off from socializing with gentiles. "What secular Jews remained attached to
was not easy to define, but neither, for the Jews involved, was it easy to let go of: there were
family ties, economic interests, and perhaps above all sentiments and habits of mind which could
not be measured and could not be eradicated” (Katz 1996, 33). Moreover, a substantial minority
of German Jews, especially in rural areas and in certain geographical regions (especialy
Bavaria) remained Orthodox well into the 20th century (Lowenstein 1992, 18). Vestiges of
traditional separatist practices, such as Yiddish words, continued throughout this period.

Intermarriage between Jews and Germans was negligible in the 19th century. Even though
intermarriage increased later, these individuals and their children "almost always" were lost to
the Jewish community (Katz 1985, 86; see also Levenson 1989, 321n). "Opposition to
intermarriage did constitute the bottom line of Jewish assimilation” (G. Mosse 1985, 9). These
patterns of endogamy and within-group association constituted the most obvious signs of
continued Jewish group separatism in German society for the entire period prior to the rise of
National Socialism. Levenson (1989, 321) notes that Jewish defenses of endogamy during this
period "invariably appeared to hostile non-Jews as being misanthropic and ungrateful,” another
indication that Jewish endogamy was an important ingredient of the anti-Semitism of the
period.4

Moreover, Jewish converts would typically marry other Jewish converts and continue to live
among and associate with Jews (Levenson 1989, 321n), in effect behaving as crypto-Jews. The
importance of genealogy rather than surface religion can also be seen in that, while baptized
Jews of the haute bourgeoisie were viewed as acceptable marriage partners by the Jewish haute
bourgeoisie, gentiles of the haute bourgeoisie were not (Mosse 1989, 335). These patterns may
well have fed into the perception among Germans that even overt signs of assimilation were
little more than window dressing masking a strong sense of Jewish ethnic identity and adesire
for endogamy. Indeed, the general pattern was that complete loss of Jewishness was confined to
females from a"handful” of families who had married into the gentile aristocracy (Mosse 1989,
181).

Although there were ups and downs in the intensity of anti-Semitism, the general trend over the



course of the 19th and early 20th centuries was that calls for assimilation were increasingly
replaced by calls for cohesive, collectivist gentile groups that would enable Germans to compete
with Jews and even exclude them entirely from German economic and social life. Reflecting
social identity processes, anti-Semitic beliefs became increasingly important as a means of self-
identification among Germans: "Professing anti-Semitism became a sign of cultural identity, of
one's belonging to a specific cultural camp. It was away of communicating an acceptance of a
particular set of ideas, and a preference for specific social, political, and moral norms.
Contemporaries living and acting in Imperial Germany learned to decode the message. It became
part of their language, afamiliar and convenient symbol. (Volkov 1978, 34-35)"

Anti-Semitic rhetoric increasingly emphasized the desirability of aunified German political
entity that was above political and religious differences and which would exclude Jews. Thisis
essentially a prescription for a specifically German group strategy in opposition to Judaism, that
IS, the development of "a united front against the alleged domination of an ‘alien race" (Wistrich
1990, 38). As Dawidowicz (1975, 47) notes (derisively), "The Germans were in search of a
mysterious wholeness that would restore them to primeval happiness.” Commenting on attitudes
in the period 1900-1914, Field (1981, 313) describes pervasive complaints of alack of "shared
ideals" and dissatisfaction with an intellectual life that was " chaotic, spinning off in all directions
at once and lacking a common ideological focus." Even German liberals who actively opposed
anti-Semitism desired a society centered around the Christian religion: "Though they repudiated
the Conservative's notion of the Christian state and fought for a separation of church and state,
they had every intention of strengthening the exclusively Christian character of Germany”
(Schorsch 1972, 100).

The influential anti-Semitic historian and political activist Heinrich von Treitschke viewed
Germany's self-conception as a Christian civilization as a critical component of his overarching
goal of producing a politically and culturally unified Germany. Treitschke stated that although
many Germans had ceased being active Christians, "the time will come, and is perhaps not so far
off, when necessity will teach us once moreto pray.... The German Jewish Question will not
cometorest. . . before our Hebrew fellow-citizens have become convinced, by our attitude, that
we are a Christian people and want to remain one" (in Pulzer 1988, 242). Unity was perceived as
necessary for amilitarily strong Germany able to compete as a world power with other Western
powers--clearly a conception that Germany must develop a cohesive group strategy vis-a-Vvis
other societies. Treitschke therefore strongly opposed what he perceived as "aien” Jewish
cultural influence on German life, because of Jewish tendencies to mock and belittle German
nationalistic aspirations.

Christianity as a unifying force was also central to another important late |19th-century anti-
Semitic leader, Adolf Stoecker: "I found Berlin in the hands of Progressives--who were hostile
to the Church--and the Social Democrats--who were hostile to God; Judaism ruled in both
parties. The Reich's capital city wasin danger of being de-Christianized and de-Germanized.
Christianity was dead as a public force; with it went loyalty to the King and love of the



Fatherland. It seemed asif the great war had been fought so that Judaism could rule in Berlin. . .
. It was like the end of the world. Unrighteousness had won the upper hand, love had turned
cold. (In Telman 1995, 97)"

National unification was a component of the "Volkische" intellectual tradition. Rather than
accepting the pan-national, universalist ideology that characterized the Christian Middle Ages,
the Volkische ideal of social cohesion was often combined with nationalistic versions of a
peculiarly Germanic form of Christianity, asin the writings of Treitschke, Paul de LaGarde, and
Houston Stewart Chamberlain. Thus for Chamberlain, " Christianity was an indispensable
cohesive force in a class-torn nation; religious rebirth aone.. . . could renew the spiritual basis of
society, reaffirming the principles of monarchy, social hierarchy, loyalty, discipline, and race....
[R]€eligion, not politics, was the basis of a new Germany" (Field 1981, 302).

Thistradition idealized the Middle Ages as a period of Volksgemeinschaft, a sense of social
cohesion, organic unity, cooperation, and hierarchical harmony among all social classes. This
tradition can be traced to Johann Gottfried Herder (1744-1803; see Herder 1774, 189ff), and it
attracted the majority of German intellectuals during the period spanning the 19th century to the
rise of National Socialism (Mosse 1970, 8). Thistradition is exemplified by Richard Wagner's
comment that "the particular atmosphere which my Lohen grin should produce is that here we
see before us an ancient German kingdom in its finest, most ideal aspect.... Here thereis no
despotic pomp with its bodyguards pushing back the people to make way for the high nobility.
Simple boys make up the escort for the young woman, and to them everyone yields gladly and
guite voluntarily" (in Rose 1992, 28; italicsin text).

While Volkische ideology could easily be fused with racialist or exclusionary thinking regarding
minority groups within the society, there was only gradual development in this direction, and it
was not until the end of the 19th century that such linkages became common among anti-
Semites. The gradual shift in Volkisehe ideology from an ideology of assimilation of the entire
society into a cohesive group to an ideology of racism and exclusion thus paralleled the general
shift from assimilationism toward separatism as a solution to the Jewish question. However,
even during the Weimar period some V olkische thinkers--by then a distinct minority--advocated
the complete assimilation of Jews within German society.

Thisideal of "hierarchic harmony" and group cohesion apparent among these intellectuals
therefore did not originate as an aspect of group conflict between Germans and Jews but
predated the escalation of this conflict in the late 19th century.5 In The Culture of Critique |
suggest that the ideals of hierarchic harmony and muted individualism are primitive features of
prototypical Western social organization.6 This Western ideal of hierarchic harmony can be and
often has been a powerful force favoring assimilation, and intellectual s advocating hierarchic
harmony could also be advocates of Jewish assimilation. For example, Treitschke proposed that
Jews become completely assimilated to Germany and that Germany itself be organized as a
harmonious hierarchy led by an aristocratic elite (Dorpalen 1967, 242-243). Nevertheless,



Volkisch ideology can easily be transformed into an ideology of intergroup conflict in the event
that parts of the society remain unassimilable.

It is noteworthy that German anti-Semitism in no way depended at any time on racial theory
(Katz 1983, 41-42). For example, the National Socialists regarded Paul de LaGarde as an
important forerunner despite the complete absence of race in his theorizing. Moreover, the
National Socialists opposition to Jews went well beyond their denigration of other races and
their attempts to dominate other racial groups. They focused on the same alleged Jewish traits
("moral insengitivity, acquisitiveness, xenophobia, and the like") that had been characteristic of
anti-Semitic attitudes since the beginnings of the diaspora, the only difference being that the
traits were now attributed to racial differences. "It could therefore be argued that the notion of
race, far from being the source of anti-Semitism, only acquired its force as a political weapon
through contact with an already existing anti-Semitic tradition” (Katz 1983, 42-43).

In the event, Jews remained as an unassimilated outgroup, and certain real differences between
Jews and gentiles developed into a variety of negative stereotypes expected on the basis of social
identity theory. Indeed, anti-Semitism based on these issues was a broad regional phenomenon,
occurring throughout much of Eastern Europe, Austria, and France (Friedlander 1997; Hagen
1996). Jews not only continued as an ethnically unassimilated group but were, "in their mgjority,
not carried away by the 'hurrah patriotism’ of the exuberant nationalists. They inclined, their
devotion to Germany notwithstanding, to humanism, reasonableness, moderation, and a measure
of internationalism, influenced also by the fact of Jewish dispersion across national frontiers'
(Mosse 1989, 43-44). Jews were thus |less enthusiastic about creating a highly cohesive, unitary
German society than were gentile Germans, and this general tendency among Jews would, in the
minds of gentiles, be exacerbated by such salient examples as Jewish-owned publishing
companies that were opposed to German nationalism. The disproportionate, high-profile
involvement of Jews in leftist, anti-nationalist revolutionary movements in Germany, Hungary,
the Soviet Union, and Poland (e.g., Friedlander 1997, 91-93) would aso feed into these
stereotypes. The presence of an increasingly prominent movement of Jewish nationalism (i.e.,
Zionism) would have similar effects, as would the presence of a significant number of foreign-
looking Jewish immigrants from Eastern Europe. On the basis of social identity theory, given the
salience of Jewish-gentile group membership during this period these real group differences
would become exaggerated. Gentile Germans would come to define their ingroup as patriotic
and loyal, while Jews would be stereotyped as the opposite.

Also tending to exacerbate these social identity processes was the heightened level of resource
competition between Germans and Jews as Jewish upward mobility, especially in the period
after 1870, resulted in very large Jewish overrepresentation in al of the markers of economic
and professional success aswell asin the production of culture, the latter viewed as a highly
deleterious influence (see Chapter 2; PTSDA, Ch. 5). Indeed, an important component of anti-
Semitism in the late 19th century appears to have been the desire of many Germansto
participate in a cohesive group in order to compete with Jews economically and socially



(Massing 1949, 79). Interestingly, the powerful cohesion of the Jews was viewed as their "most
sinister” attribute (Massing 1949, 79; see also Pulzer 1979, 78), a comment that suggests that
anti-Semitism was partly areaction to the perception that the Jews constituted a highly cohesive
group--"apolitical, social and business alliance for the purpose of exploiting and subjugating the
non-Jewish peoples* (from a 19th-century anti-Semitic publication; in Massing [1949, 79]).

Many anti-Semitic leaders envisaged uniting the German people in an effective group strategy
against the Jews. For example, the Catholic newspaper Gerinania combined advocacy of
economic cooperation among gentiles and gentile credit institutions with admonitions against
buying or borrowing from Jews. Theodor Fritsch's "Ten German Commandments of Lawful Self-
Defense” (reprinted in Massing 1949, 306) combined exhortations to ethnic pride and within-
group cooperation with a program of economic and social boycott of Jews:. "Be proud of being a
German and strive earnestly and steadily to practice the inherited virtues of our people, courage,
faithfulness and veracity." "Thou shalt be helpful to thy fellow German and further himin all
matters not counter to the German conscience, the more so if he be pressed by the Jew." (in
Massing 1949, 306-307)7

Massing provides several other examples of anti-Semitic programs calling for German group
solidarity combined with exclusion of Jews from public life, cessation of all contact with Jews,
and boycotts of Jewish economic enterprises. Wilhelm Marr conceptualized Jews as "not a
small, weak group, they are aworld power! They are much stronger than the Germans* (in
Massing 1949, 8).

Marr viewed Jews as having superior powers and as engaging in awar on Germans and their
culture in which each person must choose sides between clearly demarcated groups. Similarly,
the anti-Semite Otto Glegau advocated organization of politically powerless gentile groups of
artisans, small entrepreneurs, and merchants "whose livelihood and status were in jeopardy” (p.
10) and who were most affected by Jewish competition. After citing statistics on the percentages
of Jews among employers and among students in institutions of higher education, Adolf
Stoecker stated that "Should Isragl grow further in thisdirection, it will completely overcome us.
One should not doubt it; on this ground, race stands against race and carries on--not in the sense
of hatred but in the sense of competition--aracial struggle” (in Telman 1995, 107). The view that
the Jews were a stronger group than the Germans was common among anti-Semites of the
period (see Zimmerman 1986, 100).

The perception that Jews themselves were greatly concerned with racial purity was recognized
as early asthe 1840s by Jews attempting to combat anti-Semitism (Schorsch 1972, 8). Theracial
anti-Semites of the post-1880 period were greatly concerned with racial purity. Fritsch's third
commandment was " Thou must keep thy blood pure. Consider it a crimeto soil the noble Aryan
breed of thy people by mingling it with the Jewish breed. For thou must know that Jewish blood
Is everlasting, putting the Jewish stamp on body and soul unto the farthest generations.”
Similarly, Wilhelm Marr's Der Judenspiegel (published in 1862) conceptualized Judaism as a



racially pure group. Marr emphasized the racial gulf between Germans and Jews and advocated
intermarriage as away of assimilating Germans and Jews (Zimmerman 1986, 47) 8

This concern with group competition and racial purity is also evident among racialist thinkers
who based their ideas on evolutionary thinking. Thereis evidence for the development in
Germany during this period of a conceptualization of human evolution as fundamentally
involving group rather than individual competition. Some of the most strident anti-Semitesin the
twenty years prior to World War | were ultra-nationalist groups "preaching aracially-based
integral nationalism and a Social Darwinist view of the world" (Pulzer 1988, xx; Gordon 1984,
25-2 6). From the present perspective, the important point is the idea that the races werein
competition with each other and that they should remain separate in order to maintain racial

purity.

Houston Stewart Chamberlain is of particular interest in this regard, both because he was a
prime influence on Hitler9 and because of hisinterpretation of Judaism as a group evolutionary
strategy. Indeed, Chamberlain, and especially his Foundations of the Nineteenth Century (1899),
was highly influential among German educated classes generally (Field 1981, 225ff).
Chamberlain notes that this "alien people has become precisely in the course of the nineteenth
century disproportionately important and in many spheres actually dominant constituent of our
life" (Chamberlain 1899, I, 330). Clearly Chamberlain believed that Jews and gentiles were in
competition in Germany.

Chamberlain exhibits a strong concern with the importance of racia purity, but it isimportant to
note that his exemplar of racial purity isthe Jews, and especially the Sephardic Jews.
Chamberlain regarded the Jews as having preserved their racial purity over the millennia--a
point of view that had been expressed originally by Benjamin Disraeli (see below) and later by
the French Count Arthur de Gobineau. His reaction to observing Sephardic Jews is nothing less
than ecstatic: "Thisis nobility in the fullest sense of the word, genuine nobility of race. Beautiful
figures, noble heads, dignity in speech and bearing"” (I, 273). "The Jews deserve admiration, for
they have acted with absolute consistency according to the logic and truth of their own
individuality, and never for amoment have they allowed themselves to forget the sacredness of
physical laws because of foolish humanitarian day-dreams which they shared only when such a
policy wasto their advantage” (I, 331).

Chamberlain was thus one of many anti-Semites for whom "the perception that Jews maintained
their cohesiveness and sense of identity under all conceivable circumstances was a source of
both fear and envy. Indeed, for many anti-Semites this racia perseverance and historical
continuity provided a kind of mirror-image model worthy of emulation” (Ascbheim 1985, 239).
The attitudes of the anti-Semites on racial purity are therefore mirror-images of previously
occurring Jewish practices. Evidence in this chapter (see also Chapter 4 and PTSDA, Chs. 2-4)
indicates that there is far more than a grain of truth to the idea that the Jews have been concerned
to prevent significant influx of gentile genes into the Jewish gene pool.



However, Chamberlain goes beyond this to assert that Jews have gone to great lengths to
maintain their own racial purity and at the same time have consciously attempted to enter the
gentile gene pool. In support of his argument, Chamberlain states (I, 332-333) that in 1807 the
Jewish leaders accepted all of Napoleon's articles aimed at ending Jewish separatism with the
exception of complete freedom of intermarriage with Christians; while accepting marriage of
daughters with Christians, they rejected the marriage of sons with Christians (aclaim | have not
been able to verify). He also asserts that the Rothschilds married daughters to the nobility of
Europe but had never married a son into it; also, in an earlier section (I, 274) he states that the
Sephardic Jews excluded the bastard offspring of Jewish females from the community.

The possibility that an aspect of Judaism as an evolutionary strategy has been to enter the gentile
gene pool without admitting gentile genes to their own group is an important empirical
proposition, especially given the role of consanguinity [inbreeding] and endogamy [marrying
kin] in facilitating group solidarity and altruism among Jews (see PTSDA, Chs. 6, 8). It may
well have been the case in traditional societies that intermarriage was mainly accomplished by
wealthy Jews providing dowries for their daughtersto marry gentilesin the nobility rather than
by bringing a gentile woman into the family as the future mother of Jewish children and heirsto
the estate. | have noted some evidence for this proposition in the material on Spain and Portugal
beginning in the medieval period and extending through at least the 15th century, aswell as
some indication that this was also a concern in the late Roman Empire (see Chs. 3-4).

It was indeed common for German aristocratic families to restore their fortunes by accepting
wealthy Jewish daughters-in-law in the late 19th century (Massing 1949, 106-107). (One
publication listed more than a thousand families where Jewish women had been married into the
gentile aristocracy [Pulzer 1964, 281]). As Chamberlain asserted, the marriage policy of the
Rothschilds was that "boys must choose other Rothschilds, or at least other Jews, for their
brides; the girls were sometimes allowed Christian aristocrats' (Morton 1961,98).10 Moreover,
many of the descendants of the 18th-century German court Jews converted to Christianity but
continued to marry among themselves, although daughters were commonly married into the
gentile nobility (W. E. Mosse 1987, 37). Such behavior by a nominally converted group of Jews
(who are in effect crypto-Jews from the standpoint of the evolutionary strategy) is exactly
analogous to the marriage practices of wealthy New Christians discussed in Chapter 4.

Traditional Jewish law traces descent through the mother, not the father. Thus the offspring of a
Jewish male and a gentile female would not be considered Jews and would be lost to the Jewish
gene pool. However, the offspring of a Jewish female married into the gentile nobility might be
technically eligible to be Jews, but if their children then married into the gentile gene pool, as
would normally be the case, they too would be lost to the Jewish gene pool. "Jewish women. . .
who married Gentiles would join Gentile lines and, Talmudic law notwithstanding, would
normally produce 'Gentile' offspring. A Jewish woman 'marrying out' would almost invariably
abandon her formal Jewish identity" (Mosse 1989, 334).11



This functional interpretation of tracing Jewish descent through the mother can also be seenin
Jewish religious writings. Epstein (1942, 166) notes that Ezra's racialist motivation can be seen
by his exclusive concern with I sraelite men marrying foreign women because the children of
unions with Israelite men would be brought up in the Israglite community while those of an
Israelite female marrying aforeigner would be lost to the community. Moreover, as indicated by
The Code of Maimonides (see PTSDA, Ch. 4), despite the concentration on investigating female
relatives to assure family purity, the goal was to maintain the purity of the male line, and
especially so in the case of priests. Females could marry men of invalid descent, but men could
not. This emphasis on the purity of the male line combined with tracing Jewish descent through
the mother would then function in practice as Chamberlain suggests: Jewish stem families could
remain "racially pure,” while the gene pool of the gentile aristocracy would contain some Jewish
admixture.

Although not mentioned by Chamberlain, consanguineous marriages [inbreeding] among highly
visible and immensely wealthy Jewish families may also, via social identity processes, have
sharpened gentile perceptions of Jews as highly concerned with racial purity. There was a
relatively high level of consanguineous marriage among Jews generally (see PTSDA, Ch. 4, 6,
8), and the highly visible Rothschild family practiced consanguineous marriage even more
intensively than Jewish families generally during the period, including a highly visible example
of uncle-niece marriage and a great many first cousin marriages: "No other family wasto
practice it [inbreeding] to the same extent as the Rothschilds' (Derek Wilson 1988, 81).
Consanguineous marriages12 continued to be a prominent trend among the Jewish haute
bourgeoisie throughout the 19th century and into the 20th (M osse 1989, 161ff).

Chamberlain (as well as other racialist "Social Darwinist" thinkers-see Krausnick 1968)
developed the view that competition between racial groups rather than between individuals was
central to human evolution: "The struggle which means destruction of the weak race steels the
strong; the same struggle, moreover, by eliminating the weaker elements, tends still further to
strengthen the strong™ (1899, |, 276). Chamberlain (1899, I, 277) also proposed that the Jews had
engaged in artificial selection within their gene pool in order to produce a more competitive
group, suggesting that Chamberlain recognized the importance of eugenic practices among Jews.

The emphasis on group competition in these writings is striking. Interestingly, Darwin (1874)
himself believed that altruism and the social emotions, such as sympathy and conscientiousness,
were restricted to one's own group and were quite compatible with hostility directed toward
outsiders, indicating that he had a keen sense of the importance of intergroup competition in
human evolution. However, for Darwin this intergroup competition was not necessarily
competition between ethnic groups, much less races. Instead, Darwin's perspective appears to be
much more compatible with the social identity perspective developed in Chapter 1, that hostility
Is directed at other groups, whatever their origin, and typically these other groups will be
neighboring tribes and therefore of similar racial/ethnic composition.



The belief that competition between groups is an important aspect of human evolution has
therefore along history in evolutionary thought. In the hands of these German racial theorists,
this thought was transformed in two fundamental ways. First, the competition was
conceptualized as occurring between well defined, genetically segregated racial/ethnic groups;
second, the racial/ethnic purity of a group became a critical factor in the success of the group.
Both of these points, particularly the latter, are foreign to mainstream Darwinism, and indeed
seem to have originated with these thinkers.

One might speculate that these German thinkers emphasized these ideas because intrasocietal
group-level resource competition between Jews and gentiles was so salient to them, and in
addition because the Jews themselves were highly concerned about racial purity. In the British-
American tradition, where this divisive intrasocietal form of ethnically based resource
competition and concern with ethnic purity by sub-groups were far less salient, the dominant
theoretical tradition ultimately rejected entirely the notion of group selection.13

It isinteresting in this regard that while in Germany eugenic ideas tended to be bound up with
Volkische nationalism and strong currents of anti-individualism (see Gasman 1971), eugenic
beliefs in Britain were much less associated with racialist views, were more often held by social
radicals with utopian visions,14 and were more often motivated by individualistic concern that
dysgenic practices would result in increasing burdens to society (Kevles 1985, 76, 85).
Similarly, while racial science in Germany was deeply concerned with developing ideas on
differences between Germans and Jews as distinct races, British race scientists devoted only a
"passing and exemplary discussions' to Jews, a phenomenon that "mirrored in some respects the
unobtrusive character of Anglo-Jewry as a whole and the somewhat lackadaisical English
attitude towards the country's Jewish subjects’ (Efron 1994, 45).

Jews did not represent a competitive threat in England during this period. Israel (1985, 242)
notes that Jews played a remarkably small role in the economic development of England--
amounting to little more than dominating the diamond and coral trades. They also represented
only a minute percentage of the population, 0.01 percent in the nineteenth century (Sorkin 1987,
175). Throughout this period England remained an ethnically homogeneous society, without
ethnically-based resource conflict. However, even in England there was anti-Semitism, directed
both at the "cousinhood" of wealthy Jewish families and, |ater in the century, Orthodox
immigrants from Eastern Europe (Bermant 1971).

Such arelativist perspective on the nature of scientific theory development is highly compatible
with Gould's (1992) perspective on extra-scientific influences on the devel opment of
evolutionary theory: He proposes that evolutionary theory isinfluenced by the beliefs and
Interests of its practitioners. This, of course, does not imply that these beliefs were not based on
reality; in the present case thereisin fact evidence that Jews were concerned about racial purity,
and also for group-based resource competition between Jews and gentiles.



Chamberlain is viewed as amagjor influence on Hitler, and indeed it would appear that Hitler's
basic beliefs about Jews are almost exact replicas of Chamberlain's. Hitler viewed himself asa
unigue combination of intellectual and politician--a politician with a Wehanschauung (Jackel
1972, 13). Many historians have dismissed the view that Hitler had a consistent ideology, but |
agree with Jackel (1972), Gordon (1984), and others that in fact Hitler was extraordinarily
consistent in his beliefs and in his behavior in pursuit of those beliefs. Anti-Semitism was "the
center of both his personal and his political career” (Jackel 1972, 53); "[T]he Jewish question
[was] the central motivating force of his political mission” (p. 53). The centrality of Jewish
issues for Hitler is apparent throughout his career up to the very end (see Maser 1974). The
sections of Mein Kampf relevant to anti-Semitism are entirely straightforward and are consistent
with an evolutionary perspective in which group strategies are a central notion.

Hitler believed that races, including the Jews, are in a struggle for world domination, and he had
avery great respect for the ability of Jewsto carry on their struggle. In Mein Kampf (1943) he
writes that he sometimes asked himself "whether inscrutable Destiny . . . did not with eternal and
immutable resolve, desire the final victory of thislittle nation” (p. 64); later he characterizes
Jews as "the mightiest counterpart to the Aryan" (p. 300).

Hitler had a clear conceptualization of Jews as a strategizing ethnic group in competition with
the Germans. Like Chamberlain, Hitler emphasized the ethnic nature of Judaism. In Mein
Kampf he describes his realization that the Jews were "not Germans of a special religion, but a
people in themselves' (p. 56). He makes this point very forcefully at the beginning of his
comments on Jews and presentsiit as the instigating factor in his own anti-Semitism. His
negative response when first observing a Jew in Vienna reflects the theme of cultural separatism
so central to the long history of anti-Semitic writing: "I suddenly encountered an apparitionin a
black caftan and black hair locks. Isthisa Jew? ... "But the longer | stared at this foreign face,
scrutinizing feature for feature, the more my first question assumed a new form: Isthisa
German?' (p. 56).

His attitude that Jews were an ethnic group and not areligion was confirmed by his discovery
that "among them was a great movement. . . which came out sharply in confirmation of the
national character of the Jews:. this was the Zionists" (p. 56; italicsin text). Hitler goes on to
remark that although one might suppose that Zionism was characterized by only a subset of Jews
and condemned by the great majority, “the so-called liberal Jews did not reject Zionists as non-
Jews, but only as Jews with an impractical, perhaps even dangerous, way of publicly avowing
their Jewishness. Intrinsically they remained unalterably of one piece" (p. 57).

These comments by Hitler indicate the reality of the worst fears of the German Reform
movement during this period, that continued existence of Jewish cultural separatism
characteristic of Orthodox Jews would result in anti-Semitism because Jews would be viewed as
aliens (Aschheim 1982; Vollcov 1985; Wertheimer 1987),16 and that the publicly expressed
ethnocentric nationalism of the Zionists would increase anti-Semitism because Jews would be



perceived not as areligious group but as an ethnic/national entity. As Katz (1986, 149) points
out, Zionism, international Jewish organizations such as the Alliance Israglite Universelle, and
continued Jewish cultural separatism were important sources of German anti-Semitism
beginning in the late 19th century.

Further, Hitler, like Chamberlain, believed that Jews were concerned about retaining their own
racial purity while consciously attempting to "pollute” that of others: "While he seemsto
overflow with 'enlightenment,’ ‘progress,’ 'humanity,' etc., he himself practices the severest
segregation of hisrace. To be sure, he sometimes palms off his women on influential Christians,
but as a matter of principle he always keeps his male line pure. He poisons the blood of others,
but preserves his own. The Jew almost never marries a Christian woman; it is the Christian who
marriesaJewess. . . . Especially apart of the high nobility degenerates completely. The Jews. . .
systematically carries on this mode of "disarming” the intellectual leader class of hisracial
adversaries. In order to mask his activity and [ull his victims, however, he talks more and more
of the equality of all men without regard to race and color. The fools begin to believe him. (pp. 3
15-3 16) His ultimate goal is the denationalization, the promiscuous bastardization of other
peoples, the lowering of the racial level of the highest peoples as well as the domination of this
racial mishmash through the extirpation of the folkish intelligentsia and its replacement by
members of its own people. (p. 84)"

Hitler, like Chamberlain, emphasized group-level competition and the importance of racial
purity in making the group more competitive. Hitler detailed his beliefs regarding the course of
Jewish/gentile resource competition over historical time. Within this struggle, purity of blood
was of prime importance. Hitler viewed the Germans as a unique, distinctive and superior ethnic
group. There was an emphasis on Germanic prehistory and the incul cation of ethnic pride--
themes that are clearly present in the Volkische literature of 19th-century Germany--as well as
the idea of the Volk as amystical collective entity which bound its members into deep
association with each other (see Mosse 1964, 1970). Comparisons between the noble, spiritual,
inventive Germans and the parasitic, nomadic, materialistic, unassimilable Jews were common
in the Vollgsche literature.

Interestingly, Hitler believed that the greatest strength of the "Aryan" race was not in its
intelligence but in its willingness to sacrifice individual interests to group goals--clearly an
indication of his belief that the Aryans constituted an altruistic group and undoubtedly a
reflection of the National Socialists' strong emphasis on the inculcation of self-sacrifice and a
group orientation in the Hitler Y outh. "In [the Aryan] the instinct of self-preservation has
reached its noblest form, since he willingly subordinates his own ego to the life of the
community and, if the hour demands, even sacrificesit" (p. 297).

VOLKISCHE IDEOLOGY AND ATTITUDES OF RACIAL SUPERIORITY AMONG
JEWISH INTELLECTUALSIN THE PRE-NATIONAL SOCIALIST PERIOD



"[The German soul was] determined by the soil and air of this land, determined by the blood and
destiny of its people, eternally closed to us. We can grasp it faintly, but our productive stock
comes from other provinces, is supplied from different depths, watered from different springs.
(Comments of a Zionist during the Weimar period; in Niewyk 1980, 129)"

An important thesis of Chapters 3-5 is that anti-Semitic movements and their enemies come to
resembl e each other in important ways, so that, for example, in the case of German racia anti-
Semitism, a Western anti-Semitic movement developed a strong concern with endogamy, anti-
individualism, and racial purity despite general Western tendencies toward exogamy,
individualism, and assimilation. In the following, | will explore from this perspective Jewish
involvement in Volkische ideol ogies and attitudes of racial superiority. Like their mirror-image
enemies, there is evidence that many Jewish intellectuals in the pre-National Socialist period had
astrong racia conceptualization of the Jewish people and believed in the superiority of the
Jewish "race."

Such ideologies and attitudes are also important because social identity theory predicts that even
afew examples of well-known Jewish theorists who viewed Jews as a superior race would be
likely to be very influential in shaping gentile attitudes on how Jews perceived themselves.
Given the context of between-group conflict that characterized the period under discussion
(roughly 1850 to 1933), gentiles would be likely to suppose that attitudes of Jewish superiority
characterized the Jewish community as awhole, either overtly or covertly. It isalso easy to see
that because of the salience of thistype of racialist rhetoric, gentiles would attempt to avoid
making a Type Il error even if in fact the great majority of Jews refrained from an openly stated
racialism: If one knows that a prominent subset of Jews conceptualizes Judaism as arace and
places a high value on racial purity, and even views Jews as aracially superior group, the best
strategy Is to assume the worst about most Jews. Gentiles should prevent the error of regjecting
the proposition "Jews are an ethnic group and view themselves as an ethnic group, not areligion;
they are intent on retaining their racial purity and dominating gentiles by virtue of their superior
intellectual abilities,” when it could be true. Therefore, a gentile would assume it is true.

These attitudes of gentiles would also be facilitated by the fact that these beliefs were highly
compatible with contemporary scientific perspectives on race--the modern arbiter of intellectual
respectability. Moreover, we shall see that racialist comments occurred throughout the spectrum
of Jewish identification, from liberal Reform Jewsto Zionists, and that as time went on, there
was an increasing rapprochement between liberal Jews and Zionists among whom racialist ideas
were quite common. This rapprochement may well have contributed to gentiles perceiving
Zionist attitudes on Jewish racial separateness and racial superiority as well within the Jewish
mainstream. Zionism was highly salient to the National Socialists and other anti-Semites, many
of whom agreed with the Zionists racial interpretations of Judaism and with their desire for Jews
to leave Germany and build a community in Palestine. (Niewyk [1980, 142] points out that
Zionists did not expect all Jewsto go to Palestine but aimed rather at preparing Jewsto live as
an unassimilated minority in Germany.)



Benjamin Disragli, although baptized, developed views on the importance of racial purity and
the superiority of Jewish heredity, in such works as Coningsby or the New Generation (1844),
Tancred, or the New Crusade (1847), and the non-fictional Lord George Bentinck: A Political
Biography (1852). As Rather (1990, 141ff; see also Field 1981, 215) points out, Disragli's views
on the importance of racial purity and the role of racial intermixture in the decline of race and
culture antedated the writings of Gobineau and were sufficiently well known to have been
guoted approvingly by Chamberlain in his Foundations (I, 271): "Let Disraeli teach us that the
whole significance of Judaism liesin its purity of race, that this alone givesit power and
duration.” "Disraeli rather than Gobineau--still less Chamberlain--is entitled to be called the
father of nineteenth-century racist ideology” (Rather 1990, 146). Disraeli “may have been, both
as awriter and even more as a personal symbol, the most influential propagator of the concept of
race in the nineteenth century, particularly publicizing the Jews' alleged taste for power, their
sense of superiority, their mysteriousness, their clandestine international connections, and their
arrogant pride in being a pure race”" (Lindemann 1997, 77).

Disraeli noted that Jews have risen quickly to positions of prominence in awide range of

soci eties despite anti-Semitism. He viewed Jews as a separate race and believed that the key to
their superiority was that, unlike the other Caucasian nations, they had retained their racia
purity. The inferior races persecute the Jews, but inevitably "the other degraded races wear out
and disappear; the Jew remains, as determined, as expert, as persevering, as full of resource and
resolution as ever. . . . All which proves, that it isin vain for man to attempt to baffle the
inexorable law of nature which has decreed that a superior race shall never by destroyed or
absorbed by an inferior” (Disragli 1852, 490, 495).18

Disraeli believed that Jews were responsible for virtually all the advances of civilization,
including the moral advances of Christianity aswell as the accomplishments of prominent
businessmen, philosophers, diplomats, and musicians (including Mozart!). Jews were behind the
great European intellectual movements: "Y ou never observe a great intellectual movement in
Europe in which the Jews do not greatly participate. The first Jesuits were Jews; that mysterious
Russian Diplomacy which so alarms Western Europe is organized and principally carried on by
Jews; that mighty revolution which is at this moment preparing in Germany . . . isentirely
developing under the auspices of Jews, who almost monopolize the professorial chairs of
Germany" (Disragli 1844, 232). The Franks, on the other hand, are a"flat-nosed" group
(Tancred, 223) descended from a horde of pirates. They are "full of bustle and puffed up with
self-conceit (arace spawned perhaps in the morasses of some Northern forest hardly yet
cleared)" (Tancred, 223).

Heinrich Heine was another baptized Jewish intellectual racialist who conceptualized the Jews
as aracial/ethnic group that had made great moral and ethical contributions to European culture.
Beginning in the 1840s, Heine developed a biologica conception of Judaism, asindicated by his
using the German word Stamm (tribe, with the implication of descent from common ancestors)
and Rasse (race) to refer to Jews (Prawer 1983, 766-767). Moreover, during this period Heine



increasingly stressed the "universal validity of Jewish ethics and the universal message of Jewish
Messianism," and he made "repeated assertions that through its absorption of Old Testament
ethics and history, modern Europe had become, in a sense, Jewish" (Prawer 1983, 765, 769).

Although Disragli and Heine pioneered views of Jews as an intellectually and morally superior,
racially pure ethnic group, Jewish racialist thinking was most closely associated with Zionism.
Katz (1986b, 149) makes the important point that Jewish nationalism in the post-Emancipation
period, including Zionism, was not a reaction to gentile anti-Semitism.19 Rather, Jewish
nationalism provoked anti-Semitism as a gentile reaction--a critical example of the reactive anti-
Semitism theme of Chapters 3-5: "Modem anti-Semitism was itself a reaction to Jewish proto-
nationalism, to the incapacity and unwillingness of Jewry to divest itself of al the characteristics
of national life except that of religion. True, once anti-Semitism--until then a mere undercurrent-
erupted as a full-fledged movement in the 1870s and eighties, it gave a tremendous push to
Jewish national aspirations. Y et this was already the second phase of adialectical process. The
starting point of the process was not anti-Semitism, but the perseverance of Jewish qualities.”

In support of this argument, Katz (1979, 50) notes that in Eastern Europe Jewish nationalism
emerged concurrently with the secularization of society and wasin no way dependent on the
processes of emancipation and cultural assimilation characteristic of the German situation.
Eastern European Jewish nationalism, complete with ideological and literary expressions,
appeared long before the anti-Semitic pogroms of the 1880s.

Important Jewish intellectuals devel oped Volkische ideologies as well asracialist, exclusivist
views, which, like those of their adversaries, were no longer phrased in religious terms but rather
in aprimitive language of evolutionary biology. These intellectuals had a very clear conception
of themselves asracially distinct and as a superior race (intellectually and especialy morally),
one that had a redemptive mission to the German people and other gentiles. As expected by
social identity theory, while the Germans tended to emphasize negative traits of the Jewish
outgroup, the Jewish intellectuals often conceptualized their continued separatism in moral and
atruistic terms. Asindicated in Chapter 7, Jewish self-conceptualizations as amoral and
atruistic group with a redemptive mission to gentiles have been the pre-eminent pose of Jewish
intellectuals in the post-Enlightenment intellectual world.

The result was that anti-Semites and zeal ous Jews, including Zionists, often had very similar
racialist, nationalist views of Judaism toward the end of the 19th century and thereafter (Katz
1986Db, 144). Zionism and anti-Semitism were mirror-images. "in the course of their histories up
to the present day it has looked asif they might not only be reacting to one another but be
capable of evolving identical objectives and even cooperating in their realization” (Katz 1979,
51). Nicosia (1985) provides along list of German intellectuals and anti-Semitic leaders from
the early 19th century through the Weimar period who accepted Zionism as a possible solution
to the Jewish question in Germany, including Johann Gottleib Fichte, Konstantin Frantz,
Wilhelm Marr, Adolf Stoecker. All conceptualized Judaism as a nation apart and as a separate



race.

Efron (1994, 126) notes that the idea of essential racial differences between groups pervaded the
cultural landscape of fin de Sieicle Europe, and Jews, including especially the Zionist racia
scientists, were no exception to this trend.

While the anti-Semites stressed the moral inferiority of Jews, the Jewish racial scientists stressed
Jewish contributions to civilization and looked forward to a national rebirth of Jewish culturein
aZionist state.

The influential proto-Zionist Moses Hess (1862) whose major work, Rome and Jerusalem, was
published in 1862, had well-developed racialist ideas about Jews. Although his book was
published prior to the intensification of anti-Semitism consequent to complete Jewish
emancipation in 1870, it has strong overtones of racial superiority. Hess believed that the
different races had enduring psychological and physiological traits, and that the Indo-European
traits (embodied by the ancient Greeks) were fundamentally opposed to the Semitic traits
(embodied by the ancient Israglites). Like Disraeli and Chamberlain, Hess believed that history
is primarily a struggle between races, not social classes, and like these thinkers, Hess (p. 27)
believed that a Jew isaJew "by virtue of hisracial origin, even though his ancestors may have
become apostates." Judaism in that view, is at its essence the nationalistic aspirations of the
Jewish "race," but while other races attempt to gain territory, the role of the Jewsisto function
as amoral beacon to the rest of humanity. Hess states that Jewish racial characteristics
predominate over Indo-Germanic characteristics in intermarriage and that they have survived
intact since the sojourn in Egypt (p. 60).20 The racial type comes through even in individuals
whose ancestors became apostates (p. 98), and even converted Jews retain interest in Jewish
affairs and have strong beliefs in the importance of Jewish nationality (p. 98).

According to Hess, Jews have what Rose (1990, 332) terms a " primal-racial mission" to the rest
of humanity:21 "It is through Judaism that the history of mankind has become a sacred history. |
mean by that, that process of unified organic development which hasits origin in the love of the
family and which will not be completed until the whole of humanity becomes one family" (Hess
1862, 120).

However, this single family of mankind does not imply assimilation. At the end of history, all of
the different races will "live on in friendly fashion with one another, but live each for the other,
preserving, a the sametime, their particular identity" (p. 121, italicsin text). Jewish
particularism is thus transformed into a genetically mediated messianic universalism in which
Judaism will persist as aracial typein autopian world it has atruistically led to universa
harmony. In this future world, the German is faulted for desiring to possess their "fatherlands
and dominions for himself. He lacks the primary condition of every chemical assimilative
process, namely warmth" (p. 78). Hess also castigated the Reform Jew because of "the beautiful
phrases about humanity and enlightenment which he employs as a cloak to hide his treason, his



fear of being identified with his unfortunate brethren" (p. 75)--an indication that he viewed
Reform Jews as attempting to deceive Germans into believing that they had no interest in Jewish
nationalism or the fate of Jews in other countries.

There were also parallels between the views of the anti-Semite Richard Wagner and the Zionist
Ahad Ha-Am (pseudonym of Asher Ginsberg) (Katz 1986b).22 Both developed the idea that
Jews could not have their own artistic spirit because they failed to identify completely with the
surrounding culture. In an essay originally published in 1889, Ha-Am (1922, 3) claimed Judaism
was not merely areligion but a nation bound together with deeply felt emotional bonds. Like
many anti-Semites, Ha-Am also had awell-developed anti-individualist perspective, in which
Jews must view themselves as a part of the larger corporate group and sacrifice their personal
interests for the good of the group: "For the people is one people throughout all its generations,
and the individuals who come and go in each generation are but as those minute parts of the
living body which change every day, without affecting in any degree the character of that
organic unity which is the wholebody" (p. 8).23

Racialist views were especially common among what Ragins (1980, 132ff) terms the second
generation of Zionists, many of whom came to maturity in the 1890s.24 The Zionist journal Die
WEelt published severa articles with aracialist, Volkische ideology in the late 19th and early
20th centuries. A writer argued that the Jews were a race with distinctive physical features and
had retained their racial purity over four thousand years. Another contributor argued that this
racial distinctiveness precluded assimilation: "Those who demand assimilation of us either do
not yet know that a man cannot get out of hisskin . . . or else they know this and then expect of
us shameful, daily humiliation, which consists in feigning Aryanism, suppressing our instincts,
and sgueezing into the skin of the Aryan, which does not fit usat all* (in Ragins 1980, 150).
Another author agreed with the racialist writings of Gobineau, who emphasized the high level of
racia purity among the Jews and the incompatibility of Jews with other races (Ragins 1980,
151).

All of the Zionist racial scientists studied by Efron (1994; see also Endelman 1991, 196),
including Elias Auerbach, Aron Sandler, Felix Theilhaber, and Ignaz Zollschan, were motivated
by a perceived need to end Jewish intermarriage and preserve Jewish racial purity.25 Only by
creating a Jewish homeland and leaving the assimilatory influences of the diaspora could Jews
preserve their unique racial heritage.

Thus, for Auerbach, Zionism would return Jews "back into the position they enjoyed before the
nineteenth century--politically autonomous, culturally whole, and racialy pure" (Efron 1994,
136). Zollschan, whose book on "the Jewish racial question” went through five editions and was
well known to both Jewish and gentile anthropologists (Efron 1994, 155), praised Houston
Stewart Chamberlain and advocated Zionism as the only way to retain Jewish racial purity from
the threat of mixed marriages and assimilation (Gilman 1993, 109; Nicosia 1985, 18).26
Zollschan's description of the phenotypic, and by implication genetic commonality of Jews



around the world is striking. He notes that the same Jewish faces can be seen throughout the
Jewish world among Ashkenazi, Sephardic, and Oriental Jews. He also remarked on the same
mix of body types, head shapes, skin, and hair and eye pigmentation in these widely separated
groups (see Efron 1994, 158).

Arthur Ruppin, the German Zionist and demographer, was an important historical figure who
"represented and symbolized the second erain Zionism" (Bein 1971, xix) and whose writings
were sufficiently well known to merit comment by American leaders of the Reform movement
(Levenson 1989, 327). (Werner Sombart [1913, 285] cited Ruppin and Elias Auerbach to
support hisimpression that "today, so far as| can make out, the.. . view prevailsthat from the
days of Ezrato these the Jews have kept strictly apart” and that as aresult they constituted a
distinct racial group.) Ruppin consistently advocated the view that there was an ethical
imperative to retain Jewish racial purity. Ruppin had a clear conception of the importance of
Jewish "racial types" as central to historical Judaism.27 In an argument reminiscent of the long
history of conceptualizing Judaism as a"light unto the nations,” Ruppin (1913, 218) stressed that
the Jewish intellectual ability was utilized for humanity as awhole, "for the common good.” In
Ruppin's view, Jews have had an immense positive influence on civilization, one that has
benefited all humans. But racial admixture would destroy the unique Jewish contribution to
civilization--an argument which, apart from its assertion of Jewish ethical altruism vis-a-visthe
gentiles, isreminiscent of those presented by many theorists of Aryan racial superiority.28

"We can thus accept the high intellectuality of the Jews without reserve, and are justified in
desiring to preserve this high human type. . . as a separate entity, unmixed, because thisis the
only possible way to preserve and devel op the race-character. Any highly cultivated race
deteriorates rapidly when its members mate with aless cultivated race, and the Jew naturally
finds his equal and match most easily within the Jewish people. We cannot absolutely assert that
the mixture of Jews with other races invariably produces a degenerate posterity. . . It is certain,
however, that by intermarriage the race-character is lost, and the descendants of a mixed
marriage are not likely to have any remarkable gifts. . . . Intermarriage being clearly detrimental
to the preservation of the high qualities of the race, it follows that it is necessary to try to prevent
it and to preserve Jewish separatism. (Ruppin 1913, 227-228)"

Another noteworthy Jewish racialist thinker was Martin Buber, the prominent Zionist and

theol ogian, who wrote of the Jewish Volkgeist and advocated greater pride in the distinctive
Jewish racia features: "A Volk is held together by primary elements: blood, fate--insofar, asit
rests upon the development of blood--and culturally creative power--insofar as it is conditioned
by the individuality which arises from the blood" (in Ragins 1980, 157). Buber idealized the
hyper-collectivist Jewish Hasidim as a basis for contemporary Judaism because of their intensely
emotional commitment to the group and their mystical love for the Volk (Mosse 1970, 85). "Just
as the Germans attempted to root this mystical tradition in their national mystique, so Buber
eventually attempted to embody this Mytlios in the Jewish Volk, exemplified by the Hasidim"
(Mosse 1970, 87). As aresult of Buber'sinfluence, Zionist publications during the Weimar years



"were replete with favorable references to 'the mysticism of blood," 'racial genius,' and the
‘Jewish people's soul™ (Niewyk 1980, 131).29

This Volkisch idea of amembership in ahighly cohesive group was pursued by a great many
Jewish youth who, by World War | and thereafter, "found an answer to their Jewishness through
a deepening of the experience that bound them together, with their own age and kind, in a
meaningful community" by joining the Jewish Bund (Mosse 1970, 98-99). The concurrent
German Y outh Movement satisfied similar desires for membership in cohesive groups among
gentile Germans. Although the German Y outh Movement tended to not fuse V olkische thinking
with racism and exclusivism even into the Weimar period (Mosse 1970, 20), many Jewish and
gentile German youth were in fact members of mirror-image, emotionally compelling, cohesive
groups: "Once again oneis struck by the common strivings of Jewish and German youth"
(Mosse 1970, 99).

Interestingly, Franz Oppenheimer decried the racialist tendencies of some of hisfellow Zionists,
noting that "aracial pride swaggered which was nothing other than the photographic negative of
anti-Semitism" (in Ragins 1980, 124)-- acomment that reinforces the "mirror-image" theme of
this chapter and indicates that for many Jewish Zionists, Jewish racialism went beyond merely
asserting and shoring up the ethnic basis of Judaism, to embrace the idea of racial superiority.
Consistent with the anti-assimilationist thrust of Zionism, very few Zionists intermarried, and
those who did, such as Martin Buber, found that their marriages were problematic within the
wider Zionist community (Norden 1995). In 1929 the Zionist leaders of the Berlin Jewish
community condemned intermarriage as a threat to the "racial purity of stock" and asserted its
belief that "consanguinity [kin] of the flesh and solidarity of the soul" were essential for
developing a Jewish nation, as was the "will to establish a closed brotherhood over against all
other communities on earth” (in Niewyk 1980, 129-130).

Jewish assertions of racia superiority may have been tempered somewhat by the anti-Semitic
climate of Central Europe. For example, Ignaz Zollschan argued that Jewish intellectual
superiority was the result of heredity resulting from eugenic practices within the Jewish
community--aview for which there is ample empirical support (PTSDA, Ch. 7): Jews who were
not adept at religious study lost out in the "struggle for existence" (see Efron 1994, 106).
However, Zollschan's lauding of Jewish achievements and Jewish racial superiority had a
"defensive’ ring that Efron (1994, 162) attributes to the anti-Semitic climate surrounding him.
On the other hand, Joseph Jacobs, writing in a much less anti-Semitic England, could freely
discuss his views on the intellectual and moral superiority of Jewsin the most respectable
academic circles, including those frequented by his mentor, Sir Francis Galton (Darwin's cousin
and the founder of biometrical genetics and the eugenics movement).

Assertions of Zionist racialism continued into the National Socialist period, where they
dovetailed with National Socialist attitudes. Joachim Prinz, a German Jew who later became the
head of the American Jewish Congress, celebrated Hitler's ascent to power because it signaled



the end of the Enlightenment values which had resulted in assimilation and mixed marriage
among Jews. "We want assimilation to be replaced by a new law: the declaration of belonging to
the Jewish nation and the Jewish race. A state built upon the principle of the purity of nation and
race can only be honoured and respected by a Jew who declares his belonging to his own kind....
For only he who honours his own breed and his own blood can have an attitude of honour
towards the national will of other nations. (From J. Prinz, Wir Juden [We Jews] [1934]; in
Shahak 1994, 7 1-72; italics in text)"

In 1938, Stephen S. Wise, president of the American Jewish Congress and the World Jewish
Congress, stated that "I am not an American citizen of the Jewish faith, | amaJew. . . . Hitler
was right in one thing. He calls the Jewish people arace and we are arace."30

The common ground of the racial Zionists and their gentile counterparts included the exclusion
of Jews from the German V olksgemeinschaft (Nicosia 1985, 19). Indeed, shortly after Hitler
came to power, the Zionist Federation of Germany submitted a memorandum to the German
government outlining a solution to the Jewish question and containing the following remarkable
statement. The Federation declared that the Enlightenment view that Jews should be absorbed
into the nation state: "discerned only the individual, the single human being freely suspended in
space, without regarding the ties of blood and history or spiritual distinctiveness. Accordingly,
the liberal state demanded of the Jews assimilation [via baptism and mixed marriage] into the
non-Jewish environment. . . . Thus it happened that innumerable persons of Jewish origin had
the chance to occupy important positions and to come forward as representatives of German
culture and German life, without having their belonging to Jewry become visible. Thus arose a
state of affairswhich in political discussion today istermed "debasement of Germandom,” or
"Jewification.”. . . Zionism has no illusions about the difficulty of the Jewish condition, which
consists above al in an abnormal occupational pattern and in the fault of an intellectual and
moral posture not rooted in one's own tradition. (In Dawidowicz 1976, 150-152)"

Most Jews did not openly espouse racialist views in the period we are discussing--at least partly
because they were aware of the ultimate danger of racialist thinking to Judaism (Ragins 1980,
137). Racialist rhetoric by Jews was publicly condemned by some Jewish leaders because of
fears of anti-Semitism (Ragins 1980, 137). Recognizing this danger, a major focus of the Zen
tralverein deutscher Staatsbarger jiidischen Glaubens (Central Association of German Citizens
of Jewish Faith)--the main self-defense organ of German liberal Judaism--was to combat what it
termed "racial Semitism" (Levy 1975, 156).

However, it is quite possible that racialist views were more often expressed privately than
publicly. Lindemann (1997, 91) notes that "even within those universalistic convictions were
nuances with racist undertones’ and cites the French-Jewish writer Julian Benda who observed
that there "were certain magnates, financiers rather than literary men, with whom the belief in
the superiority of their race and in the natural subjection of those who did not belong to it, was
visibly sovereign." A number of Jewish leftist politicians in France "harbored a sense of their



specia merit or destiny as Jews to be political leaders, what they considered their "right to rule.’
" Thereis considerable evidence that German Jews during this period were engaged in deception
and self-deception regarding their behavior and motivations (see Chapters 6-8), so it would not
be at al surprising to find Jews who sincerely believed Judaism had no ethnic connotations and
neverthel ess opposed intermarriage and conversion, as well as others who believed it privately
but denied it publicly for political reasons.

Ragins (1980, 85) notes the tension between the statements of liberal Jews that Judaism was
nothing more than areligion and their recognition that traditional Judaism had been far more
than that. The claim that Judaism was nothing more than areligion conflicted with the reality
that "there was a sense of relatedness and cohesiveness among Jews which seemed to extend
beyond the lines drawn by religious factions, uniting Orthodox and Reform” (Ragins 1980, 85).
Recognizing this, the Zentralverein at times acknowledged that Judaism was more than simply a
religion and should be defined by a " consciousness of common descent [Abstammung]” (Ragins
1980, 85), or race (p. 86). Thusin 1928 the director of the Zentralverein asserted that Jews had
been arace since biblical times and concluded that "extraction remains, that is, the racial
characteristics are still present, albeit diminished by the centuries; they are still present in
external aswell as mental features® (in Friedlander 1997, 119).31

The vacillation and ambivalence surrounding racial conceptualizations of Judaism were also
present in American Reform circlesin the late 19th century: "It was not uncommon for arabbi to
make bold pronouncements about his desire for a universalistic society and then, in moments of
frustration or doubt, revert to aracial understanding of the Jews. . . . While willing to stretch the
definition of Judaism to itslimits, it was clear that most Reformers were not willing to break the
historical continuity of the Jewish "race." Even Solomon Schindler, . . . one of the most radical
of Reform rabbis, felt compelled to acknowledge the racial aspect of Jewish identity. Despite the
high universal task of Judaism, wrote Schindler, "it remains afact that we spring from a different
branch of humanity, that different blood flows in our veins, that our temperament, our tastes, our
humor is different from yours; that, in aword, we differ in our views and in our mode of
thinking in many cases as much as we differ in our features." (Goldstein 1997, 50-51)"

Besides the Zionists and a vacillating body of liberal Jewish opinion, there are several other
important Jewish intellectuals who are not associated with Zionism but nevertheless had strongly
racialist views. Heinrich Graetz (18 17- 1891), the prominent historian of Judaism, was
enthusiastic about the proto-Zionist ideas of Moses Hess, whose work, as we have seen, has
strong overtones of attitudes of racial superiority. Graetz believed that Jews could solve the
world's problems and " sometimes seemed to think Jews would provide actual world leadership.
At othersit wasto be merely an ethical example. But in either event he presented the Jews asa
superior people" (Johnson 1988, 331). Graetz's sense of Jewish racial superiority was repulsive
to gentiles, and there was an exchange with Heinrich von Treitschke in which the | atter
characterized Graetz as an exemplar of the "boasting spirit which, he alleged, was in the
ascendant in Jewish circles and was to be regarded as a menace to the German empire" (in Bloch



1898, 77). Graetz's work provoked a negative reaction not only in Treitschke but the German
academic establishment as awhole (Levenson 1989, 329). While intellectuals like Treitschke
saw Christianity as a unifying force for the German nation, Graetz wrote to his friend M oses
Hess that Christianity was a "religion of death," and Hess wrote to Graetz of hisdelight in
"scourging Germans.” Gragetz perceived Jews as battling to destroy Christian culture: "we must
above all work to shatter Christianity" (in Lindemann 1997, 91). These attitudes among
prominent Jewish intellectuals exemplify the theme of cultural conflict between Jews and
gentiles as a theme of anti-Semitism (p. 50ff).

Thereis asense of Jewish racial superiority in Graetz's writings as well as hints that he believed
in the importance of racia purity: "There were but two nations of creative mind who originated
[high] culture and raised humanity from the slough of barbarity and savagery. These two were
the Hellenic and the Israglite people. There was no third race of coadjutors.... If the modern
Roman, German, and Sclavonic nations, both on this side and on the other side of the ocean,
could be despoiled of what they received from the Greeks and the Israglites, they would be
utterly destitute. (Graetz 1898, V1, 706)"

However, the Jews have continued as a creative race into the present, while the Greeks gradually
merged with the barbarians and lost their distinctiveness--a point remarkably similar to Houston
Stewart Chamberlain's "'chaos of peoples’ idea described above, in which the decline of the
ancient world is attributed to loss of racia purity: "[ The Greeks] despaired of their bright
Olympus, and at best only retained sufficient courage to resort to suicide. The Greeks were not
gifted with the power of living down their evil fortune, or of remaining true to themselves when
dispossessed of their territories; and whether in aforeign country or in their own land they lost
their mental balance, and became merged in the medley of barbaric nations."32

The psychoanalytic movement was also characterized by ideas of Jewish intellectual superiority,
racial consciousness, national pride, and Jewish solidarity (Klein 1981, 1 43)33 Freud and his
colleagues felt a sense of "racial kinship" with their Jewish colleagues and a "racial strangeness'
to others (Klein 1981, 142; see also Gilman 1993, 12ff, and The Culture of Critique, Ch. 4).
Commenting on Ernest Jones, one of his disciples, Freud wrote that "the racial mixture in our
band is very interesting to me. He [Jones] is a Celt and hence not quite accessible to us, the
Teuton [i.e., C. G. Jung] and the Mediterranean man [himself asa Jew]" (in Gay 1988, 186).

Perhaps the clearest indication of Freud's racialist thinking is his comment to a Jewish woman
who had previously intended to have achild by C. G. Jung in order to reconcile the
Aryan/Jewish split in psychoanalysis at the time. Freud observed "I must confess. . . that your
fantasy about the birth of the Savior to a mixed union did not appeal to me at all. The Lord, in
that anti-Jewish period, had him born from the superior Jewish race. But | know these are my
prejudices’ (in Yerushalmi 1991, 45).

A year later after the woman had given birth to a child by a Jewish father, Freud wrote, "I am, as



you know, cured of the last shred of my predilection for the Aryan cause, and would like to take
it that if the child turned out to be a boy he will develop into a stalwart Zionist. He or she must
be dark in any case, no more towheads. L et us banish all these will-o -the-wisps! | shall not
present my complimentsto Jung in Munich.... We are and remain Jews. The others will only
exploit us and will never understand and appreciate us. (In Y erushami 1991, 45)"

In the following passage from Moses and Monotheism, the Jews are proposed to have fashioned
themselves to become a morally and intellectually superior people: "The preference which
through two thousand years the Jews have given to spiritual endeavour has, of course, had its
effect; it has helped to build a dike against brutality and the inclination to violence which are
usually found where athletic development becomes the ideal of the people. The harmonious
development of spiritual and bodily activity, as achieved by the Greeks, was denied to the Jews.
In this conflict their decision was at least made in favour of what is culturally the more
important. (Freud 1939, 147)"34

Freud's attitudes were fully mirrored by non-Jewish theorists (Gilman 1993, 12ff).35 Jung's
ideas on racial archetypes differ from Freud's views only in the type of traits emphasized as
characteristic of the two groups. While Freud emphasized the brutality, violence, and
enslavement to the senses of the gentiles versus the spirituality, intellectuality, and moral
superiority of the Jews, Jung held the view that the advantage of the "Aryans' wasin their
energy and untapped potential resulting from their relatively recent rise from barbarism. On the
other hand, Jews, required to exist as aminority in ahost society, could create no genuine
culture of their own. After the National Socialists assumed power, Jung became a prominent
spokesman for the view that there were differences between Jewish and Aryan psychology.36 In
a 1934 article Jung emphasi zed that psychoanaysis had developed a very negative conception of
the German character: "In my opinion it has been agrave error in medical psychology up till
now to apply Jewish categories. . . indiscriminately to Germanic and Slavic Christendom.
Because of this the most precious secret of the Germanic peoples--their creative and intuitive
depth of soul--has been explained by a morass of banal infantilism, while my own warning voice
has for decades been suspected of anti-Semitism. (In Y erushalmi 1991, 48-49)

Indeed, as elaborated in The Culture of Critique, a central function of Freud's Totem and Taboo
appears to have been to combat "everything that is Aryan-religious' (in Gay 1988, 331), a
comment that illustrates the extent to which Freud, like Hess and Gragetz, viewed hiswork as an
aspect of competition between ethnic groups. The early psychoanalytic movement self-
consciously perceived itself as representing a Jewish intellectual offensive against "Aryan-
Christian" culture in which religion and race overlapped entirely.

Even in the absence of an explicitly racialist conceptualization of the differences between
Germans and Jews, there was a feeling of estrangement and of being different peoples on both
sides of the ethnic divide. Such attitudes were common in anti-Semitic writings throughout the
19th century (Rose 1990) and continued in the 20th century. In the correspondence of the early



1930s between Hannah Arendt and Karl Jaspers, Arendt fails to identify with Max Weber's
"Imposing patriotism." "For me Germany means my mother tongue, philosophy, and literature"
(in Kohler & Saner 1992). Jaspers replies, "I find it odd that you as a Jew want to set yourself
apart from what is German.... When you speak of mother tongue, philosophy, and literature, all
you need add is historical-political destiny, and there is no difference left at all" (in Kohier &
Saner 1992). Arendt, however, self-consciously rejects being part of this destiny of the German
people. The concept of a"historico-political destiny of a people” clearly conceptualizes separate
"peoples,” but in Weber's view membership in the German people is open to Jews. Arendt is
regjecting such membership and implicitly accepting the idea of a single culture but two separate
peoples.37

General feelings of peoplehood and thinking in terms of racial essences and racial differences
were thus part of the Zeitgeist of the period--characteristic of Jewish aswell as gentile
intellectuals. " The breakdown of the liberal order during the closing decades of the nineteenth
century [in Austria] brought back to the surface the opposing assumptions about social
integration that had distinguished the Jewish from the non-Jewish sensibility. Annoyed by the
parochial attachments of other people, and unreceptive to the idea of a pluralistic state, many
non-Jews interpreted the Jewish assertion of pride as a subversion of the "enlightened" or
egalitarian state. The Jewish stress on national or racial pride reinforced the non-Jewish
perception of the Jew as a disruptive social force. (Klein 1981, 146)"

CONCLUSION
National Socialism and Judaism as Mirror-lmage Group Strategies

From the perspective developed here, the acceptance of the ideology of an anti-Semitic group
strategy among the NSDAP elite may well have been caused or at least greatly facilitated by the
presence of Judaism as avery salient and successful racially exclusive antithetical group strategy
within German society. In 1905, well before the National Socialists came to power, the anti-
Semitic racial theorist Curt Michaelis asserted a relationship between Jewish racial pride
(Rassenstolz) and anti-Semitism: "The Rassenstolz promoted race hatred in its sharpest form--
the consequence of which islasting race war. . . . The Jewish people stands principally in battle
against the whole world; naturally, therefore, the whole world [is] against the Jews" (in Efron
1994, 170).

Thereis an eerie sense in which National Socialist ideology was a mirror image of traditional
Jewish ideology. Asin the case of Judaism, there was a strong emphasis on racial purity and on
the primacy of group ethnic interests rather than individual interests. Like the Jews, the National
Socialists were greatly concerned with eugenics. Like the Jews, there was a powerful concern
with socializing group members into accepting group goals and with the importance of within-
group altruism and cooperation in attaining these goals.



Both groups had very powerful internal social controls that punished individuals who violated
group goals or attempted to exploit the group by freeloading. The National Socialists enacted a
broad range of measures against Jews as a group, including laws against intermarriage and
sexual contact, aswell aslaws preventing socialization between groups and restricting the
economic and political opportunities of Jews. These laws were analogous to the elaborate social
controls within the Jewish community to prevent social contact with gentiles and to produce
high levels of economic and political cooperation.

Corresponding to the religious obligation to reproduce and multiply enshrined in the Tanakh, the
National Socialists placed a strong emphasis on fertility and enacted laws that restricted abortion
and discouraged birth control. In a manner analogous to the traditional Jewish religious
obligation to provide dowries for poor girls, the National Socialists enacted laws that enabled
needy young couples to marry by providing them loans repayable by having children.

Asin the society depicted in the Tanakh and throughout Jewish history, the National Socialists
regarded people who could not prove the genetic purity of their ancestry as aliens with fewer
rights than Germans, with the result that the position of Jewsin National Socialist society was
analogous to the position of the Nethinim or the Samaritans in ancient Israglite society, or
convertsin historical Jewish societies, or the Palestinians in contemporary Israel .38 Aswith
Israel, the state had become the embodiment of an exclusivist ethnic group.

Both groups had a well-devel oped ideology of historical struggle involving the group; Kren and
Rappaport (1980, 208) explicitly make this connection when they note that National Socialism
"was founded on militant movements for Zionism, socialism, or Communism--movements that
had always provided their members with a strong sense of historical struggle and an
identification with group goals rather than individual satisfaction”--clearly a statement that could
apply not only to Zionism but to traditional Judaism as awhole (see PTSDA, Ch. 6). Gordon
(1984, 114) states that "it was clearly Hitler's conception that he was working for group goals--
those of the 'Aryan people' and that hisindividual fate mattered little."

In thisregard, Hitler's attitude that death was the only honorable fate for himself and his
followers was entirely similar to that of the Jewish resistors of the period (Gordon 1984, 115).
Kren and Rappaport (1980, 217) describe a situation in which "the youth--the best, the most
beautiful, the finest that the Jewish people possessed--spoke and thought only about an
honorable death. . . befitting an ancient people with a history stretching back over several
thousand years."

Common Threads in Western Anti-Semitism

The most important common thread of Western anti-Semitism is the development of cohesive
groups that mimic in critical ways the features of Judaism as a group evolutionary strategy. A
related common thread has been that there is a tendency to shift away from attempts at complete



cultural and genetic assimilation of Jewsin the early states of group conflict, followed
eventually by the rise of collectivist, authoritarian anti-Semitic group strategies aimed at
exclusion, expulsion, or genocide when it is clear that efforts at assimilation have failed. | have
noted this phenomenon in the case of Germany during the 19th century, and this certainly
appears to have been the case in Spain prior to the expulsion of 1492, following the failure of the
forced conversions of 1391 and the consequent turmoil of the 15th century. In 12th-I3th-century
France there was a shift from a policy of toleration combined with attempts to convert Jews
under Louis | X to apolicy of "convert or depart" during the reign of Philip 1V, and finally the
expulsion of Jewsin 1306 (Jordan 1989, 180). The final expulsion order is aso alast pleafor
Jewish assimilation: "Every Jew must leave my land, taking none of his possessions with him;
or, let him choose a new God for himself, and we will become One People” (in Jordan 1989,
214; italics in text).

As expected by an evolutionist, athird common thread has been that each Western anti-Semitic
movement shows indications of a concern with one-way gene flow from the Jewish to the
gentile population. Anti-Jewish writers have often emphasized Jewish males exploiting gentile
females (see, e.q., pp. 49, 80n.2 1, 228). As an €lite group, Jewish males in the absence of social
controls would tend to have access to gentile females as concubines. There was deep concernin
the ancient world regarding Jewish ownership of gentile female slaves. In areas where polygyny
and concubinage were legal, there were typically restrictions on Jews being able to have
concubines from the dominant religious or ethnic group (e.g., restrictionsin Muslim areas
preventing Jews from having Muslim but not Christian concubines). Concern about Jewish
males exploiting gentile females also figures in laws dating from the period of the Inquisition
(see pp. 237-238). In the medieval and early modern world, extending into the 20th century,
there was concern in widely separated times and places about Jews employing Christian female
domestics. And in late medieval Spain and 19th- and 20th-century Germany there was also
concern that elite Jews were marrying their daughters into the gentile nobility while nevertheless
retaining the genetic purity of their stem families. In all of these cases, Jewish stem families
were able to retain genetic segregation.

The fact that Western societies have typically attempted to convert and assimilate Jews before
excluding them indicates that Western societies, unlike prototypical Jewish cultures, do not have
a primitive concern with racial purity. Rather, concern about racial purity emergesonly in the
late stages of Jewish-gentile group conflict and only in the context of a concern about the
asymmetrical gene flow from the Jewish to the gentile gene pool.

On the other hand, despite a great deal of commonality among Western anti-Semitic movements,
there was a great difference between the universalistic, assimilatory tendencies of traditional
Western Christianity and the exclusivistic, racialist program of National Socialism. Indeed, we
have seen that beginning in the 19th century an important aspect of German anti-Semitic
ideology was a criticism of Western universalism and the development of peculiarly Germanic
conceptions of Christianity. A critical component of official National Socialist ideology, as



represented in the thought of Alfred Rosenberg, was the ideathat "the twin forces of
disintegration, namely universalism and individualism, act in perpetual conflict with the
Germanic concept of race” (Cecil 1972, 89). In thisregard, National Socialism was indeed
profoundly anti-Western. In rejecting both universalism and individualism, National Socialism
resembled, much more closely than did medieval Western collectivist Christianity, its mirror
image rival, Judaism.

Lack of Group-Based Competition as a Necessary Condition for Western Individualism

Whileintra-societal conflict between Jews and gentiles tends to be associated with the
development of anti-individualist Western societies, the absence of conflict between powerful
and impermeabl e ethnic groups may be a necessary condition for the development of the
relatively individualistic Western societies of the post-Enlightenment world. This proposal is
highly congruent with the social identity perspective of group conflict: as societies become
structured around competing groups, people form strong group allegiances incompatible with
individualism. Such a society is incompatible with the notion of individual rights because group
Interests become paramount: Within the ingroup, individual rights and interests must be sharply
curtailed in the interests of group cohesion and the attainment of group interests. The context of
between-group competition results in group membership rather than individual behavior or merit
becoming the most important criterion of personal assessment. A Manichean morality of ingroup
favoritism and outgroup hostility develops that is completely incompatible with individualism.

This hypothesisis consistent with the fact that the Enlightenment and the reemergence of
individualism in Western Europe occurred most prominently in England and France, from which
Jews had been ailmost completely excluded, while "the basic fact about German history since the
eighteenth century has been the failure of the Enlightenment to take root" (Mosse 1964, 21-22).

It was afailure that was undoubtedly made the more likely by the fact that throughout the entire
era, liberal political views were strongly supported by Jews and were perceived as benefiting
Jews--afact that the opponents of these ideas never failed to emphasize. Indeed, a social identity
perspective would expect that initially minor differences between the groups (e.g., Jews tending
toward liberal internationalism, gentiles toward conservative nationalism) would become
increasingly polarized as group conflict escalated. Personal identity would eventually become
increasingly demarcated not only by ethnicity but also by political attitudes, with the result that
the political beliefs of the opposition become an important, negatively evaluated marker of
outgroup membership. For a German, to be aliberal would eventually be tantamount to favoring
anegatively perceived outgroup.

Political liberalism was the antithesis of the strong desire of many Germans to develop a
powerful, highly cohesive nation. For many anti-Semites, most notably the anti-Semitic
Volkische intellectuals, such as Paul de LaGarde, negative attitudes toward Jews were intimately
intertwined with aloathing of liberalism and unrestrained, irresponsible capitalism, combined



with a strong desire for a powerful sense of community (Stern 1961, 64, 66).39 Indeed, late-19th-
century Zionists commonly believed that an important source of opposition to liberalism among
gentiles stemmed from the perception that liberalism benefited Jews in competition with

gentiles; thus Theodor Herzl believed that "emancipation had placed an intolerably heavy strain
on Austrian liberals, who had to defend an economic system that eased the way for recent
outsiders into positions of prominence” (Kornberg 1993, 180).

The hypothesis that individualism is incompatible with group-based conflict is also consistent
with Americo Castro's (1954, 497; see also Castro 1971) perspective that the Enlightenment
could not develop in a Spain fraught with competition between ethnic groups: "From such
premises it was impossible that there should be derived any kind of modern state, the sequel,
after all, of the Middle Ages hierarchic harmony." Similarly, Grayzel (1933, 83) comments that
the exclusion of Jews from Christian society, which was the focus of ecclesiastical policy in the
13th century, might have occurred even in the absence of the Church's actions; another factor
besides religious difference that he argues might have led to exclusion was racial: "The Jews
persistently refused to mingle their blood with that of their gentile neighbors at atime when
racia intermingling was laying the foundations of the modern national state."

Theimplication is that the Western tradition of muted individualism and its concomitant
democratic and republican political institutions are unlikely to survive the escalation of
intrasocietal group-based competition for resources that is such a prominent theme of
contemporary American society. | have previously quoted Pulzer's (1964, 327) comment, "The
Jew could flourish only in the sort of classical Liberal society that existed in Western Europe
and that the late nineteenth century had introduced to Central Europe.” While Judaism flourishes
inaclassical liberal, individualist society, ultimately Judaism isincompatible with such a
society, since it unleashes powerful group-based competition for resources within the society,
which in turn lead to highly collectivist gentile movements incompatible with individualism. It is
also noteworthy that the 19th-century liberal critics of Judaism typically assumed that it would
disappear as aresult of complete cultural and genetic assimilation-a sort of tacit understanding
that aliberal society required afairly high degree of cultural uniformity.

My view, which | elaborate in The Culture of Critique, isthat Western societies have atendency
to seek an equilibrium state of hierarchic harmony among the social classes in which there are
powerful controls on extreme individualism among the elite classes. This tendency toward
hierarchic harmony--a paradigmatic feature of the Christian Middle Ages--combined with
assimilationism and individualism has been a powerful force in breaking down barriers within
society. The difficulty for a group strategy like Judaism isthat, if assimilation fails, the Western
tendencies toward universalism and individualism are abandoned. From this perspective, it isno
accident that the National Socialist theorist Alfred Rosenberg regarded the Western concepts of
universalism and individualism as anathema: Both concepts were incompatible with National
Socialism as a closed ethnic group strategy. It isin this sense that the individualist, universalist
strands of Western culture are indeed incompatible with Judaism.



Finally, given the Western tendency toward "muted individualism™" and hierarchic harmony,
there is the suggestion that in the absence of a hated and feared outgroup such as the Jews, there
would be atendency toward decomposition of collectivist, authoritarian social structuresin the
West. From this perspective, the apparently primitive Western tendency toward a significant
degree of individualism, possibly deriving ultimately from a unique ancestral environment (see
PTSDA, Ch. 8), resultsin an inertial tendency toward assimilatory, reproductively egalitarian,
and moderately individualistic societies. However, these tendencies may be altered in the
direction of authoritarian collectivism under conditions of perceived intrasocietal group-based
competition, as discussed throughout this and the previous two chapters.

Egalitarianism and Western Group Strategies

It has been noted that National Socialism was characterized by a significant degree of within-
group egalitarianism. This tendency toward within-group egalitarianism can also be seen in the
conscious attempt to portray Hitler as an idealistic, ascetic hero who tirelessly pursued group
Interests rather than his own interests. This portrayal of Hitler had some basisin reality well
before he came to power, and it later became a prominent feature of National Socialist
propaganda (Bracher 1970, 66). Clearly, afundamental feature of National Socialism was the
belief that within the group there would be significant reciprocity, cooperation, even altruism,
and that differences in rank would not be closely tied to variation in the markers of reproductive
success.

From an evolutionary perspective under conditions of exogamy, the appeal of agroup strategy is
likely to be increased by the belief that other members of the group, and especially the leaders,
are personally ascetic. In a despotic situation, lower-status males are more likely to perceive
themselves as exploited by upper-status males and as benefiting little from cooperation or
atruism. Self-sacrifice and voluntary cooperation in such a situation are expected to be minimal
because the benefits of such behavior are more likely to accrue to the despot while the costs are
borne by the lower-status males. At the extreme, if the lower-status male is a slave, cooperation
and self-sacrifice are expected to only occur as the result of coercion (see also PTSDA , Ch. 1).

The appeal of asceticism among leaders would be expected to increase dramatically in a
situation where the group as awhole has relatively little genetic cohesiveness. | propose that
because of the low degree of genetic relatedness within the society, cohesive and anti-
individualistic Western group strategies tend to be characterized by |eaders who accept
asceticism, celibacy, or in general do not have relatively high reproductive success compared to
the others in the movement. Asindicated in PTSDA (Chs. 6, 8), the high levels of endogamy
and consanguinity [marrying close relatives or inbreeding] of Jewish groups are an important
aspect of Judaism as a group evolutionary strategy, because they result in individual fitness
being correlated with group success. Individual Jews are therefore expected to be much more
tolerant of large differences in resources and reproductive success within the Jewish community
and more tolerant of the authoritarian political structure of the traditional Jewish community;



thisisthe case not only because they benefit from Jewish charity, but also because they benefit
genetically to a considerable extent when other Jews succeed.

However, in an exogamous, assimilative Western society, lower-status individuals benefit less
from the success of upper status individuals. A significant degree of personal asceticismin
leaders may therefore be necessary in order to obtain the allegiance of the lower orders. The
suggestion, then, isthat ultimately exogamy and genetic assimilationism are the reasons that
reproductive egalitarianism tends to be characteristic of Western collectivist movements. As
reviewed in MacDonald (1 995b), there has indeed been a strong trend toward reproductive
leveling in Western societies beginning in the Middle Ages. The Franciscan and Dominican
friars who spearheaded the anti-Semitism and collectivist tendencies of the medieval period also
led ascetic lives despite their originsin the middle and upper-middle classes. Their activities
appear to have been critical to the development of the intense religious fervor and commitment
characteristic of all levels of medieval society--an integral component of the societas Christiana.
For example, Lawrence (1994, 126) notes that "the voluntary poverty and self-imposed
destitution that identified the early Mendicants with the humblest and most deprived sections of
the population, in loud contrast to the careerism and ostentation of the secular clergy and the
corporate wealth and exclusiveness of the monasteries, moved the conscience and touched the
generosity of commercial communities.”

"St. Francis and St. Dominic. . . gave to the Church anew form of religious life, which had an
Immense and permanent appeal, and one which both attracted a new type of recruit and in its
turn inspired an apostalate to the laity, to the heretic and to the heathen. Not only did the
appearance of the friars rescue the western church from its drift toward heresy and schism, but
the new warmth of devotional life, the preaching, the confessing and the daily counsel of the
friars gave anew strength to the lower level of Christian society and indirectly acted asa
powerful agent of spiritual growth and social union, thus inevitably compensating for the
growing power of legalism and political motives at the higher levels of church life. (Knowles &
Obolensky 1968, 345)"

Moreover, while Western medieval reproductive altruism occurred as an aspect of commitment
to a collectivist group, reproductive leveling continued after the collapse of the medieval church
(MacDonald 1995b) and continues in contemporary individualistic and democratic Western
societies. Thus the sex lives of the presidents of the United States are closely scrutinized for
suggestions that they have not been monogamous. And even if public figures engage in non-
monogamous sex, they do it clandestinely, since it would be political suicide to publicize the
fact and take pridein it.

Asin the case of Judaism, therefore, but for somewhat different reasons, the group must be
viewed as an important level of adaptation in conceptualizing historical Western societies.

The foregoing suggests a theoretical association between exogamy and egalitarianism that



transcends the individualism/collectivism dichotomy which has been central to my treatment.
Political coalition building in exogamous societies tends to result in attempts at egalitarian social
controls on the leadership, because lower-status males have a powerful interest in controlling the
reproductive behavior of the elite. Such attempts may not succeed, so that a despotism is aways
apossibility. Nevertheless, exogamy implies that lower-status individuals do not benefit from
the reproductive success of the elite, and as a result popular support of either individualist or
collectivist political entitiesis facilitated by reproductive egalitarianism.

NOTES

1. According to the First Decree of the Reich citizenship law of November 14, 1935, a Jew was
defined as an individual with at |east three Jewish grandparents "who are fully Jewish as regards
race" (in Dawidowicz 1976, 45-47). However, a person was considered to be a " Jewish
Mischling" and therefore classified as a Jew if he or she had two Jewish grandparents who
belonged to the Jewish religious community as of September 15, 1935, or thereafter, or was the
offspring of a marriage concluded by a Jew, or was married to a Jew on that date or later, or who
was the result of extramarital relations between a Jew and a gentile. Apart from individuals
married to a Jew, individuals who were one-eighth Jewish or less were considered Germans.

2. Harris (1994, 227) notes that propagandists like Stoecker "made the anti-Semitism of the
common man intelligible to the educated, not vice versa. Their anti-Semitic activities show the
gradual acceptance of anti-Semitism by polite society rather than the injection of those ideas into
mass culture by either fanatic zealots or Machiavellian politicians.” Indeed, it was the educated
elites who were most supportive of Jewish emancipation (p. 230)-afinding that is highly
compatible with the general tendency throughout Jewish history for Jewish alliances with gentile
elitesin the context of popular anti-Semitism (see Chapter 2 and PTSDA, Ch. 5). Nevertheless,
Field (1981, 227) notes that aristocrats "hard pressed by declining land revenues and higher
property taxes, resentful of the purchase of Berlin's sumptuous palaces by Jews, and eager to
share the Kaiser's new fads" familiarized themselves with the writings of Houston Stewart
Chamberlain.

3. Harris (1994, 227) notes the high degree of personal popularity of Hitler and the substantial
support for the NSDAP and its highly salient anti-Semitism in the elections of 1932. He makes
the interesting point that the National Socialists were the only party to draw substantial support
from all social classes-suggesting that National Socialism transcended class divisions and was
perceived as the political embodiment of the ideal of hierarchical harmony long held as an ideal
in the Volkische intellectual tradition.

4. The data provided by Lowenstein (1992, 24) indicate that in 1901-1905 in Germany 8.8
percent of Jewish men and 7.6 percent of Jewish women intermarried. These percentages
increased in the following years so that by 1926-1930, 25.6 percent of Jewish men and 16.6
percent of Jewish women had intermarried. These figures include Jews who married other



secular and converted Jews and who remained part of the Jewish community and hence are
useless for conceptualizing the extent to which Judaism had continued as a genetically closed
group evolutionary strategy. Moreover, defections from Judaism, as measured by conversions to
Christianity, remained low. Lowenstein (1992, 24) finds that conversions averaged 168 per year
in the period from 1800 to 1924 and 256 per year in the period from 1880 to 1899. These figures
are also overestimates of true defection, however, since many of these conversions were
conversions of convenience by individuals who continued to identify as Jews and continued
their associations with the Jewish community (see also Chapter 6). Patai and Patai (1989) note
that intermarried couples in Germany during this period, at least in the earlier surveys, tended to
have fewer children and not to raise them as Jews with the result that only 4.05 percent of the
children born to Jewish mothers were children of intermarried couples who raised their children
as Jews or were children born out of wedlock to Jewish women with Christian fathers.

5. The phrase "hierarchic harmony" comes from Americo Castro's (1954, 497) description of the
socia structure of the Western Middle Ages. Not coincidentally, many Volkische thinkers
idealized the Middle Ages.

6. Volkische ideology was compatible with a strong but muted role for individualism. The anti-
Semite Paul de LaGarde emphasized that individuals should be able to maximize their unique
potentials within the cohesive group (Stem 1961, 28). On the other hand, he was greatly
concerned that the working classes had become alienated from German society because of the
individualistic behavior of capitalists.

7. The tract also contains the following exhortations: "Thou shalt have no socia intercourse with
the Jew"; "Thou shalt have no business relations with the Jew"; "Thou shalt not entrust thy rights
to a Jewish lawyer, nor thy body to a Jewish physician, nor thy children to a Jewish teacher. . .

M "Keep away all Jewish writings from the German home and hearth lest their lingering poison
may unnerve and corrupt thyself and thy family" (in Massing 1949, 3 06-307).

8. Marr later repudiated the idea of genetic assimilation viaintermarriage in his 1879 book The
Victory of Judaism over German ism.

9. See Krausnick (1968, 10); Field (1981, 447). Beginning in 1923, Chamberlain's and Hitler's
circlesincreasingly intersected. Chamberlain met Hitler on more than one occasion, and there
was a mutual admiration between the two, including highly laudatory letters from Chamberlain
to Hitler which Hitler greatly appreciated (Field 1981, 436-438). By the end of Chamberlain's
life, Hitler seems to have developed a great deal of affection for him, and he personally attended
his funeral. Another high-ranking National Socialist closely associated with Chamberlain was
Alfred Rosenberg. Rosenberg was ecstatic about Chamberlain's Foundations when he first read
it in 1909 as a seventeen-year-old, and he became afervent disciple (Cecil 1972, 12-14; Field
1981, 232). Other National Socialists who had read Chamberlain and claimed to be influenced
by him include Hess, Geobbels, Eckart, Himmler, and von Shirach (Field 1981, 452). Geobbels



met Chamberlain and declared that Chamberlain was "the pathbreaker," "the preparer of our
way," "the father of our spirit” (in Reuth 1993, 53).

10. See aso Derek Wilson (1988, 286). It isinteresting that the marriage of the only child of
Salomon and Adele Rothschild (of the French branch of the family) to a Christian resulted in a
complete excision of the daughter from her mother's life, without any inheritance. Thisis
compatible with supposing that only-daughters were in a different category than daughters with
brothers, quite possibly because the marriage of the only-daughter outside the group would, in
practical effect if not according to Jewish law, place al of the family's descendants outside the
Jewish community. The consequences of a male attempting to marry outside the group were
severe: When amale in the Austrian branch of the family fell passionately in love with the
daughter of an American boardinghouse keeper, his father was inflexible in his opposition, and
the son, in despair, committed suicide in 1909 (Derek Wilson 1988, 276).

11. Moreover, it isworth noting that there was considerable doubt expressed in the Palestinian
Tamud (Y. Qidd. 3.12) about the status of the offspring of an Israglite female married to a
gentile, with some authorities pronouncing the offspring mamzers (bastards) following the (non-
Israelite) status of the father. It is therefore highly doubtful that such individuals would have
been welcomed in the Jewish community even had they attempted to remain.

12. Consanguinity [inbreeding] often overlapped with economic interests among these families.
Mosse (1989, 97) notes that a "distinctive form of economic co-operation involving close
kinship links was that between members of allied families, the Ellingers, Mertons, and
Hochschilds in the Frankfurt Metallgesel|schaft, for example, the Oppenheims, Warschauers,
and Mendelssohn-Bartholdysin the AG fur Anilinfabrikation (Agfa) in Treptow, or the Ganses
and Weinbergs in Leopold Cassella. In all, the cases of joint economic activity by close kin are
so numerous that the family rather than the individual could almost be regarded as the typical
Jewish entrepreneur.”

13. Asdiscussed in several sections of PTSDA, group selection has made aresurgencein
evolutionary thinking, most notably as aresult of the work of David S. Wilson (see Wilson &
Sober 1994).

14. Degler (1991, 46) notes that despite the opposition of socialist newspapers, four of five
socialist representatives in the Wisconsin legislature voted for a eugenic law mandating
sterilization of certain criminals, and Edward A. Ross, the prominent progressive sociologist
from the University of Wisconsin, testified in favor of the law. Such laws were much more
characteristic of the reformist North and West than the conservative South.

15. Neither Francis Galton nor Karl Pearson, the guiding lights of British eugenics, emphasized
race as avariable in their publications on eugenics. During the | 880s Pearson became attracted
to German ideas and became a strong advocate of the idea that eugenic practices should be a



component of competition among groups rather than among individuals, but he conceptualized
the group as the nation, not arace (Kevles 1985, 23). Earlier, Alfred Russel Wallaceand W. R.
Greg (but not Darwin) emphasized the need for eugenic practices to make the group more
competitive, but again, the group was conceptualized as the nation (Farrall 1985, 17).
Nevertheless, the beliefs that eugenics would improve the ability of the race and that Caucasians
were a superior race were probably common among British eugenicists, including Galton and
Pearson (Farrall 1985, 51). During the 1 920s, Pearson opposed Jewish immigration on the
grounds that Jewish girls were inferior and Jewish boys did not possess "markedly superior"
intelligence compared to the native English (Pearson & Moul 1925, 126). Thisis a group-based
argument, but it is certainly not the type of argument based on competition between well-defined
racia groups that Chamberlain would have made. Pearson and Moul also wrote of Jews that "for
men with no special ability-above all for such men asreligion, social habits, or language keep as
a caste apart, there should be no place. They will not be absorbed by, and at the same time
strengthen the existing population; they will develop into a parasitic race, a position neither
tending to the welfare of their host, nor wholesome for themselves® (pp. 124-125). The
argument, then, isthat if Jews did have markedly higher 1Qs, there would be no objection to
immigration. Clearly Pearson is not casting his argument in aracialist manner.

16. Despite their didike of the Ostiuden and their concerns that the Ostiuden increased anti-
Semitism, the German Jewish community provided aid to the immigrants and strongly opposed
official discrimination against them, especially after 1890. Moreover, Volkov (1985, 211) notes
that many Westiuden eventually devel oped positive attitudes toward their highly observant
coreligionists from the East-an aspect of the increasing sense of Jewish identification among
them.

17. The quotation from Rather is completed asfollows. .... . if we are foolish enough to bestow
such titles on people who are merely repeating what they take to be the wisdom of their own
fathers. Sidonia[the hero of Tancred] was in fact repeating the post-exilic doctrines of Ezraand
Ezekiel when he warned against racial intermarriage, and these same doctrines gave biblical
authority to Old Testament Christians in North America and South Africato pursue their
policies of segregation and apartheid, respectively." Rose (1992, 234) states that Rather's book
"verges on veiled antisemitism,” but, minimally, | see no reason to question Rather's scholarship
on Disraeli. As Rather notes, the racialism of Disraeli and Moses Hess have been severely
downplayed by Jewish scholars attempting to link National Socialism with gentile racialist
thinkers of the 19th century such as Gobineau and Chamberlain. (Similarly, Lindemann [1997,
77n.76] notes that George Mosse "devotes only afew linesin asingle paragraph to Disra€li, yet
he devotes pages of dense description and analysisto scores of anti-Semitic writers and
theorists, many of whom attracted a limited readership and obviously exercised little influence
on their contemporaries.") As noted below (see note 21 below), Rose has been a prominent
apologist for 19th-century Jewish racialist thought.

18. Disragli's assertions of Jewish superiority were quite unsettling to Richard Wagner,



especially since Disragli was the prime minister of England. After reading Tancred, Wagner
referred to himself as a "tatooed savage,” presumably areference to Disraeli's low estimation of
the Franksin Tancred. Disraeli's views were well known in England and were the subject of a
negative contemporary commentary by George Eliot (although she appears to have approved
eventually of Jewish racialism, asindicated by her novel Daniel Deronda). Disragli's views were
ridiculed by Thackeray and in the satirical journal Punch. In his satirical novel Codlingsby,
Thackeray derided Disragli's tendency in Coningsby to suppose that everyone of geniuswas a
Jew, including Mozart and Rossini. In 1915, the prime minister of England, Herbert Asquith,
recalled Disraeli's words in his reaction to a proposal to turn Palestine into a Jewish state: "It
reads almost like a new edition of Tancred brought up to date. . ., acuriousillustration of
Dizzy's favourite maxim that 'race is everything,' etc.” (in Rather 1986, 122). Disradli's
comments on the importance of race for understanding history were also quoted extensively by
German racialist writersin the 1920s (Mosse 1970, 56; Rather 1986, 122). See also Johnson
(1987, 323ff) and Salbstein (1982, 97ff) for discussions of Disragli's racialist views. Salbstein
terms Disraeli a"Marrano Englishman,” because of evidence that Disraeli had a strong Jewish
identity.

19. There was disagreement among Zionists as to whether anti-Semitism caused Jewish
nationalism or Jewish nationalism was intrinsic to the nature of Judaism. Theodor Herzl took the
former position, while Ahad Ha-Am took the latter point of view (Simon 1960, 103).

20. Asdiscussed in PTSDA (Ch. 8), one theory of the evolution of recessive genesin northern
Caucasian populationsis Salter's (1996) "blank date hypothesis' in which recessive genes act as
an individualist anti-cuckoldry mechanism. Because of the commonness among the "Aryans' of
recessive genes affecting physical appearance, the offspring of Jews and non-Jews in Germany
therefore would tend to resembl e the Jewish partner, thus leading to beliefs on both sides of the
"indelibility" of the Jewish character.

21. Rosetermsthe racialist views of Hess as "positive and humane" (1990, 321) (apparently
because of Hess's stated belief that the Jews had originated as aracially mixed group) while
condemning the racialist views of 19th-century German antiSemites. In abit of self-deception,
Rose notes the parallels between Hess's and Wagner's racialist views, "but how opposed were
their ethics! Wagner insisted that his racial ideawas based on love. But that was merely
idealistic garb for the instinct of racial domination that Hess so bitingly descried everywherein
German revolutionary thought. Wagner ran true to revolutionary form in excluding the Jews
from the festival of redemption; they could only be redeemed by destruction. Hess, on the other
hand, cast them in the role of protagonistsin the drama of cosmic redemption” (1990, 335).
Klein (1981, 147- 149) makes a similar argument regarding the racialism of the psychoanalytic
movement. The ideathat Judaism has a genetically based, altruistic role to play in human
evolution may be more ethical. However, it would appear to be equally plausible to suppose that
Hess's and Klein's comments are also an "idealistic garb” for self-serving rationalization of the
type that has been common in Jewish intellectual history (see Chapter 7); that is, they legitimize



Jewish ethnocentrism as motivated by the loftiest of moral goals and ignore real conflicts of
interest between Germans and Jews that were at least partly the result of Jewish ethnocentrism
while condemning the ethnocentrism of the Germans. Rose also illustrates the tendency of many
theorists of anti-Semitism to view the phenomenon as afundamentally irrational construction of
gentiles-amajor theme of Jewish theories of anti-Semitism discussed extensively in The Culture
of Critique. Rose repeatedly condemns as immoral the attitudes of anti-Semites that Jews were
an ethnically distinct and unassimilable group within German society, that they hated gentiles,
and that they were bent on the economic and cultural domination of gentiles, and he does so
without ever considering the evidence for or against these propositions. Because of his complete
lack of interest in actual Jewish behavior, one infers that Rose believes that data on the actual
behavior of Jews areirrelevant to the rationality of these attitudes.

22. Wagner believed that the Jewish spirit was able to dominate the German spirit in art because
Jewish influence in Germany had begun before the nation had a well-developed culture of its
own-the result of political fragmentation since the Thirty Years War. According to the diary of
Cosima Wagner, Wagner stated in 1878 that "if ever | were to write again about the Jews, |
should say | have nothing against them, it isjust that they descended on us Germans too soon,
we were not yet steady enough to absorb them” (see Rather 1990, 212).

23. Ha-Am (in Simon 1960, 102) condemned "enlightened" Western Jews who had "sold their
souls® for civil rights: "I can proclaim my feeling of kinship with my fellow-Jews, wherever they
may be, without having to defend it by far-fetched and unsatisfactory excuses'-an implicit
rebuke of the Reform project of rgecting the language of kinship and nationalism in developing
elaborate rationales for continued Jewish group cohesion in the post-Enlightenment world. Like
the German V olkische thinkers, Ha-Am believed that each nation, like each person, has a unique
character and personality. Moreover, he had pronounced ideas on what constituted the national
spirit of his people and believed that it was profoundly different from the German spirit.

24. Similarly, in the United States Zionists raised a"storm of protest” when Judge Julian Mack
of the American Jewish Committee testified before the Dillingham Commission on immigration
in 1909 that Jews were not arace (Cohen 1972, 47). Szajowski (1967, 7) cites the following
statement by Lucien Wolf, secretary of the Conjoint Foreign Committee of the Board of
Deputies and the Anglo-Jewish Association, as typical of Jewish leaders of the period, including
Jacob Schiff of the American Jewish Committee and Dr. Paul Nathan, leader of the German
Hilfsverein der deutschen Juden: "I, too, am for assimilation, but | want it mechanical and not
chemical. | want the race preserved but the spirit merged.” Goldstein (1997) shows that
American Jews in the late 19th century commonly identified themselves as aracial group, at
least partly as an image-management strategy (see Chapter 7).

25. Theilhaber is interesting because of his deep concern with Jewish fertility and at the same
time with developing organizations that would facilitate abortion and birth control among gentile
Germans. Theilhaber was very concerned about the declining Jewish birth rate and was



politically active in attempting to increase Jewish fertility (going so far asto propose to tax
*child-poor"” families to support "child-rich” families). At the same time, he was also
instrumental in creation of the Gesellschaft fi.ir Sexualreform, whose aims were to legalize
abortion and make contraceptives available to the German public (Efron 1994, 142, 144, 152).
Asindicated below, the National Socialists encouraged fertility and enacted laws that restricted
abortion and discouraged birth control.

26. Zollschan comments on the light pigmentation to be found in all Jewish groups despite the
predominance of dark pigmentation. The fin de si~cle race scientists made some interesting
speculations on the origins of blond hair and blue eyes among Jews. The German Felix von

L uschan proposed that the ancient Jews had intermarried with the non-Semitic Hittites and the
blond Amorites. The Jewish racial scientist Elias Auerbach rejected this idea because it
conflicted with the abhorrence of exogamy that is so apparent in the Tanakli. He proposed that
when Jews settled in lands with a high percentage of blondes they have an unconscious
preference to marry blondesin their own group, so that there is selection in the diaspora
environment for phenotypic resemblance to the non-Jewish population (see Efron 1994, 139-
140). The German Fritz Lenz (1931, 667- 668) (a professor of "racial hygiene" in the National
Socialist era) made a proposal similar to that of Auerbach.

27. In Jewsin the Modern World, Ruppin (1934) asserts that Jews are not aracially pure group,
because of widespread intermarriage and illicit sexual relationships in the diaspora.
Nevertheless, he describes three "racial types' of Jews, one (the Oriental Jews) genetically
identical to the ancient Jews, and two others (Sephardic and Ashkenazic) resulting from an
influx of gentile genesin the diaspora. Although these racial types are not racially pure, because
they originated as aresult of cross-breeding, they represent racial types because they have been
genetically isolated for centuriesin particular areas. Ruppin therefore conceptualizes the
Ashkenazic and Sephardic Jewish populations as originating from a high level of cross-breeding
followed by prolonged periods of genetic isolation, with the result that contemporary Jewish
populations have a high degree of genetic homogeneity and phenotypic resemblance. In a
section entitled "Disruptive Forcesin Jewry," Ruppin decries the assimilative forces of modern
societies, including the decline of religious belief and family ties, and the weakening of a sense
of common fate among Jews. Intermarriage marks the end of Judaism. Mixed marriageis
regarded as destructive of Judaism even where the non-Jewish side adopts the Jewish religion,
for it isunderstood, be it merely subconsciously, that Judaism is something more than areligion-
a common descent and a common fate. Were it only areligious communion, assimilated Jews
would actually have to welcome a mixed marriage which gains a proselyte for Judaism, but even
among them this view is conspicuously absent. (p. 318) Ruppin also regretted that "the feeling of
unity resulting from consanguinity [inbreeding] is being lost” (p. 277). Ruppin himself married
hisfirst cousin, suggesting he also placed a high value on the common Jewish practice of
consanguineous marriage, which has resulted in relatively high levels of genetic relatedness
within historical Jewish societies (see PTSDA, Ch. 4).



28. While Ruppin stated that "other nations may have points of superiority” (1913, 217), he
countenanced rather negative views of Germans. In hisintroduction to Ruppin's (1934) book, the
prominent historian Sir Louis B. Namier (1934, xx-xxi) presented the following view of
Germans. "The German is methodical, crude, constructive mainly in the mechanical sense,
extremely submissive to authority, arebel or afighter only by order from above; he gladly
remains all hislife atiny cog in amachine." He goes on to refer to German "political and social
ineptitude." As expected by social identity theory, positive attributions regarding one's ingroup
tend to be associated with negative evaluations of the outgroup.

29. Buber's close friend Gustav Landauer developed similar ideas, in which "the individual . . .
rediscovers the community to which he is linked through his blood and learns that he is merely
an 'electric spark’ in alarger unity" (Mosse 1970, 91). Nevertheless, the Jewish God was the God
of all humanity, implying some sort of coexistence of different peoples. As noted in Chapter 7,
Buber and Landauer argued that Jewish pursuit of their ethnic interests was in the service of all
mankind. As Mosse (1970, 89) notes in his comments on Buber and another Jewish Volkische
thinker, Robert Weltsch, "only by first becoming a member of the Volk could the individual Jew
truly become part of humanity." Mosse commentsthat it isnot at all clear how this Jewish
Volkische ideology would be compatible with the ideathat all of humanity would "flow
together," but the attitude was typical of many Zionists of the period. In my terms, such

ideol ogies are exampl es of rationalization, deception and!or self-deception that have been
typical of Jewish theories of Judaism throughout history (see Chapters 7 and 8).

30. "Dr. Wise Urges Jews to Declare Selves as Such,” New Y ork Herald Tribune, June 13, 1938,
12.

31. Niewyk also includes among the liberal Jewish voices the novelists Georg Her-mann and
Kurt Milnzer, both of whom believed that racial differences divided Jews and Germans. In
attempting to understand Jewish uniqueness, another liberal, Rabbi Caesar Seligmann of
Frankfurt-am-Main, attributed it to " Jewish sentiment, the instinctive, call it what you will, call it
the community of blood, call it tribal consciousness, call it the ethnic soul, but best of all call it:
the Jewish heart" (in Niewyk 1980, 106).

32. Graetz's work is replete with ingroup glorification and denigration of outgroups. While other
nations had sunk into debauchery and violence, the Jews had remained true to their historical
mission: "In the midst of a debauched and sinful world and amid vices with which, inits
beginnings, the Jews were also infected, they yet freed themselves, they raised on high an
exalted standard of moral purity, and thus formed a striking contrast to other nations' (Graetz
1898, VI, 706). Their allegiance to high moral standards required them to separate themselves
entirely from the "heathen world" (p. 721)- a common rationalization for Jewish separatism (see
Chapter 7).

33. This Jewish intellectual racialism among psychoanalysts was highly compatible with afirm



commitment to Jewish group continuity. Indeed, Klein (1981) notes that Freud passionately
implored his associate Max Graf not to abandon his Jewish commitment by baptizing his son. A
theme of The Culture O/Critique is that a major component of Jewish intellectual movementsin
the 20th century has been a commitment to messianic universalist movements, which propose to
lead humanity to a higher moral plane while nevertheless retaining Jewish group continuity.
These movements are thus compatible with continued genetic segregation between Jews and
gentiles and continued group-based resource competition between Jews and gentiles,

34. Before their rupture, Jung is described as a " strong independent personality, as a Teuton™ (in
Gay 1988, 201). After Jung was made head of the International Psychoanalytic Association, a
colleague of Freud was concerned because, "taken as arace," Jung and his gentile colleagues
were "completely different from us Viennese" (in Gay 1988, 219). In 1908 Freud wrote a letter
to the psychoanalyst Karl Abraham in which Abraham is described as keen, while Jung is
described as having a great deal of elan-which, as Y erushalmi (1991, 43) notes, indicates a
tendency to stereotype individuals on the basis of group membership (the intellectually sharp
Jew and the energetic Aryan). Freud's sense of Jewish superiority can also be seenin his
statement that "ruthless egoism" is more characteristic of gentiles than of Jews, while Jewish
family life and intellectual life are superior. Freud pointed to Jewish achievement in the arts and
sciences to support his claim that Jews were superior (see Cuddihy 1974, 36). Further, Freud
viewed these differences as unchangeable. In a 1933 letter Freud decried the upsurge in anti-
Semitism, stating that "my judgment of human nature, especially the Christian-Aryan variety,
has had little reason to change” (in Y erushalmi 1991, 48). Nor, in Freud's opinion, would the
Jewish character change. In Moses and Monotheism, Freud (1939, 51 n) states that "it is
historically certain that the Jewish type was finally fixed as a result of the reforms of Ezra and
Nehemiah in the fifth century before Christ." AsY erushalmi (1991, 52) notes, "Freud was
thoroughly convinced that once the Jewish character was created in ancient timesit had
remained constant, immutable, its quintessential qualitiesindelible.” Viewed in this manner the
obvious racialism and the clear statement of Jewish ethical, spiritual, and intellectual superiority
contained in Freud's last work, Moses and Monotheism, must be seen not as an aberration of
Freud's thinking but as central to his attitudes, if not his published work dating from a much
earlier period. These issues are discussed more fully in The Culture of Critique. Here they
merely serve as an indication of the deeply held racialist views of individuals on both sides of
the ethnic divide during the period.

35. Asdiscussed by Yerushalmi (1991, 46), in 1921 Wilhelm Dolles published a book Dos
Jiidische als Geistesrichtung [ The Jewish and the Christian as Spiritual Direction] which argued
that Jews were attracted to psychoanalysis because they had a "hysterical" character because
they had striven throughout their history for unattainable goals. Dolles did not reject
psychoanalysis but advocated a different form of psychoanalysis for Christians, such as that of
Jung, more attuned to the morally superior Christian character.

36. Yerushalmi (1991, 54) aso notes that Ernest Jones, a self described " Shabbes-goy among the



Viennese" and someone whose worshipful compliance made him very useful to psychoanalysis
as a Jewish ethnic movement, also had the view that Jews had certain physical features that
caused gentiles to have unconscious hostility toward them.

37. After becoming arefugee, Arendt lived her life in an almost exclusively Jewish milieu,
working for a Jewish refugee relief organization, for Jewish Cultural Reconstruction, Inc., and
for a publisher of Judaica, Schocken Books. Her theory of anti-Semitism, as expressed in The
Origins of Totalitarianism, like many other theories of anti-Semitism developed by Jewish
intellectual s such as those discussed in The Culture of Critique, provides no role for resource
competition between impermeable ethnic groups. Katz (1983, 83) presents Arendt as an example
of atheorist of anti-Semitism who unrealistically and apologetically ignores the contribution of
Jewish behavior to anti-Semitism.

38. The Nethinim were members of aforeign ethnic group living as slavesin ancient Israglite
society and thought to be descendants of the peoples displaced by the Israglites in the post-
Exodus conquest. Asindicated in PTSDA (Chs. 3 and 4), the Samaritans were excluded by the
Israelites in the post-Exilic period because of their doubtful racial purity.

39. Interestingly, when de LaGarde visited England in the 1850s, he was very favorably
impressed by the unity of the people, the popularity of the monarchy, and the responsible
behavior of the aristocracy (Stern 1961, 54). Whether or not he was correct in his judgment, it
may well be the case that the muted forms of individualism that have characterized several proto-
typical Western societies depend for their success on high levels of social consensus and on
social or legal constraints on the individualistic behavior of elites.



Race and Crime: An International Dilemma
By Rushton, J. Philippe
Society, Jan-Feb 1995

In their magisterial Crime and Human Nature, J.Q. Wilson and R.J. Herrnstein noted that the
Asian underrepresentation in U.S. crime statistics posed a theoretical problem. The solution
proposed by criminologists as early as the 1920s was that the Asian "ghetto" protected members
from the disruptive tendencies of the outside society. For blacks, however, the ghetto is said to
foster crime.

The overrepresentation of blacksin U.S. crime statistics has existed since the turn of the
twentieth century. The census of 1910 showed more blacks than whitesin jail, in the north as
well as in the south. Official figures from the 1930s through the 1950s showed that the number
of blacks arrested for crimes of violence in proportion to the number of whites ranged from 6:1
to 16:1. These statistics have not improved in the interim.

Breaching along taboo, liberals from Bill Clinton to Jesse Jackson have recently made it
respectabl e to theorize about "black-on-black” crime. Conservative magazines like the National
Review have also begun to discuss aspects of the race/crime link (see "Blacks... and Crime,"
May 16, 1994; "How to Cut Crime," May 30, 1994). What is yet to be acknowledged, however,
Isthe international generalizability of the race/crime relationship. The matrix found within the
United States, with Asians being most law-abiding, Africans least, and Europeans intermediate,
Isto be observed in other multiracial countries like Britain, Brazil, and Canada. Moreover, the
pattern is revealed in China and the Pacific Rim, Europe and the Middle East, and Africa and
the Caribbean. Because the "American dilemma’ is global in manifestation, explanations must
go well beyond U.S. particulars.

| emphasize at the outset that enormous variability exists within each of the populations on
many of the traits to be discussed. Because distributions substantially overlap, with average
differences amounting to between 4 and 34 percent, it is highly problematic to generalize from a
group average to a particvular individual. Nonetheless, as | hope to show, significant racial
variation exists, not only in crime but also in other traits that predispose to crime, including
testosterone, brain size, temperament, and cognitive ability.

The global nature of the racial pattern in crime is shown in data collated from INTERPOL using
the 1984 and 1986 yearbooks. After analyzing information on nearly 100 countries, | reported,

in the 1990 issue of the Canadian Journal of Criminology, that African and Caribbean countries
had double the rate of violent crime (an aggregate of murder, rape, and serious assault) than did
European countries, and three times more than did countries in the Pacific Rim. Averaging over



the three crimes and two time periods, the figures per 100,000 population were, respectively,
142, 74, and 43.

| have corroborated these results using the most recent INTERPOL yearbook (1990). The rates
of murder, rape, and serious assault per 100,000 population reported for 23 predominantly
African countries, 41 Caucasian countries, and 12 Asian countries were: for murder, 13, 5, and
3; for rape, 17, 6, and 3; and for serious assault, 213, 63, and 27. Summing the crimes gave
figures per 100,000, respectively, of 243, 74, and 33. The gradient remained robust over
contrasts of racially homogeneous countries in northeast Asia, central Europe, and sub-Saharan
Africa, or of racially mixed but predominantly black or white/Amerindian countriesin the
Caribbean and Central America. In short, a stubborn pattern exists worldwide that requires
explanation. Testosterone and the Family The breakdown of the black family and the strengths
of the Asian family are often used to explain the crime pattern within the United States.
Learning to follow rulesis thought to depend on family socialization. Since the 1965 Moynihan
Report documented the high rates of marital dissolution, frequent heading of families by
women, and numerous illegitimate births, the figures cited as evidence for the instability of the
black family in America have tripled.

A similarly constituted matrifocal black family existsin the Caribbean with father-absent
households, lack of paternal certainty, and separate bookkeeping by spouses. The Caribbean
pattern, like the American one, istypically attributed to the long legacy of slavery. However,
the slavery hypothesis does not fit data from sub-Saharan Africa. After reviewing long-standing
African marriage systems in the 1989 issue of Ethology and Sociobiology, anthropologist
Patricia Draper of Pennsylvania State University concluded: "coupled with low investment
parenting is a mating pattern that permits early sexual activity, loose economic and emotional
ties between spouses... and in many cases the expectation on the part of both spouses that the
marriage will end in divorce or separation, followed by the formation of another union."

The African marriage system may partly depend on traits of temperament. Biological variables
such as the sex hormone testosterone are implicated in the tendency toward multiple
relationships as well as the tendency to commit crime. One study, published in the 1993 issue of
Criminology by Alan Booth and D. Wayne Osgood, showed clear evidence of atestosterone-
crime link based on an analysis of 4,462 U.S. military personnel. Other studies have linked
testosterone to an aggressive and impulsive personality, to alack of empathy, and to sexual
behavior. Testosterone levels explain why young men are disproportionately represented in
crime statistics relative to young women, and why younger people are more trouble-prone than
older people. Testosterone reliably differentiates the sexes and is known to decline with age.
Ethnic differences exist in average level of testosterone. Studies show 3 to 19 percent more
testosterone in black college students and military veterans than in their white counterparts.
Studies among the Japanese show a correspondingly lower amount of testosterone than among
white Americans. Medical research has focused on cancer of the prostate, one determinant of
which is testosterone. Black men have higher rates of prostate cancer than do white men who in



turn have higher rates than do Oriental men.

Sex hormones also influence reproductive physiology. Whereas the average woman produces 1
egg every 28 daysin the middle of the menstrual cycle, some women have shorter cycles and
others produce more than one egg; both events trandate into greater fecundity including the
birth of dizygotic (two-egg) twins. Black women average shorter menstrual cycles than white
women and produce a greater frequency of dizygotic twins. The rate per 1,000 birthsisless than
4 among east Asians, 8 among whites, and 16 or greater among Africans and African-
Americans.

Racial differences exist in sexual behavior, as documented by numerous surveys including
those carried out by the World Health Organization. Africans, African-Americans and blacks
living in Britain are more sexually active, at an earlier age, and with more sexual partners than
are Europeans and white Americans, who in turn are more sexually active, at an earlier age, and
with more sexual partners than are Asians, Asian-Americans, and Asians living in Britain.
Differencesin sexual activity tranglate into consequences. Teenage fertility rates around the
world show the racial gradient, as does the pattern of sexually transmitted diseases. World
Health Organization Technical Reports and other studies examining the worldwide prevalence
of AIDS, syphilis, gonorrhea, herpes, and chlamydiatypically find low levelsin China and
Japan and high levelsin Africa, with European countries intermediate. Thisis also the pattern
found within the United States.

International data on personality and temperament show that blacks are less restrained and less
guiescent than whites and whites are less restrained and less quiescent than Orientals. With
infants and young children observer ratings are the main method employed, whereas with adults
the use of standardized tests are more frequent. One study in French-language Quebec
examined 825 four- to six-year olds from 66 countries rated by 50 teachers. All the children
were in preschool French-language immersion classes for immigrant children. Teachers
consistently reported better social adjustment and less hostility-aggression from east Asian than
from white than from African-Caribbean children. Another study based on twenty-five
countries from around the world showed that east Asians were |less extraverted and more
anxiety-prone than Europeans who in turn were less outgoing and more restrained than
Africans.

Behavior Genetics

Differences between individuals in testosterone and its various metabolites are about 50 percent
heritable. More surprising to many are the studies suggesting that criminal tendencies are also
heritable. According to American, Danish, and Swedish adoption studies, children who were
adopted in infancy were at greater risk for criminal convictions if their biological parents had
been convicted than if the adopting parents who raised them had been convicted. In one study
of all 14,427 nonfamilial adoptions in Denmark from 1924 to 1947, it was found that siblings



and half-siblings adopted separately into different homes were concordant for convictions.
Convergent with this adoption work, twin studies find that identical twins are roughly twice as
much alike in their criminal behavior as fraternal twins. In 1986 | reported the results of a study
of 576 pairs of adult twins on dispositions to altruism, empathy, nurturance, and aggressiveness,
traits which parents are expected to socialize heavily. Y et 50 percent of the variance in both
men and women was attributabl e to genetics. The well-known Minnesota Study of Twins
Raised Apart led by Thomas J. Bouchard, Jr., has confirmed the importance of genetic factors
to personality traits such as aggressiveness, dominance, and impulsivity. David Rowe at the
University of Arizonareviewed much of this literature in his 1994 book Limits of Family
Influence. He explains how siblings raised together in the same family may differ genetically
from each other in delinquency.

Genes code for enzymes, which, under the influence of the environment, lay down tractsin the
brains and neurohormonal systems of individuals, thus affecting people's minds and the choices
they make about behavioral alternatives. In regard to aggression, for example, people inherit
nervous systems that dispose them to anger, irritability, impulsivity, and alack of
conditionability. In general, these factors influence self-control, a psychological variable
figuring prominently in theories of criminal behavior.

Behavior genetic studies provide information about environmental effects. As described in
Rowe's book, the important variables turn out to be within afamily, not between families.
Factors such as social class, family religion, parental values, and child-rearing styles are not
found to have a strong common effect on siblings. Because individual minds channel common
environments in separate ways siblings acquire alternative sets of information. Although
siblings resembl e each other in their exposure to violent television programs, it is the more
aggressive one who identifies with aggressive characters and who views aggressive
consequences as positive.

Within-family studies show that intelligence and temperament separate siblings in proneness to
delinquency. It is not difficult to imagine how an intellectually less able and temperamentally
more impulsive sibling seeks out a social environment different from his or her more able and
less impulsive sibling. Within the constraints allowed by the total spectrum of cultural
alternatives, people create environments maximally compatible with their genotypes. Genetic
similarity explains the tendency for trouble-prone personalities to seek each other out for
friendship and marriage. One objection sometimes made to genetic theories of crimeisthe
finding that crime rates fluctuate with social conditions. Generational changesin crime,
however, are expected by genetic theories. As environments become less impeding and more
equal, the genetic contribution to individual difference variation necessarily becomes larger.
Over the last 50 years, for example, there has been an increase in the genetic contribution to
both academic attainment and longevity as harmful environmental effects have been mitigated
and more equal opportunities created. Thus, easing social constraints on underlying "at risk"
genotypes leads to an increase in criminal behavior.



Intelligence

Therole of low cognitive ability in disposing a child to delinquency is established even within
the same family where aless able sibling is observed to engage in more deviant behavior than
an advantaged sibling. Problem behaviors begin early in life and manifest themselves as an
unwillingness or inability to follow family rules. Later, drug abuse, early onset of sexual
activity, and more clearly defined illegal acts make up the broad-based syndrome predicted by
low intelligence.

Racial differences exist in average 1Q-test scores and again the pattern extends well beyond the
United States. The global literature on 1Q was reviewed by Richard Lynn in the 1991 issue of
Mankind Quarterly. Caucasoids of North America, Europe, and Australasia generally obtained
mean | Qs of around 100. Mongoloids from both North America and the Pacific Rim obtained
dlightly higher means, in the range of 101 to 111. Africans from south of the Sahara, African-
Americans, and African-Caribbeans (including those living in Britain) obtained mean |Qs
ranging from 70 to 90.

The question remains of whether test scores are valid measures of group differences in mental
ability. Basically, the answer hinges on whether the tests are culture-bound. Doubts linger in
many quarters, athough alarge body of technical work has disposed of this problem among
those with psychometric expertise, as shown in the book of surveys by Snyderman and
Rothman. Thisis because the tests show similar patterns of internal item consistency and
predictive validity for all groups, and the same differences are to be found on relatively culture-
free tests.

Novel data about speed of decision making show that the racial differencesin menta ability are
pervasive. Cross-cultural investigations of reaction times have been done on nine- to twelve-
year olds from six countries. In these elementary tasks, children must decide which of several
lightsis on, or stands out from others, and move a hand to press a button. All children can
perform the tasks in less than one second, but more intelligent children, as measured by
traditional 1Q tests, perform the task faster than do less intelligent children. Richard Lynn found
Oriental children from Hong Kong and Japan to be faster in decision time than white children
from Britain and Ireland who were faster than black children from Africa. Arthur Jensen has
reported the same three-way pattern in California.

Brain Size

The relation between mental ability and brain size has been established in studies using
magnetic resonance imaging, which, in vivo, construct three-dimensional pictures of the brain
and confirm correlations reported since the turn of the century measuring head perimeter. The
brain size/cognitive ability correlations range from about 0.10 to 0.40. Moreover, racial



differences are found in brain size. It has often been held that racial differencesin brain size,
established in the nineteenth century, disappear when corrections are made for body size and
other variables such as bias. However, modern studies confirm nineteenth-century findings.

Three main procedures have been used to estimate brain size: (a) weighing wet brains at
autopsy; (b) measuring the volume of empty skulls using filler; and (c) measuring external head
size and estimating volume. Data from all three sources triangulate on the conclusion that, after
statistical corrections are made for body size, east Asians average about 17 ¢c[m.sup.3] (1 cubic
inch) more cranial capacity than whites who average about 80 ¢[m.sup.3] (5 cubic inches) more
than blacks. Ho and colleagues at the Medical College of Wisconsin analyzed brain autopsy
dataon 1,261 American subjects aged 25 to 80 after excluding obviously damaged brains and
reported, in the 1980 issue of Archives of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine, that, after
controlling for age and body size, white men averaged 100 grams more brain weight than black
men, and white women averaged 100 grams more brain weight than black women. With
endocrania volume, Beals and colleagues computerized the world database of up to 20,000
craniaand published their resultsin the 1984 issue of Current Anthropology. Sex-combined
brain cases differed by continental area with populations from Asiaaveraging 1,415 c[m.sup.3],
those from Europe averaging 1,362 c[m.sup.3], and those from Africa averaging 1,268
c[m.sup.3].

Using external head measurements | have found, after corrections are made for body size, that
east Asians consistently average alarger brain than do Caucasians or Africans. Three of these
studies were published in the journal Intelligence. In a 1991 study, from data compiled by the
U.S. space agency NASA, military samples from Asia averaged 14 ¢c[m.sup.3] more crania
capacity than those from Europe. In a stratified random sample of 6,325 U.S. Army personnel
measured in 1988 for fitting helmets, | found that Asian-Americans averaged 36 c[m.sup.3]
more than European-Americans who averaged 21 c[m.sup.3] more than African-Americans.
Most recently, | analyzed data from tens of thousands of men and women aged 25 to 45 collated
by the International Labour Office in Geneva and found that Asians averaged 10 c[m.sup.3]
more than Europeans and 66 c[m.sup.3] more than Africans.

Racial differencesin brain size and 1Q show up early in life. Data from the National
Collaborative Perinatal Project on 19,000 black children and 17,000 white children show that
black children have a smaller head perimeter at birth and, although they are born shorter in
stature and lighter in weight, by age seven "catch-up growth" leads them to be larger in body
size than white children, but still smaller in head perimeter. Head perimeter at birth correlated
with 1Q at age seven in both the black and the white children.

Origins of Race Differences

Racial differences exist at a more profound level than is normally considered. Why do
Europeans average so consistently between Africans and Asians in crime, family system, sexual



behavior, testosterone level, intelligence, and brain size? It is almost certain that genetics and
evolution have arole to play. Transracial adoption studies indicate genetic influence. Studies of
Korean and Vietnamese children adopted into white American and white Belgian homes
showed that, although as babies many had been hospitalized for malnutrition, they grew to excel
in academic ability with IQs ten points higher than their adoptive national norms. By contrast,
Sandra Scarr and her colleagues at Minnesota found that at age 17, black and mixed-race
children adopted into white middle-class families performed at a lower level than the white
siblings with whom they were raised. Adopted white children had an average 1Q of 106, an
average aptitude based on national norms at the 59th percentile, and a class rank at the 54th
percentile; mixed-race children had an average 1Q of 99, an aptitude at the 53rd percentile, and
aclassrank at the 40th percentile; and black children had an average 1Q of 89, an aptitude at the
42nd percentile, and a class rank at the 36th percentile.

No known environmental variable can explain the inverse relation across the three races
between gamete production (two-egg twinning) and brain size. The only known explanation for
this trade-off islife-history theory. A life-history is a genetically organized suite of characters
that evolved in a coordinated manner so asto allocate energy to survival, growth, and
reproduction. Thereis, in short, a trade-off between parental effort, including paternal
investment, and mating effort, a distinction Patricia Draper referred to as one between "cads"
and "dads."

Evolutionary hypotheses have been made for why Asians have the largest brains and the most
parenting investment strategy. The currently accepted view of human origins, the "African Eve'
theory, posits a beginning in Africa some 200,000 years ago, an exodus through the Middle East
with an African/non-African split about 110,000 years ago, and a Caucasoid/Mongoloid split
about 40,000 years ago. Evolutionary selection pressures are different in the hot savanna where
Africans evolved than in the cold arctic where Asians evolved.

The evidence shows that the further north the populations migrated out of Africa, the more they
encountered the cognitively demanding problems of gathering and storing food, gaining shelter,
making clothes, and raising children successfully during prolonged winters. The evolutionary
sequence fits with and helps to explain how and why the variables cluster. As the original
African populations evolved into Caucasoids and Mongoloids, they did so in the direction of
larger brains and lower levels of sex hormone, with concomitant reductions in aggression and
sexual potency and increases in forward planning and family stability.

Despite the vast body of evidence now accumulating for important genetic and behavioral
differences among the three great macro-races, there is much reluctance to accept that the
differencesin crime are deeply rooted. Perhaps one must sympathize with fears aroused by race
research. But all theories of human nature can be used to generate abusive policies. And a
rejection of the genetic basisfor racial variation in behavior is not only poor scholarship, it may
be injurious to unique individuals and to complexly structured societies. Moreover, it should be



emphasized that probably no more than about 50 percent of the variance among races is genetic,
with the remaining 50 percent due to the environment. Even genetic effects are necessarily
mediated by neuroendocrine and psychosocial mechanisms, thus allowing opportunity for
benign intervention and the alleviation of suffering.
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Discrimination and Differentiation: An Ethical Biological I ssue
George Sunderland Policy Analyst, Washington, D.C.

This paper discusses the ethical and biological implications of the concept of discrimination.
The author perceives freedom of speech and action as endangered by prevailing anti-
discrimination laws and notes that certain of these run counter to sociobiological readlity.

According to the Oxford English Dictionary, discrimination is defined as "the act of
discriminating or distinguishing; a distinction (made with the mind or in action); the power of
observing differences accurately, or to making exact distinctions." This traditional definitionis
relatively value neutral, and permitted the word to be used in favorable, as well as negative,
contexts. Indeed, to have called a man or woman a discriminating person was traditionally
considered a high compliment to a person's judgment, discretion, or taste.

By akind of linguistic Gresham's Law, however, the verbal equivaent of base metal has driven
the verbal equivalent of gold coinage out of circulation. Since the mid-1950s in America, the
word "discrimination” has come to acquire an exclusively negative shading because of its
politically loaded use as aterm of condemnation. Discrimination has quickly acquired the
following meaning: unfair and reprehensible behavior towards a representative of a given race,
religion, ethnic group, sex, or behavioral dysfunction (e.g., homosexuality). Latterly, it has been
regarded as invidious and legally actionable for a citizen to even notice or comment upon the
distinguishing characteristics of some offended group, even if no unfair action follows.

This new meaning of the word discrimination has spread internationally in parallel with the
current Western ideological movement to compel the belief that all the races of mankind are
identical. In some languages, the introduction of the word "discrimination” to other languages
has resulted in linguistic monstrosities. While in English one discriminates in favor of or against
something, in German the word has acquired a transitive usage as seen in the following example
of the results of a playground quarrel: "Muitti, er hat mich diskriminiert!"

Free Speech: One of the First Casualties

Amusing as such solecisms are, it isafact that in virtually all industrialized Western societies
discrimination as recently defined is regarded with official opprobrium, and large sums of tax
money are spent to root it out and criminalize transgressors. Indeed, Canada has surpassed the
United States in this respect, as there have already been cases of individuals whose writings
have been suppressed because they were considered discriminatory. Whether in Canada,
America, or Britain, combatting discrimination has come to be a major function of government.
Commissions are established, laws and regulations are promulgated, employees are enrolled in
compulsory lectures, private businesses are obliged to certify nondiscrimination, and



government security clearances can be withheld on the basis of hearsay testimony regarding an
individual's alleged discriminatory remarks.

Before we consider the long-run implications of such policy enforcement, however, | would
like to draw the reader's attention back to the original meaning of discrimination, and examine it
as an adaptive behavior in human beings. Asthe Oxford dictionary definition makes clear,
discrimination is actually the cognitive ability to differentiate. While this capacity may be very
rudimentary in the lower orders of fauna, such as insects, as we ascend the phylogenetic scale,
life becomes more complex and its ability to survive depends on simple judgments based on the
ability to perceive differences. Is the creature of my own species who is approaching me friend
or foe? Isthat animal dangerous or tame? Is this plant poisonous or edible? Distinctions of this
sort are ludicrously simple, but they form the experiential data base of any creature that expects
to survive and propagate. Internalized, these distinctions become prejudices, i.e., mnemonic
devices that help sentient creatures cope with unfamiliar situations. The human species, in the
absence of tropism and instinct, requires the ability to differentiate.

Anincreasing sophistication in roles and diversity of skillsin human societies came with the
development of a sophisticated capacity to differentiate experience. Within individual
communities there arose the separation of individual members according to roles and duties.
This processis essentialy the same as the free market notion of specialization of 1abor; the
surpluses created by specialization of function permitted not only material abundance, but the
development of a higher level of culture. Culture is always dependent on the perception of
members of the human species as differentiated individuals, rather than as reflexive components
of agroup. It isthe achievement of individual identity which marks the dawn of Homo sapiens.

With the acquisition of sapiency and culture, mankind developed religion and religion-derived
systems of ethical conduct. A distinguishing feature of every known religion and ethical system
has been the construction of a hierarchy of values. It would be a metaphysical absurdity
otherwise, for areligion or ethic without a scale of values would have no justification to exist.
Characteristic of all moral systems, at least until the advent of existentialism and moral
relativism in the twentieth century, has been a clear differentiation between good and evil.

Until the end of the eighteenth century, the principle that man was a sapient individual,
responsible to adeity for his acts, was undisputed within the ambit of Western Civilization. The
first crack in this value system appeared in the writings of the philosophers of the French
Revolution, such as Rousseau and Robespierre. They were affronted by the existence of
different classes and economic conditions within society, which could only be remedied by a
radical levelling of the conditions of individual men and women within their republic of virtue.
The revolutionaries plansreveal not merely adesire to alleviate the burden of immemorial
poverty, but a positive desire to erase any distinction between citizens for its own sake. Forcing
the King to don the tricolor rosette and be addressed as citoyen Capet could not conceivably
enrich the nation, but it was seen as a positive virtue to eliminate the differences which



distinguish one man from his neighbor.
An Exercise in Income and Status Equalization

The modern movement to erase distinctions among human beings thus began largely as an
exercise in income and status equalization among citizens within a nation. Throughout the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries, this movement has acquired messianic legitimation through
Marxist doctrine, and has increased in both intensity and geographic distribution to the point
where laissez faire economicsis only permitted in a handful of states on the Pacific Rim. The
political collapse of the Leninist variant of Marxism does not seem likely to significantly
delegitimize the world-wide movement toward income and status levelling; on the contrary, the
creation of the "Single Europe”, directed by a socialist-bureaucratic secretariat headquartered in
Brussels, islikely to increase income redistribution in Western Europe while putting the brake
on free market entrepreneurialism further east.

During the latter half of the twentieth century, social and economic levelling have been
supplemented by a global political movement for racial homogenization. Since the mid-1940s at
the latest (coincident with the founding of the United Nations), political elites have regarded
those phenomena which distinguish the various racial taxain a cultural sense - economic
success, scientific achievement, and artistic tradition, among other traits - as obstaclesto be
removed through exhortation, education, and the force of law. According to the theories of
anthropological relativism popularized by Franz Boas and Margaret Meade, since al cultures
are ipso facto equal, the inequalities between groups are consequently false and meretricious,
and can only be explained by other factors, such as the exploitation of one group by another.
This twisted reasoning lies behind such political programs as the U.N.'s New Economic Order
(NEC) - global income redistribution to favor those racial groups that are less advanced - the
Genocide convention (which defines statements that could be construed as leading to "mental
harm"” to other races as genocidal acts meriting extradition and trial), and UNESCO's programs
of cultural propaganda paid for by the taxpayers of the wealthier Western counties. Within the
Western nations themselves, the governmental apparatuses have implemented a panoply of
legal and regulative measures to eliminate distinctions between racial groups, such as hiring and
representational quotas, "antidiscrimination” laws which weaken property rights, and various
measures designed to suppress speech which might draw attention to racial differences. Even
more pervasive than the legal measures, however, has been the more-or-less unofficial practice
of social coercion. While certain forms of speech touching on racial, ethnic, and related
distinctions are not formally proscribed, injudicious remarks will usually result in pressure by
organized groups to remove the offending individual from his place of employment; image-
conscious corporations, anxious to avoid guilt by association, usually comply with demands of
the aggrieved minority.

By this process, the First Amendment to the Constitution, which employ to legitimize various
forms of non-verbal behavior (such as pornography and flag-burning) as " protected speech,” has



ironically become a dead letter for many traditional words and forms of speech currently
ostracized by the antidiscrimination movement. The career paths of James Watt, Jimmy "the
Greek" Snyder, Jackie Mason, and Andy Rooney areillustrative of this phenomenon.

"The Hate Crimes Statistics Act"

However, these informal persecutions are likely to gain the force of law before the year 2000 in
America. Not only isthere ample legal precedent in other Western countries, but recent
legiglative initiatives suggest that organized social coercion by the antidiscrimination movement
will eventually be supplemented by a broad range of civil and criminal penalties. In February,
the U.S. Senate passed |legidlation emotively titled "The Hate Crimes Statistics Act”. This bill
seeks to encourage the Justice Department to pass judgment on whether certain crimes,
misdemeanors, and civilly actionable behaviors are motivated by racial, ethnic or anti-
homosexual "hate." Not only does this bill thereby involve the federal government in law
enforcement activities that were previously the domain of state and local authorities, it also
implicitly attempts to redefine common sense concepts of "crime." If injudicious speech is
motivated by "hate," isthe commission of robbery and murder by a professional criminal
(which falls outside the penumbra of the bill) considered alesser act because it was presumably
motivated by desire for economic gain? On the other hand, is the American criminal class not
motivated, at least in part, by hatred of norma members of society? To read the legislation, one
would have to conclude otherwise.

The average middle class American might venture surprise that the political elites would regard
rude language towards a homosexual as a more serious "crime" than murder, since the former
merits urgent federal attention and the latter does not. But that is precisely the tendency of
American political elites, whose membership is largely composed of the antidiscrimination
movement. It is noteworthy that President Bush's proposed Omnibus Anticrime Act (which
attempts to deal with the sorts of crime that most Americans encounter) has not received a
favorable review from Congress.

It is also worth noting afeature of the Hate Crimes bill which implies amelding of government
and private activist groups. A provision of the bill exhorts the Justice Department to
"coordinate” its statistics gathering activities with such quasi-private groups as the B'nai B'rith
and the NAACP. This statute suggests therefore that agencies of a popularly elected

government are either technically incompetent or insufficiently zealousto properly carry out the
law on their own. By omission, aso, the bill insinuates that the average unaffiliated citizen's
views on what constitutes hate do not carry the same weight as those of the abovementioned
groups. The implication that a sanhedrin of private groupsis required to pass judgment on law
enforcement matters suggests that within afew years the socially coercive powers of private
"antidiscrimination groups’ will be fused with the executive and judicial power of government.

The Civil Rights bill, which was killed by President Bush but which will likely be resurrected in



essentially ssimilar form, would make civilly liable those employers who cannot prove in court
that the qualifications for employment they have established are "essentia” for the job
description. In other words, the plaintiff would not have to prove discrimination in order to
receive a judgment; while the defendant must not only prove that no discrimination took place,
but also that the stated qualifications for the job (e.g., auniversity degree or tangible experience
in the field) are not merely "reasonable" but essential. Aside from the chilling implication that
the shift of the burden of proof from the plaintiff to the defendant has for the protection of
Constitutional rights, this bill marveloudly illustrates the unstated philosophy behind the
antidiscrimination movement that has persisted since Rousseau: the refusal to make reasonable
distinctions, and the desire to force others to desist from making such distinctions.

Discrimination is a Natural Process

The common denominator among all antidiscrimination movements, whether they are
concerned with skin color, income, sex, individual ability, or dysfunctional behaviors, is that
they resolutely refuse to honor traditional common sense distinctions that have helped keep
societies on an even keel. They object to sodomy laws, for instance, on the grounds that such
laws "discriminate” against homosexuals. But that is precisely the point: the need to protect
society (and its children) against the kind of dysfunctiona behavior which spreads disease and
social dissolution. Vagrancy laws "discriminate” against vagrants. Laws to institutionalize the
insane "discriminate” against the insane, and so on. Of course, when a society no longer
discriminates against the insane by institutionalizing them, it ends up with more vagrants.

Thislitany of folly isvirtually endless. The death penalty "discriminates” against those groups
of people from whose ranks most murderers are drawn. Intelligence tests "discriminate” against
those with lesser intelligence. English grammar "discriminates” against women. Western culture
"discriminates’ against all that is not Western culture. A set of stairs "discriminates’ against the
physically disabled. Airline safety regulations "discriminate” against the blind. Private clubs
"discriminate” because they are not public clubs, i.e., open to everybody. This process leadsto a
startling conclusion: if something istruetoitsoriginal intent or definition it isipso facto
discriminatory, because it is a set which does not intersect with all other sets. A manis
discriminatory because he is not awoman; QED.

This paradigm, if allowed to control all aspects of society, may eventually lead to the
breakdown of society itself, because the society which accepts this paradigm will not only be
unable to defend its institutions philosophically, but physically aswell. In the 1960s and 70s,
police forces abolished height and weight requirements for police officer candidates because
these qualifications "discriminated” against women. As aresult, police departments must not
only accept understrength women but puny men as well. Unfortunately for society, such
physical specimensin police uniform are not only less able to defend themselvesin a violent
confrontation, their unimposing appearance means they are less able to deter violence by their
very presence. A recent incident in Mansfield, Ohio, isarevealing case in point. Two prisoners



being arraigned were reported to have overpowered an armed woman police officer, leading to a
hostage situation.

However, the public report attempted to conceal the gravity of the situation by distorting the
truth. In fact, the two felons overpowered four armed female officers and relieved them of their
sidearms. The press, by covering up the truth in its efforts to avoid hurting people's feelings, is
misleading the citizenry about the danger to public safety posed by misguided social
engineering.

The quality of the police forcesis being further eroded by requirements that entrance
examinations be "normed" (i.e. fudged) downward so asto permit unrestricted hiring of various
racial and ethnic minorities. As older cohorts of police officers reach retirement age, therefore,
police forces across the country will have to face the fact that their personnel will increasingly
consist of individuals who are either physically or mentally unfit by traditional standards. One
cannot overestimate the danger to public safety that such atransformation in law enforcement
will portend, but it will be extremely difficult to counter the anti-discrimination paradigm,
which dictates levelling of standards and refusal to make common sense distinctions.

The standard that there shall be no standard isinvading other fields critical to health, safety, and
national survival. Traditionally, a fireman has required exceptional physical strength to perform
the duties necessary to protect the public. The ability to carry an unconscious man weighing
upwards of 200 pounds through a window and down aladder is a punishing requirement - but it
isthe whole point of fire fighting. Again, however, standards have been "normed" so that
physically weaker women can meet them. While the social effects of this policy may not be felt
for some time, within ageneration it is bound to dilute the effectiveness of another public
service.

The most recent cause célebre of the antidiscrimination movement has been the effort to abolish
the combat exclusion rule in the military. The movement is challenging one of the most ancient
social taboos of al, the principle that women should not fight in wars. There are many profound
socio-biologica implications to the overthrowing of this taboo, such as the social coarsening of
women (who, according to George Gilder, are the true custodians of culture), the physical
endangerment of society's childbearers, and the breaking down, in the enemy's mind, of the
distinction between combatants and noncombatants.

Women in Combat

L eaving these issues aside for a moment, one should focus more closely on afar ssmpler and
more quantifiable factor: combat effectiveness. Although proponents of women in combat
consistently evade the issue, women almost invariably fail to meet the physical standards
required of combat soldiers. According to tests conducted by the Marine Corps, for example,
most women are unable to throw a hand grenade beyond its lethal bursting radius. That would



seem to settle the argument rather conclusively, but anti-discrimination zeal ots refuse to see
why this would matter in practice. Proponents generally fall back on the argument that modern
war issuch a"high tech" affair that strength really does not matter (ignoring the inconsistency
that it is usually they who oppose the acquisition of expensive high tech weapon systems for the
reason that they don't work anyway). Nevertheless, veterans of the British Army's slog to Goose
Green during the Falklands Campaign or the 82nd Airborne Division's drop into Panamawould
probably argue against the hypothesis that strength and endurance don't matter in modern war.

Thereis also amisconception as to why certain warlike societies might conscript women. The
Israeli exampleis often cited as a good reason why women should be allowed into combat, but
thisis entirely beside the point. Isragl conscripts women precisely in order that they can perform
administrative and supply functions which thereby free males for service in front-line units.
Israeli experience with women in combat units in 1948 was disastrous, weakening the élan of
males in the same unit and strengthening the resistance of the enemy.

Proponents of women in combat also glide over the fraternization issue, saying in effect that it
simply won't exist among professional soldiers of either sex. This assertion contradicts all kinds
of common sense experience. The feminists and anti-discrimination advocates, who ordinarily
find everyday life replete with sexual harassment, rape, and oppression of the female, contend
that these phenomena will magically cease to occur in the U.S. military, even under the stress of
combat and the long separation from spouses and mates. In other words, the male isordinarily a
brute, but he will behave like a gentleman in combat.

Before passing on to other aspects of the anti-discrimination phenomenon, it will suffice to
reflect on the prospects for national survival if the combat exclusion ruleis overturned. Like
many other unfavorable social trends, women in combat is an example of the principle of
catastrophic gradualism: perhaps the U.S. military can again prevail over aweak opponent like
Panamawith its combat units composed of ten percent women. It may even prevail under the
same circumstances with twenty percent women in the front lines. But should we ever have a
fully "integrated" U.S military composed of 50 percent women facing afirst class opponent, the
United States will suffer a shattering defeat.

The Erosion of Traditional Vaues

We have already seen how the anti-discrimination movement has begun to erode the traditional
hierarchy of religious and moral values common to virtually all cultures, such as protection of
women from combat and the public health taboo against homosexual behavior. The
antidiscrimination movement, which is at bottom an exercise in moral relativism and
epistemological refusal to differentiate among the phenomena of the physical world, istaking
aim at other traditional values aswell. One might say that the history of Twentieth Century
criminology isthe story of an effort to make the criminal and the victim change places on the
moral ladder. But while this movement was in the past confined to arelatively small number of



psychologists and prison-system bureaucrats, since the racia riots of the 1960s the effort to blur
the distinction between the criminal and the victim has become a core belief of the
antidiscrimination ideology.

The antidiscriminators were faced with the need to rationalize the inconvenient fact that violent
crimes were committed in lopsided disproportion by members of certain of the ethnic
minorities. Rather than accept the hypothesis that increased apprehension and swift punishment
would act as such a deterrent as to bring the proportion of future ethnic offenders down, the
antidiscrimination movement theorized that (a) the criminals were not responsible for their acts,
and (b) the dominant white culture bore the blame.

Since proponents of the antidiscrimination movement are widely represented among judges,
lawyers, and parole board members, it now requires the most extraordinary expenditures of
time, taxpayer money, and effort to convict aviolent criminal and keep him incarcerated.
Judicial standards have been revised to the point where the trial is no longer a proceeding to
determine guilt or innocence, but rather an exhaustingly long, complicated, and expensive ritua
wherein amountain of evidence may not suffice to convict acriminal, but a scintilla of wrong
procedure will serve to set the most violent felon free. Given the amost unbelievable
Constitutional protections enjoyed by criminal suspects, the ability of judges to effectively
abrogate the decision of the jury by narrow instructions or setting aside jury verdicts, plea
bargaining, endless appeals, furloughs from prison, work-release programs, parole, and even
arbitrary court-ordered release of inmates because of alleged prison "overcrowding"”, itis
obvious that the ancient and universally held principle that crime entails retribution has been
eroded to the point of extinction.

At the same time, progressive political opinion has deemed it necessary to weaken the
traditional Anglo-Saxon legal right of self-defense enjoyed by the law-abiding citizenry. The
Trojan horse employed for this effort has been the propaganda campaign against private gun
ownership, which has taken on curious overtones of animism (" Police Officer Slain by Assault
Weapon" isatypical headline). While this partialy successful campaign to restrict gun
ownership has had no effect on career criminals - indeed, the highest violent crime rates arein
jurisdictions with the most stringent gun laws, such as Washington, D.C. - it has made many
citizens uneasy about their ability to defend their homes and families.

The prospect of adisarmed public, insufficiently protected by a mentally and physically
weakened police force (itself further shackled by the courts and quasi-private antidiscrimination
"activists') is bound to embolden professional criminals.

Where thiswill lead should be evident to every sentient headline reader. One of the greatest
criminal cause célébre of recent times was the incident involving Bernard Goetz. The facts of
the case are universally known. What is significant, however, are the extraordinary lengths to
which the New Y ork police went to apprehend Goetz, while one suspects the case would have



been handled routinely had he not turned the tables on his would-be assailants. Also revealing
was the extreme vindictiveness against Goetz expressed by the Mayor, the District Attorney,
official organs such asthe New Y ork Times, and other "community leaders." Goetz was white,
his assailants were black, and so the matter was settled in the minds of those who represented
the progressive face of antidiscrimination. The little man had to be made an example, for if the
citizens at large were to follow his lead, the whole modern edifice of the criminal justice system
- its featherbedding police unions, corrupt judges, criminal psychologists, social workers,
halfway house administrators, parole officers, the entire panoply of bureaucrats who draw
material sustenance from the perpetuation of criminality - would come crashing to the ground.
In order for the gears of modern egalitarian states to mesh smoothly, the victim must trade
places with his tormentors.



Evolution and the Origins of Disease

The principles of evolution by natural selection are finally beginning to inform medicine by
Randolph M. Nesse and George C. Williams............

SUBTOPICS:

Evolved Defenses Conflicts with Other Organisms
Coping with Novelty

Trade-offs and Constraints

Evolution of Darwinian Medicine

Thoughtful contemplation of the human body elicits awe--in equal measure with perplexity. The
eye, for instance, has long been an object of wonder, with the clear, living tissue of the cornea
curving just the right amount, the iris adjusting to brightness and the lens to distance, so that the
optimal quantity of light focuses exactly on the surface of the retina. Admiration of such
apparent perfection soon gives way, however, to consternation. Contrary to any sensible design,
blood vessels and nerves traverse the inside of the retina, creating a blind spot at their point of
exit.

The body is abundle of such jarring contradictions. For each exquisite heart valve, we have a
wisdom tooth. Strands of DNA direct the development of the 10 trillion cells that make up a
human adult but then permit his or her steady deterioration and eventual death. Our immune
system can identify and destroy a million kinds of foreign matter, yet many bacteria can still kill
us. These contradictions make it appear as if the body was designed by ateam of superb
engineers with occasional interventions by Rube Goldberg. In fact, such seeming incongruities
make sense but only when we investigate the origins of the body's vulnerabilities while keeping
in mind the wise words of distinguished geneticist Theodosius Dobzhansky: "Nothing in biology
makes sense except in the light of evolution." Evolutionary biology is, of course, the scientific
foundation for al biology, and biology is the foundation for all medicine. To a surprising
degree, however, evolutionary biology isjust now being recognized as a basic medical science.
The enterprise of studying medical problemsin an evolutionary context has been termed
Darwinian medicine. Most medical research tries to explain the causes of an individual's disease
and seeks therapies to cure or relieve deleterious conditions. These efforts are traditionally based
on consideration of proximate issues, the straightforward study of the body's anatomic and
physiological mechanisms as they currently exist. In contrast, Darwinian medicine asks why the
body is designed in away that makes us all vulnerable to problems like cancer, atherosclerosis,
depression and choking, thus offering a broader context in which to conduct research.

DEFENSIVE RESPONSES

The evolutionary explanations for the body's flaws fall into surprisingly few categories. First,



some discomforting conditions, such as pain, fever, cough, vomiting and anxiety, are actually
neither diseases nor design defects but rather are evolved defenses. Second, conflicts with other
organisms--Escherichia coli or crocodiles, for instance--are afact of life. Third, some
circumstances, such as the ready availability of dietary fats, are so recent that natural selection
has not yet had a chance to deal with them. Fourth, the body may fall victim to trade-offs
between atrait's benefits and its costs; atextbook example isthe sickle cell gene, which also
protects against malaria. Finally, the process of natural selection is constrained in ways that
leave us with suboptimal design features, as in the case of the mammalian eye.

Evolved Defenses

Perhaps the most obviously useful defense mechanism is coughing; people who cannot clear
foreign matter from their lungs are likely to die from pneumonia. The capacity for painisalso
certainly beneficial. The rare individuals who cannot feel pain fail even to experience
discomfort from staying in the same position for long periods. Their unnatural stillnessimpairs
the blood supply to their joints, which then deteriorate. Such pain-free people usually die by
early adulthood from tissue damage and infections. Cough or pain is usually interpreted as
disease or trauma but is actually part of the solution rather than the problem. These defensive
capabilities, shaped by natural selection, are kept in reserve until needed. Less widely
recognized as defenses are fever, nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, anxiety, fatigue, sneezing and
inflammation. Even some physicians remain unaware of fever's utility. No mereincrease in
metabolic rate, fever isa carefully regulated rise in the set point of the body's thermostat. The
higher body temperature facilitates the destruction of pathogens. Work by Matthew J. Kluger of
the Lovelace Ingtitute in Albuquerque, N.M., has shown that even cold-blooded lizards, when
infected, move to warmer places until their bodies are several degrees above their usual
temperature. If prevented from moving to the warm part of their cage, they are at increased risk
of death from the infection. In asimilar study by Evelyn Satinoff of the University of Delaware,
elderly rats, who can no longer achieve the high fevers of their younger lab companions, also
instinctively sought hotter environments when challenged by infection.

A reduced level of iron in the blood is another misunderstood defense mechanism. People
suffering from chronic infection often have decreased levels of blood iron. Although such low
iron is sometimes blamed for theillness, it actually is a protective response: during infection,
iron is sequestered in the liver, which prevents invading bacteria from getting adequate supplies
of thisvital element.

Morning sickness has long been considered an unfortunate side effect of pregnancy. The nausea,
however, coincides with the period of rapid tissue differentiation of the fetus, when devel opment
Ismost vulnerable to interference by toxins. And nauseated women tend to restrict their intake
of strong-tasting, potentially harmful substances. These observations led independent researcher
Margie Profet to hypothesize that the nausea of pregnancy is an adaptation whereby the mother
protects the fetus from exposure to toxins. Profet tested this idea by examining pregnancy



outcomes. Sure enough, women with more nausea were less likely to suffer miscarriages. (This
evidence supports the hypothesis but is hardly conclusive. If Profet is correct, further research
should discover that pregnant females of many species show changes in food preferences. Her
theory also predicts an increase in birth defects among offspring of women who have little or no
morning sickness and thus eat awider variety of foods during pregnancy.) Another common
condition, anxiety, obviously originated as a defense in dangerous situations by promoting
escape and avoidance. A 1992 study by Lee A. Dugatkin of the University of Louisville
evaluated the benefits of fear in guppies. He grouped them as timid, ordinary or bold, depending
on their reaction to the presence of smallmouth bass. The timid hid, the ordinary ssmply swam
away, and the bold maintained their ground and eyed the bass. Each guppy group was then left
alonein atank with a bass. After 60 hours, 40 percent of the timid guppies had survived, as had
only 15 percent of the ordinary fish. The entire complement of bold guppies, on the other hand,
wound up aiding the transmission of bass genes rather than their own.

Selection for genes promoting anxious behaviors implies that there should be people who
experience too much anxiety, and indeed there are. There should also be hypophobic individuals
who have insufficient anxiety, either because of genetic tendencies or antianxiety drugs. The
exact nature and frequency of such a syndrome is an open question, as few people come to
psychiatrists complaining of insufficient apprehension. But if sought, the pathologically
nonanxious may be found in emergency rooms, jails and unemployment lines.

The utility of common and unpleasant conditions such as diarrhea, fever and anxiety is not
intuitive. If natural selection shapes the mechanisms that regul ate defensive responses, how can
people get away with using drugs to block these defenses without doing their bodies obvious
harm? Part of the answer is that we do, in fact, sometimes do ourselves a disservice by
disrupting defenses. Herbert L. DuPont of the University of Texas at Houston and Richard B.
Hornick of Orlando Regional Medical Center studied the diarrhea caused by Shigellainfection
and found that people who took antidiarrhea drugs stayed sick longer and were more likely to
have complications than those who took a placebo. In another example, Eugene D. Weinberg of
Indiana University has documented that well-intentioned attempts to correct perceived iron
deficiencies have led to increases in infectious disease, especially amebiasis, in parts of Africa
Although the iron in most oral supplementsis unlikely to make much difference in otherwise
healthy people with everyday infections, it can severely harm those who are infected and

mal nourished. Such people cannot make enough protein to bind the iron, leaving it free for use
by infectious agents.

On the morning-sickness front, an antinausea drug was recently blamed for birth defects. It
appears that no consideration was given to the possibility that the drug itself might be harmless
to the fetus but could still be associated with birth defects, by interfering with the mother's
defensive nausea.

Another obstacle to perceiving the benefits of defenses arises from the observation that many



individuals regularly experience seemingly worthless reactions of anxiety, pain, fever, diarrhea
or nausea. The explanation requires an analysis of the regulation of defensive responsesin terms
of signal-detection theory. A circulating toxin may come from something in the stomach. An
organism can expel it by vomiting, but only at a price. The cost of afalse alarm--vomiting when
no toxin istruly present--is only afew calories. But the penalty for a single missed authentic
alarm--failure to vomit when confronted with a toxin--may be death.

Natural selection therefore tends to shape regulation mechanisms with hair triggers, following
what we call the smoke-detector principle. A smoke alarm that will reliably wake a sleeping
family in the event of any fire will necessarily give afalse alarm every time the toast burns. The
price of the human body's numerous "smoke alarms" is much suffering that is completely
normal but in most instances unnecessary. This principle also explains why blocking defensesis
so often free of tragic consequences. Because most defensive reactions occur in response to
insignificant threats, interference is usually harmless; the vast mgjority of alarmsthat are
stopped by removing the battery from the smoke alarm are false ones, so this strategy may seem
reasonable. Until, that is, areal fire occurs.

Conflicts with Other Organisms

Natural selection is unable to provide us with perfect protection against all pathogens, because
they tend to evolve much faster than humans do. E. coli, for example, with its rapid rates of
reproduction, has as much opportunity for mutation and selection in one day as humanity getsin
amillennium. And our defenses, whether natural or artificial, make for potent selection forces.
Pathogens either quickly evolve a counterdefense or become extinct. Amherst College biologist
Paul W. Ewald has suggested classifying phenomena associated with infection according to
whether they benefit the host, the pathogen, both or neither. Consider the runny nose associated
with a cold. Nasal mucous secretion could expel intruders, speed the pathogen's transmission to
new hosts or both [see "The Evolution of Virulence," by Paul W. Ewald; Scientific American,
April 1993]. Answers could come from studies examining whether blocking nasal secretions
shortens or prolongs iliness, but few such studies have been done.

EVOLUTION OF VIRULENCE

Humanity won huge battles in the war against pathogens with the development of antibiotics
and vaccines. Our victories were so rapid and seemingly complete that in 1969 U.S. Surgeon
General William H. Stewart said that it was "time to close the book on infectious disease." But
the enemy, and the power of natural selection, had been underestimated. The sober reality is that
pathogens apparently can adapt to every chemical researchers develop. (" The war has been
won," one scientist more recently quipped. "By the other side.") Antibiotic resistanceisaclassic
demonstration of natural selection. Bacteria that happen to have genes that allow them to
prosper despite the presence of an antibiotic reproduce faster than others, and so the genes that
confer resistance spread quickly. As shown by Nobel laureate Joshua L ederberg of the



Rockefeller University, they can even jump to different species of bacteria, borne on bits of
infectious DNA. Today some strains of tuberculosisin New York City are resistant to all three
main antibiotic treatments; patients with those strains have no better chance of surviving than
did TB patients a century ago. Stephen S. Morse of Columbia University notes that the
multidrug-resistant strain that has spread throughout the East Coast may have originated in a
homeless shelter across the street from Columbia-Presbyterian Medical Center. Such a
phenomenon would indeed be predicted in an environment where fierce selection pressure
quickly weeds out less hardy strains. The surviving bacilli have been bred for resistance. Many
people, including some physicians and scientists, still believe the outdated theory that pathogens
necessarily become benign after long association with hosts. Superficialy, this makes sense. An
organism that kills rapidly may never get to a new host, so natural selection would seem to favor
lower virulence. Syphilis, for instance, was a highly virulent disease when it first arrived in
Europe, but as the centuries passed it became steadily more mild. The virulence of a pathogenis,
however, alife history trait that can increase as well as decrease, depending on which option is
more advantageous to its genes.

For agents of disease that are spread directly from person to person, low virulence tendsto be
beneficial, asit allows the host to remain active and in contact with other potential hosts. But
some diseases, like malaria, are transmitted just as well--or better--by the incapacitated. For
such pathogens, which usually rely on intermediate vectors like mosquitoes, high virulence can
give a selective advantage. This principle has direct implications for infection control in
hospitals, where health care workers hands can be vectors that |ead to selection for more
virulent strains.

In the case of cholera, public water supplies play the mosquitoes' role. When water for drinking
and bathing is contaminated by waste from immobilized patients, selection tends to increase
virulence, because more diarrhea enhances the spread of the organism even if individual hosts
quickly die. But, as Ewald has shown, when sanitation improves, selection acts against classical
Vibrio cholerae bacteriain favor of the more benign El Tor biotype. Under these conditions, a
dead host is a dead end. But alessill and more mobile host, able to infect many others over a
much longer time, is an effective vehicle for a pathogen of lower virulence. In another example,
better sanitation leads to displacement of the aggressive Shigellaflexneri by the more benign S.
sonnel.

NEW ENVIRONMENTS, NEW THREATS

Such considerations may be relevant for public policy. Evolutionary theory predicts that clean
needles and the encouragement of safe sex will do more than save numerous individuals from
HIV infection. If humanity's behavior itself slows HIV transmission rates, strains that do not
soon kill their hosts have the long-term survival advantage over the more virulent viruses that
then die with their hosts, denied the opportunity to spread. Our collective choices can change the
very nature of HIV.



Conflicts with other organisms are not limited to pathogens. In times past, humans were at great
risk from predators looking for ameal. Except in afew places, large carnivores now pose no
threat to humans. People are in more danger today from smaller organisms defenses, such asthe
venoms of spiders and snakes. Ironically, our fears of small creatures, in the form of phobias,
probably cause more harm than any interactions with those organisms do. Far more dangerous
than predators or poisoners are other members of our own species. We attack each other not to
get meat but to get mates, territory and other resources. Violent conflicts between individuals
are overwhelmingly between young men in competition and give rise to organizations to
advance these aims. Armies, again usually composed of young men, serve similar objectives, at
huge cost.

Even the most intimate human rel ationships give rise to conflicts having medical implications.
The reproductive interests of a mother and her infant, for instance, may seem congruent at first
but soon diverge. As noted by biologist Robert L. Triversin anow classic 1974 paper, when her
child isafew years old, the mother's genetic interests may be best served by becoming pregnant
again, whereas her offspring benefits from continuing to nurse. Even in the womb thereis
contention. From the mother's vantage point, the optimal size of afetusis abit smaller than that
which would best serve the fetus and the father. This discord, according to David Haig of
Harvard University, givesrise to an arms race between fetus and mother over her levels of blood
pressure and blood sugar, sometimes resulting in hypertension and diabetes during pregnancy.

Coping with Novelty

Making rounds in any modern hospital provides sad testimony to the prevalence of diseases
humanity has brought on itself. Heart attacks, for example, result mainly from atherosclerosis, a
problem that became widespread only in this century and that remains rare among hunter-
gatherers. Epidemiological research furnishes the information that should help us prevent heart
attacks: limit fat intake, eat lots of vegetables, and exercise hard each day. But hamburger chains
proliferate, diet foods languish on the shelves, and exercise machines serve as expensive
clothing hangers throughout the land. The proportion of overweight Americansis one third and
rising. We all know what is good for us. Why do so many of us continue to make unhealthy
choices?

Our poor decisions about diet and exercise are made by brains shaped to cope with an
environment substantially different from the one our species now inhabits. On the African
savanna, where the modern human design was fine-tuned, fat, salt and sugar were scarce and
precious. Individuals who had a tendency to consume large amounts of fat when given the rare
opportunity had a selective advantage. They were more likely to survive famines that killed their
thinner companions. And we, their descendants, still carry those urges for foodstuffs that today
are anything but scarce. These evolved desires--inflamed by advertisements from competing
food corporations that themselves survive by selling us more of whatever we want to buy--easily
defeat our intellect and willpower. How ironic that humanity worked for centuriesto create



environments that are almost literally flowing with milk and honey, only to see our success
responsible for much modern disease and untimely death.

Increasingly, people also have easy access to many kinds of drugs, especially alcohol and
tobacco, that are responsible for a huge proportion of disease, health care costs and premature
death. Although individuals have always used psychoactive substances, widespread problems
materialized only following another environmental novelty: the ready availability of
concentrated drugs and new, direct routes of administration, especially injection. Most of these
substances, including nicotine, cocaine and opium, are products of natural selection that evolved
to protect plants from insects. Because humans share a common evolutionary heritage with
insects, many of these substances also affect our nervous system. This perspective suggests that
it isnot just defective individuals or disordered societies that are vulnerable to the dangers of
psychoactive drugs; al of us are susceptible because drugs and our biochemistry have along
history of interaction. Understanding the details of that interaction, which is the focus of much
current research from both a proximate and evolutionary perspective, may well lead to better
treatments for addiction.

The relatively recent and rapid increase in breast cancer must be the result in large part of
changing environments and ways of life, with only afew cases resulting solely from genetic
abnormalities. Boyd Eaton and his colleagues at Emory University reported that the rate of
breast cancer in today's "nonmodern” societiesis only atiny fraction of that in the U.S. They
hypothesize that the amount of time between menarche and first pregnancy isacrucial risk
factor, asisthe related issue of total lifetime number of menstrual cycles. In hunter-gatherers,
menarche occurs at about age 15 or later, followed within afew years by pregnancy and two or
three years of nursing, then by another pregnancy soon after. Only between the end of nursing
and the next pregnancy will the woman menstruate and thus experience the high levels of
hormones that may adversely affect breast cells.

In modern societies, in contrast, menarche occurs at age 12 or 13--probably at least in part
because of afat intake sufficient to allow an extremely young woman to nourish a fetus--and the
first pregnancy may be decades later or never. A female hunter-gatherer may have atotal of 150
menstrual cycles, whereas the average woman in modern societies has 400 or more. Although
few would suggest that women should become pregnant in their teens to prevent breast cancer
later, early administration of aburst of hormones to simulate pregnancy may reduce the risk.
Trialsto test thisidea are now under way at the University of Californiaat San Diego.

Trade-offs and Constraints

Compromise isinherent in every adaptation. Arm bones three times their current thickness
would almost never break, but Homo sapiens would be lumbering creatures on a never-ending
guest for calcium. More sensitive ears might sometimes be useful, but we would be distracted
by the noise of air molecules banging into our eardrums. Such trade-offs also exist at the genetic



level. If amutation offers a net reproductive advantage, it will tend to increase in frequency in a
population even if it causes vulnerability to disease. People with two copies of the sickle cell
gene, for example, suffer terrible pain and die young. People with two copies of the "normal”
gene are at high risk of death from malaria. But individuals with one of each are protected from
both malaria and sickle cell disease. Where malariais prevalent, such people arefitter, in the
Darwinian sense, than members of either other group. So even though the sickle cell gene causes
disease, it is selected for where malaria persists. Which isthe "healthy" alelein this
environment? The question has no answer. There is no one normal human genome--there are
only genes.

SMALL APPENDIX

Many other genes that cause disease must also have offered benefits, at least in some
environments, or they would not be so common. Because cystic fibrosis (CF) kills one out of
2,500 Caucasians, the responsible genes would appear to be at great risk of being eliminated
from the gene pool. And yet they endure. For years, researchers mused that the CF gene, like the
sickle cell gene, probably conferred some advantage. Recently a study by Gerald B. Pier of
Harvard Medical School and his colleagues gave substance to this informed speculation: having
one copy of the CF gene appears to decrease the chances of the bearer acquiring atyphoid fever
infection, which once had a 15 percent mortality.

Aging may be the ultimate example of a genetic trade-off. In 1957 one of us (Williams)
suggested that genes that cause aging and eventual death could nonetheless be selected for if
they had other effects that gave an advantage in youth, when the force of selection is stronger.
For instance, a hypothetical gene that governs calcium metabolism so that bones heal quickly
but that also happens to cause the steady deposition of calcium in arterial walls might well be
selected for even though it kills some older people. The influence of such pleiotropic genes
(those having multiple effects) has been seen in fruit flies and flour beetles, but no specific
example has yet been found in humans. Gout, however, is of particular interest, because it arises
when a potent antioxidant, uric acid, forms crystals that precipitate out of fluid in joints.
Antioxidants have antiaging effects, and plasmalevels of uric acid in different species of
primates are closely correlated with average adult life span. Perhaps high levels of uric acid
benefit most humans by slowing tissue aging, while afew pay the price with gout.

Other examples are more likely to contribute to more rapid aging. For instance, strong immune
defenses protect us from infection but also inflict continuous, low-level tissue damage. It isalso
possible, of course, that most genes that cause aging have no benefit at any age--they simply
never decreased reproductive fitness enough in the natural environment to be selected against.
Nevertheless, over the next decade research will surely identify specific genes that accelerate
senescence, and researchers will soon thereafter gain the means to interfere with their actions or
even change them. Before we tinker, however, we should determine whether these actions have
benefits early in life.



Because evolution can take place only in the direction of time's arrow, an organism'sdesign is
constrained by structures already in place. As noted, the vertebrate eye is arranged backward.
The squid eye, in contrast, is free from this defect, with vessels and nerves running on the
outside, penetrating where necessary and pinning down the retina so it cannot detach. The
human eye's flaw results from simple bad luck; hundreds of millions of years ago, the layer of
cells that happened to become sensitive to light in our ancestors was positioned differently from
the corresponding layer in ancestors of squids. The two designs evolved along separate tracks,
and there is no going back.

Such path dependence aso explains why the simple act of swallowing can be life-threatening.
Our respiratory and food passages intersect because in an early lungfish ancestor the air opening
for breathing at the surface was understandably located at the top of the snout and led into a
common space shared by the food passageway. Because natural selection cannot start from
scratch, humans are stuck with the possibility that food will clog the opening to our lungs.

The path of natural selection can even lead to a potentially fatal cul-de-sac, asin the case of the
appendix, that vestige of a cavity that our ancestors employed in digestion. Because it no longer
performs that function, and as it can kill when infected, the expectation might be that natural
selection would have eliminated it. The reality is more complex. Appendicitis results when
inflammation causes swelling, which compresses the artery supplying blood to the appendix.
Blood flow protects against bacterial growth, so any reduction aids infection, which creates
more swelling. If the blood supply is cut off completely, bacteria have free rein until the
appendix bursts. A slender appendix is especially susceptible to this chain of events, so
appendicitis may, paradoxically, apply the selective pressure that maintains a large appendix.
Far from arguing that everything in the body is perfect, an evolutionary analysis reveals that we
live with some very unfortunate legacies and that some vulnerabilities may even be actively
maintained by the force of natural selection.

Evolution of Darwinian Medicine

Despite the power of the Darwinian paradigm, evolutionary biology isjust now being
recognized as a basic science essential for medicine. Most diseases decrease fitness, so it would
seem that natural selection could explain only health, not disease. A Darwinian approach makes
sense only when the object of explanation is changed from diseases to the traits that make us
vulnerable to diseases. The assumption that natural selection maximizes health also is incorrect--
sel ection maximizes the reproductive success of genes. Those genes that make bodies having
superior reproductive success will become more common, even if they compromise the
individual's health in the end.

Finaly, history and misunderstanding have presented obstacles to the acceptance of Darwinian
medicine. An evolutionary approach to functional analysis can appear akin to naive teleology or



vitalism, errors banished only recently, and with great effort, from medical thinking. And, of
course, whenever evolution and medicine are mentioned together, the specter of eugenics arises.
Discoveries made through a Darwinian view of how al human bodies are alike in their
vulnerability to disease will offer great benefits for individuals, but such insights do not imply
that we can or should make any attempt to improve the species. If anything, this approach
cautions that apparent genetic defects may have unrecognized adaptive significance, that a
single "normal" genome is nonexistent and that notions of "normality” tend to be simplistic.

The systematic application of evolutionary biology to medicineis a new enterprise. Like
biochemistry at the beginning of this century, Darwinian medicine very likely will need to
develop in severa incubators before it can prove its power and utility. If it must progress only
from the work of scholars without funding to gather data to test their ideas, it will take decades
for the field to mature. Departments of evolutionary biology in medical schools would
accelerate the process, but for the most part they do not yet exist. If funding agencies had review
panels with evolutionary expertise, research would devel op faster, but such panels remain to be
created. We expect that they will.

The evolutionary viewpoint provides a deep connection between the states of disease and
normal functioning and can integrate disparate avenues of medical research as well as suggest
fresh and important areas of inquiry. Its utility and power will ultimately lead to recognition of
evolutionary biology as a basic medical science.
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There is a simple economic argument for eugenics. Eugenicsis defined as efforts to improve the
gene pool in aparticular population. Standard micro-economic theories of wages hold that a
worker's wage equals the marginal product of his working time. Much textbook discussion of
his marginal product focus on the quantities of cooperating factors: capital, land, and natural
resources which labor has to work with. However, another important determinant is the worker's
attributes and abilities. There is evidence that these are strongly affect by his genes (see below).
It follows that efforts to maximize a nation's standard of living should try to improve its citizens
genetic quality, especially with regard to intelligence and other economically important traits.
Improving the genetic quality of citizens calls for having those carrying the genes for desirable
traits (as evidenced by their possession of the traits themselves) producing more than their
proportionate share of that nation's children. A secondary economic goal isto minimize the
externalities in the economy resulting from the activities of one citizen affecting another citizen.
An example would be minimizing the amounts that must be expended on welfare for those
unable to earn the socially established minimum standard of living. Such people may be on
welfare because of disease and handicaps, because low intelligence or personality problems
make it hard to find and retain jobs, or because of drug addiction and alcoholism. Many of these
conditions have an important genetic component.

Another important externality is criminal activity. Again it is known that from adoption studies
and other sources that criminality has a significant genetic component (Rowe & Osgood, 1984;
Lynn, 1996). As aresult, an eugenics program can hope to reduce crime rates.

Notice the above arguments hold regardless of whether the intelligence of the population is
believed to rising, falling, or remaining constant. If the intelligence isfalling and expected to
continue falling, it does follow that eventually something must be done or the maintenance of a



modern industrial civilization will prove impossible. The available evidence is that those of
higher 1Q (who typically have genes that make for higher 1Qs) are having smaller families than
those of lower |Q's (Herrenstein & Murray, 1994; Lynn, 1996; Miller, 1997a).

If aprogram of eugenicsisto be introduced into modern countries, it will most likely be as a
byproduct of births being restricted to restrain population growth. Thus, it will be argued below
that in the long run society is faced with a choice between having the population restrained by
misery, and having it restrained by conscious restrictions of births. Once the idea of preventing
some births is accepted, it will then be natural to discuss the question of which births. It is then
very likely that decisions will be based at least partially on preventing the births that are most
likely to result in what that society regards as low quality citizens. Thiswill be aeugenics
program, athough as will be pointed out some of the gains may arise from insuring that those
children born are born into the families that provide better environments.

Conseguence of Unrestrained Fertility

To introduce the case for eugenics consider Diagram 1. [Not available. Ed.] Thereisasimple
income distribution on it with income increasing from left to right. Also shown isacertain level
of income below which people fail to reproduce themselves. Thisis shown as a straight line.
However, in practice it is probably a band, with women dlightly below the line having only
dlightly less than two children surviving to adulthood. Women far below the line have relatively
few children surviving to adulthood. Above the line the differences in survival to adulthood
probabilities are probably small. But in the interests of simplicity, these complexities can not be
shown.

What are the conditions for long run equilibrium? The first condition is that the population be
stable. Obviously a continually growing population eventually exceeds the resources of the
earth, or of the home country. Thisis not the place to get into debates about just what these
limits are, or exactly when the world as awhole or particular country will come up against these
limits. The purpose here is to show how societies will differ depending on how the state of zero
population growth is achieved, and whether it is done by misery of the Malthusian type, or by
eugenics.

It isimportant that the world is asymmetric, such that being far above the line probably does
less for childhood survival than being below it. The diagram shows how with unrestrained
fertility, the more unequal the income distribution, the higher the average income. The reason is
that for population growth to be constrained by poverty to zero, there must be many below the
poverty line. A given level of misery among those whose reproduction is being restrained by
poverty is consistent with many different standards of living for those above the line. A more
unequal distribution of income permits the average to be further above the line, consistent with
any given amount of poverty, including that amount of poverty needed to keep the population
stable.



If the distribution of income is to be completely equal, the average woman hasto be at the
poverty line, such that poverty prevents her from raising only slightly more than asingle female
offspring to reproductive age. It takes extreme poverty to achieve this outcome. Even in many
poor third world countries the population is growing, and the typical woman much more than
reproduces herself.

If income becomes more unequal, it becomes possible for most of the population to be far above
the poverty line, while still allowing a high enough fraction of the population to be far enough
below the poverty line to prevent population growth. Thisleads to the very unpleasant
conclusion that for a nation to enjoy a high average income is consistent with that nation having
a stable population only if that income is unevenly distributed. Only with high inequality will
enough of the population be far enough below the poverty line to prevent population growth.

Without birth control, any attempt to raise the poor's living standard merely increases their
children's survival rates, increases the population, and pulls the average standard of living back
down. If income is redistributed from the rich to the poor, one predictable effect is that the rich
live lesswell. Another isthat the poor increase in number until rising misery returns the
population growth rate to zero. This rather unpleasant vision is the standard Malthusian one.

Unfortunately, in the long run, without population control, attempts to eliminate poverty merely
Increase the population and reintroduce poverty. The obvious solution isto replace misery as a
device for controlling population growth with some other program for limiting the birth rate and
stabilizing population. While there is certainly something very intrusive about the government
acting to limit births, it seems preferable to allowing population growth to be limited by
poverty.

If there isto be some family size limitation, at least among certain families, perhaps we should
be asking what criteria should be used to decide who should have children, and who should be
prevented or discouraged from having children?

The Role of Genes

Thismay be a good point to refer to the evidence that many humans traits are strongly
influenced by genes (Rowe 1994; Lynn 1996; Miller, 1997a). This evidence come from the
science of behavior genetics. The first testable predication of atheory that variability in atrait is
genetically influenced is that the trait will run in families. However, traits can also runin
families because they are environmentally influenced, and each generation creates for their
children an environment similar to the one they themselves wereraised in. Thus, it is necessary
to look for situations where environmental theories and genetic theories make different
predictions.



One such situation is in adoptions, where the environment is created by the family of adoption,
and the genes come from the biological parents. If there is no genetic influence, there will be
zero correlation between the children's traits and those of the biological parents. To the extent
the environment of rearing is influential, the adoptee's traits will be correlated with the family of
rearing, while to the extent that genes are influential (or prenatal conditions) it will be correlated
with the family of genetic origin. Another method is twin studies. Here findings that
monozygotic twins are more alike than dizygotic twins provides evidence of genetic effects.
Thisisan example of a more general effect, in which, by examining the extent to which those
who differ in genetic relationships resemble reach other, one can model the role of genetic
factors. Especialy impressive are the studies of separated twins that were raised apart. These
frequently grow up to be quite similar in personality and intelligence (Bouchard, Lykken,
McGue, Segal, & Tellegen, 1990; Pederson, Plomin, McClearn, & Friberg, 1988).

Due to space limitations, this is not the place to present all the evidence for the importance of
genetic factorsin intelligence and personality. However, there is strong evidence that most traits
are genetically influenced (see for instance Rowe 1994 for summary evidence on the large
number of traits for which genetic influences have been shown). Even what appear to be social
attitudes have been shown to be affected by genes (Eaves, Eysenck, & Martin, 1989). In
genera, the evidence for the role of genesin so many factors raises the possibility of controlling
who bears children to influence the traits found in succeeding generations. This makes it useful
to begin to discuss how eugenic policies might be carried out

Non-Eugenic Discouragement of Population Growth

In the short run, population growth can be restrained by encouraging smaller families by various
voluntary means. By lecturing about the dangers of population growth and the environmental
problems of alarge population, some people may be persuaded to choose smaller families.
However, these are likely to be the most responsible people. With each generation, the fraction
of such responsible peopleislikely to decline. There is evidence that atruism (Rushton, 1980)
is affected by genes. A voluntary program selects against such genes. Eventually this method
will fail.

Because women that have many opportunities for high prestige jobs (professors etc.) frequently
take them and choose to have few children, a common proposal for reducing the birth rate isto
Increase women's access to such jobs (Hoffman, 1975). Rhetorically this makes it easy to be
both feminist and concerned about population growth.

For instance, in Americathe number of children per women 35-44 (when women have virtually
completed their child bearing) is 1.6 for women with 16 years or more of education (college
graduates usually), whileit is 2.6 for those with 0-11 years of education (usually non-high
school graduates), with those with in-between levels having 1.9 children for some college, and
2.0 children for high school graduates (Herrnstein & Murray, 1994). Presumably the college



graduates delay the start of childbearing to complete their education (which may continue into
graduate and professional school), and then frequently choose an interesting career over staying
at home for child rearing. If these effects are caused by the education (rather than a common
cause, such as adesire for a career causing the education), it would follow that providing more
education for females would reduce popul ation growth. If the whole population of the world
had the US pattern of female education and birthrates, overpopulation would not be a threat.

Observations like the above lead many to argue that the solution (or at least amajor part of it)
for excessive population growth isto educate women, and to increase their opportunity to play
high prestige roles in society. Women will then choose these roles over child bearing and
rearing.

However, there are problems with this policy proposal (besides the obvious ones of whether the
education isreally causing the low birth rates, and how poor countries could afford to educate
their women so well).

Unfortunately, the evidence is that much of what determines whether women will have accessto
high paying, high prestige jobs is genetic, notably the genes for intelligence (Jensen 1981,
Herrnstein & Murray, 1994; Seligman, 1992, Storfer, 1990). Educating women and encouraging
them to take up jobs that reduce their childbearing will work for the first few generations, but it
will gradually lower the intelligence level of the population.

Herrnstein & Murray (1994) show that the average |1Q of female college graduates was 111,
versus 81 for the women who did not finish high school. The others were in between (103 for
those with some college, and 95 for high school graduates). If wetry to control population
growth by encouraging the more intelligent women to choose careers over childbearing, in the
long run the average intelligence must decline. This occurs because of the high heritability for
intelligence. Because the intelligent women usually marry intelligent men, discouraging
reproduction by intelligent women also reduces reproduction by intelligent men. Thus, this
apparently desirable method for controlling popul ation growth, so consistent with modern
feminism, lacks long run viability.

However, there are other problems with any voluntary method for controlling population
growth. It islikely that the drives for fatherhood or motherhood run in families for either
cultural or genetic reasons. Those with weaker drives to be parents will be more readily
persuaded to forgo parenthood. However, efforts to persuade people to voluntarily forgo
parenthood merely assure that in the next generation will come disproportionately from those
with stronger drives for parenthood. Thus, a voluntary program will eventually eliminate those
who are easily persuaded to forgo parenthood. Those left will, for either genetic or cultural
reasons (including religious ones), be unwilling to forgo parenthood. Thisis similar to the
argument made above for appealing to the citizen's altruism to limit population growth. After
the atruistic have been persuaded to limit their reproduction, and to gradually eliminate



themselves, who is left that can voluntarily be persuaded to limit their births?

It is aso true that some ethnic groups have higher birth rates than other (most likely for cultural
reasons). If these differences persist, the mathematics insure that eventually the nation's growth
rate will equal the growth rate of its fastest growing ethnic components. To use an extreme
example, Hutterites (a sect that does not believe in birth control) may be the fastest growing
group in anation. If other groups can be persuaded to restrict their birth rates, given enough
time the Hutterites will become any nation's dominant group. Then that nation's population
growth rate will be that of the Hutterites.

Thus, eventually, population must stabilize and the alternatives are:
1. That thisis done by restricting births by government coercion
2. Thisis done by poverty.

For the type of society that can result from poverty see Scheper-Hughes (1992) description of
everyday life in Northeastern Brazil. She paints a disturbing picture in which most familieslive
in poverty and infant mortality is very high, high enough so that parents become reconciled to
losing children. Indeed, it appears asif they are subconsciously deciding to let some children
die of malnutrition. Y et as bad as the situation described is, the population is still growing. The
typical poor women still manages to more than reproduce herself. A even higher degree of
misery would be required to limit population growth. Besides limiting population growth rates,
there is one other advantage to limiting family size. Right now the poorest families are the
largest (Lynn 1996: Herrenstein & Murray, 1994). Mathematically, thisimplies that the
percentage of the nation's children that are raised in poverty exceeds the percentage of the adults
that are poor. In the US, child advocacy groups regularly point out the high fraction of the
nation's children who are being raised in poverty. They consistently fail to point out how
restricting the birth rates among the poor would help to solve this problem. The effect would be
partially by lowering the percentage of children who are born into poor families. If this resulted
in lowering family size among the poor, the low income families could spread their resources
out more among their children.

Spreading the family's resources among fewer children would increase the per child amounts
not only for economic resources such as money, but also of non-economic resources. It also
permits (but does not guarantee) more parental time per child, and more supervision, which is
usually believed to be good. For instance, it is know that children raised in large families more
often grow up to be criminals, and in mainstream criminology thisis attributed to such children
receiving less parental supervision (Lynn, 1996)

Possible Eugenic Goals



If the government isto decide who is to have children, they may wish to decide on some
rational criteria, so asto improve the gene pool or to accomplish other goals.

Admittedly, some might try to restrict population growth by an across the board restriction, thus
apparently avoiding hard decisions about who should be allowed to reproduce. For instance,
families might be somehow limited to two or three children (China now has a limit of one).
However, for a stable population, two is too few, and three too many. In theory, one might
aternate restriction of two with those of three for different generations (two children per family
In several generations, and then a generation permitting three children per couple to rebuild the
population). Likewise, if the number required for a stable population was 2.2, one might
randomly assign certain families to the three child category, thus avoiding having to make
choices on arational basis. However, either of these procedures for avoiding making hard
choices seemsto forgo the advantages of selectivity for little reason.

If parental time for child rearing is very important, or if most adults want strongly to be parents,
the goal might be families approximately equal in size. Any limits would then be to two or three
children per family, and the selectivity would be limited to deciding on some basis which
families would be allowed to have three children rather than two.

If the emphasisis more on insuring that children are born with the best possible genes, a greater
degree of variability in family size might be considered desirable. Each family might be allowed
aminimum of one child to give them the pleasures of parenthood, and possibly to provide
society with whatever benefits may result from adults being parents (more conservative
behavior among males for instance). The desired average of alittle more than two children per
family could then be achieved by having the selected parents have at |east three children, and
possibly more.

While different policies have implications for the percentages of the children that have occupied
different birth orders, there is not now strong evidence that would justify preferring children of
any particular birth order (Ernst & Angst, 1983). Clearly different strategies could change the
percentage of middle children relative to first and last borns. Sulloway (1995, 1996) has
presented evidence that first born are more conservative and later born more likely to be rebels,
but it is not obvious which society should pick when it can choose. Of course, if the goal isto
provide an even more rapid genetic improvement while still retaining traditional family
structures, those couples with the worse genetic endowment would be prevented from
reproducing. The deficit would be made up for by much larger families among the couples with
the better genes (however defined). Thiswould require that many of these families have four or
more children. Since there is no real evidence that large families are bad for children, thiswould
seem to be an acceptable alternative.

Of course, if oneiswilling to explore unconventional family structures such as making more
use of artificial impregnation, even where the wife has a husband who could father her children,



or where the potential mother lacks a husband (as with single women or leshian couples), there
Is scope for more rapidly spreading desirable genes. One might even consider cloning now that
this has been shown to be possible in mammals (Specter, 1997).

Eugenic Aspects of Non-Eugenic Policies

Anything that slows the reproduction of those with genetic traits society does not want to
perpetuate may be an eugenic policy. These aspects are not always discussed.

For instance, prison visits of wives for sexual purposes may encourage births by those carrying
genesfor criminality. Y et the discussions of thistypically consist of the opponents saying that
prison should be as unpleasant as practical, and that it is inconsistent with punishment to
provide sexual access. On the other side, those in favor of conjugal visitstypically argue they
help to hold marriages together, prevent the spouse from being penalized, and perhaps help in
managing the prisoners. Mention of any genetic effect seems to be missing.

It is sometimes proposed that rapists be castrated. Thisis generally proposed merely as
punishment, but yet it should reduce the births of those with personality traits (possibly poor
impulse control) that lead to rape and other crimes (for a discussion of the role of genesin rape
see Ellis, 1989).. Castration seems to work. Recidivism rates have been found to be 0to 7.4%in
astudy of 2,055 European rapists (Bradford, 1990), which isfar lower than the US recidivism
rates, which have been reported to be as high as 40%. Given that castration is likely to be far
cheaper than years of imprisonment, it might be used.

Perhaps even more effective in reducing rapes might be surgery that prevented erections by
cutting relevant nerves. This would eliminate the reinforcing effects of fantasies accompanied
by masturbation, probably reducing the motivation for rape and other sex crimes. Thisis purely
a speculative proposal at this stage, but one that should be the subject of some discussion. In
principle, castration might be used for other violent crimes also. It has the attraction of being
relatively low cost. If there is a substantial genetic basis for most crimes, and the evidence is
that thereis (Lynn, 1996), castration would reduce the number of offspring left by such
criminals. If it is desirable to reduce the rate of population growth for other reasons, as was
argued above, criminals would seem to be good ones to deprive of the benefits of fatherhood.
Of course, castration of criminals might deprive their wives or girl friends of parenthood. It is
likely in many case they would become pregnant even without artificial insemination. However,
with the availability of artificial insemination, they would be expected to frequently choose
artificial insemination rather than remaining childless. The result would be replacing the sperm
of acrimina with what could be avery high quality sperm. Obviously that would tend to reduce
the frequency of the genes most closely related to criminal activity.

One side benefit of such a program would probably be selection against low intelligence. It is
known that arrested criminals tend to have below average intelligence. For instance, Herrenstein



& Murray (1994, p 248) found that 12% of the male whites in the very dull category werein a
correctional facility when interviewed versus 3% for the whole sample.

Population Control vialncentives. Eugenic Aspects

There are a number of ways people might be induced to limit births that would not involved
coercion (other than to pay the taxes to finance the programs). Most such programs would
probably have an eugenic effect since those with lower incomes or shorter time horizons would
probably find any given incentive program more attractive.

Payments for sterilization might be offered, say $5,000 or $10,000. These sums would be
attractive to those who have aweak desire to leave descendants. Very likely such programs
would select for other desirable traits such as a tendency to weight income in the distant future
less than in the present. Banfield (1974) has argued that a greater desire for current pleasure
(related to the economist's concept of time preference) lies behind many of the inner city
problems. For instance, if one needs $20 for a date tonight the easiest way to obtain it isto
snatch someone's purse. Admittedly, repeated purse snatching islikely to end in ajail sentence,
but that is sometime in the distant future. At a high enough interest rate, stealing the purse
becomes rational .

Likewise, drug taking brings immediate pleasure even if at the cost of future addiction. Sex
brings immediate pleasure even if the cost is unwed motherhood, or for the father, financia
responsibility for children. Watching TV is more pleasant than studying, but studying has long
run returns in higher income. Maintaining real estate takes time, but over the long run it makes
for amore comfortable home. Saving (and forgoing use of credit) reduces current consumption,
but increases future consumption. Creating a small business often means putting in long hours
and doing without many pleasures. However, eventually, the small business may succeed. One
can imagine many such examples. Thereisvery little solid research on whether time preference
has a genetic basis. It is known to vary with ethnic background. For instance, in Trinidad
children of Indian descent (ancestors from India) are less willing to accept a small piece of
candy now rather than alarger piece of candy in the future than those of African descent
(Mischel & Metzer, 1962). However, since most personality traits are strongly affected by genes
with a substantial heritability, it isvery likely that the ability to defer gratification isatrait with
a genetic component.

If adesire for immediate gratification playsarolein criminality, asit appearsto (Wilson &
Herrnstein, 1985), it isto be expected that restraining the reproduction of convicted criminals
would also tend to restrict the reproduction of those with a short time preference.

It isvery likely that many modern methods of birth control select for adesire for immediate
gratification. Consider for instance the simple condom. Using this for birth control requires
stopping the sequence of events (often seduction) that lead to impregnation to put a condom on.



Those who have a strong desire for immediate gratification are much less likely to do this. The
same argument applies to inserting a diaphragm, coitus interruptus, or using sponges. Even
using birth control pills requires obtaining the pillsin advance, and remembering to take them at
the right time.

A significant fraction of births represent failures of birth control (Van Court, 1983). For the
United States, the Kost & Forrest (1995) analysis of the National Survey of Family Growth
reported that 36% of births were unplanned. For those with less than twelve years of education,
58% of the births were unplanned versus only 27% among college graduates. Besides the
obvious dysgenetic effect on intelligence, these probably have a dysgenic effect in that the
families that who have children through birth control failure are probably less willing to defer
gratification, and have alower ability to plan ahead. Also, it isvery likely that inability to defer
gratification goes with alower intelligence. Incidentally, the high fraction of births that are
unplanned suggests that improved methods of birth control that are easier may have a
significant eugenic effect.

One other trait that may go with accidental pregnanciesis drinking alcohol. Many people are
inhibited about sex and loosen up with acohol (or are plied with alcohol by their potential sex
partners). Alcohol in general lowers inhibitions. These lower inhibitions are both towards
having sex, and towards having unprotected sex. In the modern world, where most children
born are raised to sexual maturity, the fact that birth control methods are readily available to
most everyone to be used or not, may act as a selective agent for alcohol consumption. The
reason is that people who are drunk, or merely under the influence of alcohol are lesslikely to
use birth control, and are therefore more leave offspring with the same propensity for acohol
consumption. However, this desire for alcohol also goes along with alcoholism, and this makes
amate less desirable (and intoxication can make the sex act harder for males). Boulding (1969)
has proposed transferable licenses for child bearing, each couple to get 2.2 licenses. They could
then be bought or sold. Those who valued children most would have the larger families
(probably agood initself). In practice, many poor people and those with short time horizons
would sell their licenses for the money. This would have a desirable eugenic effect. Barry
(1969) has proposed payments for potential parents who have no more than two children, such
payments to be proportional to income. He bases the proposal to make the payments
proportional to income on a desire to have the upper and middle classes restrict thelir fertility as
much as the lower classes. His rationale for trying to restrict fertility as much in the upper and
middle classes is to maintain the opportunity for upward mobility for the poor. Interestingly,
this paper, although appearing in ajournal stating on the cover that iswas formerly the
Eugenics Quarterly, displays no awareness that restriction of fertility among the lower classes
would increase the genetic quality of the population. However, his explicit rationale for trying
to avoid disproportionate fertility restriction among the lower classes does point out a possible
disadvantage to eugenics programs. If fertility is disproportionately restricted among the lower
classes as a successful eugenics program would do, thereis likely to be more social downward
mobility, with more of the population feeling they were ranked lower than their parents (and



they will be correct). If moving downwards in the socia hierarchy makes people feel bad (and it
does), thisis a disadvantage to an eugenics program.

Any plan that offers large sums of cash for sterilization, or for restricting child bearing, would
reduce the birth rates most among those with a strong desire for current consumption. Such
large cash payments would be especially attractive to drug addicts who often need money to
purchase drugs. There could be expected to be effects on future rates of drug abuse from such
an eugenics program.

If it were politically possible, one might even trade drugs for sterilization or implantation of a
birth control device, or at least provide enough drugs so that there would not be withdrawal
problems around the time of the sterilization. Since crack, acohol, (and probably other drugs)
affect the fetus, there would be strong social savings if these addicted women could be
prevented from having children. It could also slow down the spread of AIDS, whichis
frequently transmitted from mother to child. Notice that such benefits are environmental in
nature.

Welfare and Birth Control

An obviousideaisto tie the receipt of welfare to using a drug which prevents having additional
children while on welfare, such as Norplant. Given the correlation of being on welfare with low
intelligence, and probably with other undesirable genetic traits, such a proposal would improve
the nation's genetic stock. Given the difficulty of knowing whether promisesto use birth control
are being observed, tying receipt of welfare to using most methods of birth control is probably
infeasible. Penalizing mothers for having babies after they promised not to would either end up
penalizing the children, or force the mothersinto having abortions.

It isto be expected that any measure that reduces the pool of low |Q, uneducated individuals
would reduce the competition for the jobs such people can do. Such a program should reduce
the unemployment rate, and raise incomes among the low 1Q part of the population.

The final outcome of such birth control would be to reduce inequalities by two mechanisms.

1 Reducing the number of those with traits leading to low income (low 1Q, short time
preference, etc.) in the society. This raises the weighted average skill level.

2. By raising the wages rates for unskilled labor. It is a standard prediction of economic models
that reducing the supply raising the price. It follows that reducing the supply of low wage labor
would raise the wage rates for such services.

Public support



Although the word eugenicsis very unpopular among intellectuals, there may not be as much
opposition among the ordinary voters.

One Texas legislator in an informal poll found 3,533 to 2,604 in favor of sterilization for
welfare moms with 3 or more children. (Reilly, 1991, p.161). The Boston Globe found, in a call
in telephone poll, that 49% supported sterilization of the mentally ill.

China has apparently adopted a sterilization law targeting mentally retarded parentsin one
province (Reilly, 1994, p. 164). While Chinais politically quite different from the United
States, this still shows that such actions may be possible.

Singapore has announced eugenic programs aimed at promoting births by the better educated
(Chan, 1987), and in particular by graduate women. There was also announced a program to
reward low income families under 30 with less than two children for being sterilized with
US$4,000 as a down payment for a government low cost apartment.

Arguments Against Eugenics

Of course, there are arguments against eugenics programs. Government power over private
citizen'slivesis always subject to abuse. So history teaches. US state run programs seem to
have had problems with some sterilizations that were not for good eugenic reasons (Reilly,
1991). Any government program is going to make numerous mistakes and possibly suffer from
some corruption. Certainly it has not always been known which traits were genetically
influenced, and there were some sterilizations done under the various laws that probably do not
contribute to improving the genetic stock. For instance, there is a case of a woman who was the
offspring of incest, but apparently otherwise unhandicapped, being sterilized.

Currently, we are far from having much knowledge of which genes influence particular traits, or
from knowing all the traits that are subject to genetic influences. If we were given complete
copies of the genetic sequences for two individuals we could not tell which one we preferred.
That istrue. However, such ahigh level of knowledge is not needed for a useful eugenics
program. It is generally known that many traits are genetically influenced (see above) and
people generally agree on which direction is good. For instance:

1. High intelligence is good.
2. Self control is good.
3. Criminality and rape are bad.

4. Most diseases are bad.



The above provides a basis for deciding whose reproduction to encourage. At this point we
could proceed with a start on programs, hoping to improve knowledge in the future.

One theoretical concern is that many traits may be influenced by pleitropic genes such that
selecting for a desirable trait also selects for another trait that is undesirable. Thus there could be
unintended consequences from an eugenics program.

To illustrate the type of problem that is theoretically possible consider myopia. Thisiswidely
considered to be a genetically influenced condition. It is known to run in families, and twin
studies show it to have a high degree of heritability (Curtin 1985). However, it is also known
that high intelligence and myopia go together (Teasdale, Fuchs, & Goldschmidt, 1988; Rosner
& Belkin 1987; Benbow & Benbow 1984, p. 484 and 1986). High intelligence is also known to
be a partially genetic trait. The evidence is that the two genetic traits are pleitropic, with one
gene affecting both (Cohn, Cohn, & Jensen, 1988). One possibility is that the close work that
results from reading and studying leads to myopia. Another, which the writer has proposed, is
that a single gene (or gene complex) affects both brain size and the size of the eyeball (whichis
embryologically derived from the same tissue as the brain) and this produces the correlation
(Miller 1992, 1996d).

Now, if someone tried to discourage those with myopia from reproducing, a byproduct would
be selection for lower intelligence. This would be unfortunate, since myopiaisrelatively easily
handled with corrective glasses. Of course, enough is known so that the above mistake appears
unlikely. About the only way it could be made would be for a version of political correctnessto
make selection for intelligence impossible, while selection against genetic disease related
conditions was promoted.

A dlightly more difficult problem is the possibility that genes that promote certain forms of
mental illness are also genes that contribute to genius or originality. There is some evidence for
this proposition (Eysenck 1995; Goodwin & Jamieson, 1990; Karlsson, 1991). Effortsto
discourage reproduction by those with manic-depressive illness or schizophrenia, both of which
have been shown to have a genetic component in twin studies, might produce adverse effects on
creativity.

One can also imagine other unanticipated genetic problems. Many polymorphisms are believed
to protect against one disease but to increase vulnerability against another. They survivein the
population over the long run because whenever a particular allele become more common, the
diseases it makes for vulnerability to become more common, and the allele making for
vulnerability is selected against.

It must be admitted there is a chance that this could happen. If we knew that a particular allele
made for vulnerability to a particular well-publicized disease, say AIDS, there might be pressure



to discourage reproduction by carriers of such an allele. Indeed, a mutation that appearsto
protect against AIDS has been recently found (Kolata, 1996). This could increase vulnerability
to another disease where the effect was not known, or just possibly a new disease would then
emerge that could then spread more rapidly. It is also conceivable that a gene for adesirable
trait may also increase vulnerability to a disease.

Another theoretical argument that is sometimes heard is that genetic diversity is needed for
further evolution and that eugenic programs might reduce this diversity, eliminating a desirable
alele. The analogy is sometimes made with certain crops where the genetic diversity may have
been greatly reduced, increasing the vulnerability to certain diseases.

However, in any one generation any realistic program will make only minor changesin the gene
pool. Thiswill give plenty of timeto reverse direction if unintended consequences emerge.
Desirable genes are unlikely to be eliminated from the gene pool by afeasible short-term
eugenics programs. Any appreciable reduction in diversity is so far in the future that little
concern is needed for now.

Eugenics when the Problem is Partially Environmental in Origin

Frequently those who object to eugenics programs to reduce births in families suffering from a
particular problem assert that the targeted social problem is environmental in origin. For
instance, if it is proposed to raise average intelligence levels by reducing the number borne to
parents with low intelligence, it may be argued that low intelligence is of environmental origin.
It is definitely true that there is an environmental component to most social problems, including
low intelligence and poverty.

However, it does not follow that eugenics programs cannot reduce problems caused by social
causes. Whenever a problem is known to run in families, reducing the number of childrenin
families with the problem should reduce any problem's incidence. Suppose low intelligence was
caused by a unknown type of bad parenting that was in certain families, with each child as an
adult copying its own parents bad parenting. Increasing the fraction of children in the families
that practiced good parenting (which might be determined by the parents themselves being of
high intelligence) would still increase intelligence in the next generation. An environmentally
caused problem whose exact mechanism is unknown can be handled by decreasing the fraction
of birthsin certain families, just as a genetically caused problem can be handled. In most cases
the policy implications of environmentally and genetically caused low 1Q are the same asfar as
who is encouraged to have children. The key question for predicting the effects of aprogramis
the correlation between the |Q's of parents and children. Knowing the causes of this correlation
isnot critical. There are afew cases of low 1Q known to be due to environmental causes (say an
accident that injured the brain) where there would be no eugenic objection having children.
However, such cases are rare. Even in these cases, one might feel that it was best for the child
not to have alow 1Q parent and wish to discourage childbearing.



Eugenic programs that work by manipulating family size can be expected to work, athough
slowly and over a period of generations. If there are unrecognized environmental factors being
transmitted from parents to children, such programs will also increase the percentage of children
exposed to such positive environmental effects.

Westman (1994), convinced that bad parenting leads to most problems has written a book which
proposes licensing parents. Some of his proposals would probably end up having eugenic
effects. Those who could not get licensed as parents would probably be of genetically low
intelligence, and the proposal would end up having positive eugenic effects.

Admittedly, if it were known that there existed a particular environmental factor that affected
intelligence, an obvious alternative would be to deal directly with the factor. For instance, if it
turned out that rocking children to sleep promoted intelligence (the reference is to speculations
in Storfer 1990), it would still be true that we could increase the percentage of intelligent
children in the next generation by encouraging parents who were intelligent (who had probably
been rocked to slegp themselves). Even more efficient would be to encourage those who
planned to rock children to sleep to have large families. Of course, if we did have knowledge
that such asimple intervention raised intelligence, we would not choose to exploit it by
manipulating family size depending on their proclivity to rock children to sleep. Instead we
would have a program to teach mothersto rock their children to sleep, or perhaps we would
discover that mothers themselves had already read the research results and were rocking their
children to sleep.

However, as of now we know of few environmental interventions that do much for children's
intelligence, or that improve other aspects of their personality. Spitz (1986) has traced the
history of efforts to raise intelligence by environmental means. There is along series of
episodes in which some intervention was proposed, received much favorable publicity, and was
then found to have little permanent effect. The most recent such episode has involved early
childhood programs of the Head Start type. These were found to temporarily raise intelligence
scores. However, once removed from the program the children were found to gradually return to
the low level of performance of those who had