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Louis Agbiz, the greatest biohgist  of mid-eiacteeittli-century
AIIICC~CR,  argued that God had created blacks aud  whites as scpa-
tote  species. The defenders of slavcry touk IIIUCII coulfort fruul
this asscrtioq  for biblical ~mscri~~tious  of charity RIICI equality
did not lube tu extend across  II sper.ies  Imuuclary.  What could a11
abolitionist my? Scicucc had  sl~unc  its cold mud  clislxmiouatc light
upuii the sttbject; Christiou  Iiopc aucl seutirueutality  coulJ  iiot rc-
lute  it.

Ihriug  the Spanish-Autericau  War, a grcnt  dchte raged  over
wlietlicr  w e  had the r i g h t  t o  ~uiiex  the Pliilip~h~es.  Iqierialists
rgaiu t o o k  cumfurt  fruru scicucc, f o r  sucirl Ihrwiiiisiu pro-
clriuied a hierarchy in racial ability. Wheri  rutiimpcrinlists  cited
tleirry Clay’s cuutcntiuu that <htl  would not create a r;lcc in-
c~phlc uf self-gcrvcrlnaellt,  Itcv. Josinll  Strong amvcrctl:  “(Iny’s
cuutcutiuit  w a s  foruicd b e f o r e  modcru  science  had  sltowii  tlm
races clevclop  itr the course of ccittu
rid that 111  utrdcrclcvclopd  rncc, 5

its as iuclivitluds  do in years.
I* ii& is iucaplk  of self-gov-

eriuucnt,  is IIO iuorc of a rcflcctio~l  ou tllc Alurigluy  tlrm is au
uuderdevclopcd  child, who is iucqdde  of self-guverlitiiettt.”
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I c i t e  thexe  exalq&s  llnt nicrely hecause  they cqmst scicuce
at its tnclst  ridiculous, but lmmsc  they illsstratc a far tuorc itn-
p-mutt  pint:  stmtctneuts  that scm tn leave  the sanction of sci-
eme Itave  beCn couth~nlly  iuvokcd  iu attempts to ccluate  egali-
tariauisut with sentitriental hop and  einotioual  Ih~ducss.  I~euple
who are unaware of this historical Imtcru teud to accept eacl~
rccurrcuce  at face vnluc:  that is, tlicy assume  each such staterueut
arises from the “data” actually presciited rather Ihart  from  the
social coirditioia  that truly iiq~ife it.

We have  IICVW,  I shall argue, had my IaqI data VII gmcticelly
based differences in intelligence atuoug lturnau gtoups. Specula-
tion, however, has never let data stand iu its way; and wl~en meu
in power need SUCII a11 asscrtiou  to justify their actions, there
will always be scieutists  rvailalble  to supply it..

The racist *rgunleiits  of the uiuctcentlt  certtury were  primarily
brscd on cmttiotnetry,  the mcasurcutcut of lrtuttau  skulls, Today,
these coutcntions  staud  totally discredited. What  crruiotuetry  was
t o  the uinctecatlt ceutury, iutclligertce  tcstitig  has lmm t o  the
twentieth. Tlie victory of the eugenics  niovetncnt  iii the hnigrr-
tiou Rcstrictiou.Act of 1924  signaled  its first unfortunate ellect-
for the severe restrictions  iipm tiou-Europeans  aud iipi soutlt-
cm and  casttru  Europaus  gniucd ruuch support  frotu the results
of the ftrst extcusivc autl utiifcrrru  applicntiou  of iutclligcuce  tests
in America-the  Amy Mcutal  ‘I’csts  o f  W o r l d  W a r  I. ‘I~l~csc
tests were euginccrcd  aud  achiuistercd  by psychologist Robert
M. Yerkcs,  WIIO cot~clt~dccl  that “ctlucatiou  tilo~~e wi l l  ttot  p lace
the ucgro  race [Jic 1 ou a IBar with its Caucnsiau  couq~ctitors.” It
is now clear that Ycrkes attd his colltagucs  kuew IIO way to scpa-
rate g&tic  front cuvirotuututal  couiItcuteuts  iu pustulhlg  causes
for difhreut  I~erfortnruccs  UII the tests.
nc latest cIiisodc of this recurring drama lIegail  iu 1969,  ~IICII

Arthur Jcuseu  puldisl~ed  his arti& ctuitled, “I low Mucl~ Cau We
host I.Q. sud Scltolastic  Achievetueut?” in the I~arvurd  Educn-

riortnl Review. hgaitt,  the claim  was made that uew dud uudott~-
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fortable inforittaticut  Iimd cottte  to light, ml that s&Ice  Ilad t0
spak the “truth” cvett  if it refuted sutuc  cherished  uotiotrs  of a
liberal  plrilosoplry. llrtt again ,  I  slrnll  nrguc, Jeuseu  had IIO ucw
data; atrd what  Ire did prcsctu  was flawed beynnd  repair I,y ill-
co~~sistetrcics  ilt the datn  tlretusclvcs  aud Iby illogical claitus  itI his
prc.sentation.

Jeusett  assutttes that 1.0. tests atlccptcly  umspre  sonlctlli~lg  we
may call “intclligtttce.” I Ie afreiupts to tease hpart the gcuctic
attd e~~vironstetttnl  factors caosittg  differences in pcrforutmce  OII
these tests. Ile does this IIY telyitrg upon the one uatural  cxlmi-
utent we possess: idrtrtical twins reared apart-for here the dif-
fcmica  cau  oiily be ct~virocuiieiital. l’lie average diflcreucc  hi
1.0. for such twins is less tlmt the dillerencc for two uttrclatcd
iudividuals  rmised in similarly varied environtuents.  From the data
OII twins, be olltrhs  on estituate  of the magnitude of euvirotuuen-
tal ittflucuce  aud estitttater tltc gcltctic  cotnpoucnt  frw the adtli-
tiooal  dhcttces  iu 1.0. bctweeu  uurelated  iudividuals.  I le WI-
eludes  that l.Q. hrs a herital~ility  of about 0.8 (or 80 pcrcctlt)
witbln  the ppttlatlon  o f  Anterlcott  end Europeart w h i t e s .  1’11~
avera@ difTerence betwcett  Atuericau whites mud blacks is I 5 1.f).
poittts (one standard devi~tiott).  Ile asserts that this tliffercucc
is too big to attribute to cevirontttetit,  giveit the high Iicritrl~ility
of IQ. Lest etryone think that IIC writes itt the traditiou of nf~-
stract scliolarsldp,  I  iuerely quote the f i r s t  liue o f  I r i s  fatrcl.al*.
work: “Conrpsatory  cducatiou  has Ijcen tried, and  it apparentI!
has  failed.”

I lielicve  that this nrgutuc~tt  cati bc tcfuted itt a “liicrarcl~i~al”
fasltiotr-that  is, we CRII discr  dit1 it at OIIC level and  thea sltow
that it would fail at a more  !ttclusive level CVCII if we allowed
Jemm’s  srgutuettt  foi the firstltwu levels:

Level I: l’he tqurtiou of I.Q. with intclligeuce.  WIIO  knows
what  I.Q. measures? It is a good ‘predictor of “success” in school,
but is Suclr  success a result of iritelligeticc,  apple polishing, or the
rssiuiilation  of values that the ‘leaders of society prefer? Smc



issucs  lhft let *lw aflow  (nlthuuglt  1 tlorr’t  lrclicve it ). for the sake
Of PrPH~e*% that I.Q. IHC~S\I~CS  S~I~IIC nwathgful  as!‘Cct  Of in-
teiiige~lCe ifI its VCtllactllar sC,,se.

Levcl x: l‘lle ltctitnt~ili~y  of 1-v. ltcrc ngnin, ,vc CllCOullter  0
colrftfsiO~~  ~C~weel~  vet~~rcular  *,ld tcclu\ical  n1eanings  of th smlc
word. ” Inherited;’ to e lnyalal,,  llt~a~l~  ‘Vixcd,ll  “inexut~k”  Ot
“~~~chge~btc.~~ 1‘0 s gellctici~, “i&&l&”  refers to 5111  csthm
of silllilnrity  Iw2twcCl~  t&ted i&vi&& I)ased  011  gems Md in
CWlWlOtt.  It carries 110 iq+-gtiou  of i~levital)ility  or Of i1&1utal)~c
entities  beyoird  tltc reach of cnvituninoitaf  in&mxe.  Egcgl*sseS
correct  a variety of inherited  pr&crus  in vision; iddin  cali clwk
diabetes.

Jetlsell insists that 1-Q. is 80 ~CCII~ IteritaIh.  Princettur  psy-
clloiogist  Leon J. Kahn h a s  r e c e n t l y  done the dog-wmk o f
ii~eticdousty  c h e c k i n g  t  tirough  &rails nf tiw t w i n  stticlies  that
forlll the basis of this cstirmtc.  I Ir lies found aii astor~isiii~~g  iiutw
bcr of incocisistct1cics  aid Jmvnright  imc-cumcics.  For cxm~pic,
ti1e htc S i r  C!yril hct, w+o gctrcrrtctl  rite largest  body  o f  d a t a
on identical  twios renrett apart,  pursued  his studies of it~tclligcwc
fur inore thm lorry yc*rs.  hltlmtgh he incrcascd  Ids srrq~lc sizes
in a variety oi “inqwoved” versions, sowe of his corrctntiw co-
efficients remaio  twchangcd to the third clcciuial  plrcc--a statisti-
cally in~possitAz sitriatiolr. Chfrcr St udirs  did uot stmrdartlizc  prop-
e r l y  for age nnrt..sc%.  Since 1.Q). varies with these properties,  ati

itn~m~pet corrccriult imy twoducc  higher  valm3 bet  wten  twins
not Imznrise  they lwld gClt= f o r  iutclligmrc  i i i  com~~10t1,  I)ltr
sirl+y  I,ec*llse  they  share tt*t SWN SC% 4 age.  l’l# data ate so
flawed  tfrat  l1o valid estifiiate  f o r  the iietitalrihty  t*f, t,Q. cm IPC
~rawll  a~ oil. But let iw ~SSUllle (alll~O@l  110 dala Stlplm;t i t ) ,



Racist Argummrs  and fQ 149

for tlms&e  of •rpt~f~t,  that  the Iwritahiiity  uf 1.Q. is as l&h
IS 0.8.

t.CVrl 3: l’hc eonfusinn o f  Witllill- ntrd bctwcetl-group varia-
tioti. Jcuscn  draws a  causal  cottncctiott  bctwccu  h is  two utajor
assertions-that the withi+group  heritability of IQ. is 0.8 for
Atticricntr  whites, attd that tlic iticmi tlilTcrewe  itI 1.Q. I~ctwce~r
Arttcricm  blacks and whites is 15 points. I It mutt&  that  tltc
black *‘deficit” is largely gettctic itt origin because I.Q. is so
higltly heritable. This is a ~JCW ~c@/trr of the worst possible kind
- f o r  there  i s  11tt  ttcccssary  rclntitrttsltip lretwcctt lictitability
witltitt I g t o t t p  nod  difletcnces io tueam  values  o f  t w o  scporatc
gtaap.

A simple cx~kplc  will suficc to illustrate this flow in Jcttscn’s
rtgumcnt.  I icight  has a ~mclr higher  heritability within gtonps
than anyone lys ever cloinled  for 1-Q. Suppose. thnt height has a
man value’ of five feet two inches end a heritability of o,p (a
realistic v&e) within l group of arutritiottally  deprived Indian
fnmcrs.  IXs high hcritrbility silttply  I~CPII~ rhat short farmers
will tend to brvc short offsl~tittg,  niul tall frrtttcrs tall ofTspring.
It says ttotltittg  whatever agaittst the ttotiott  tltat proper  IiuUitiotr
could raise  tltc tttcau  ltcight to six feet (taller then avcrrge white
Atucticntts). It otdy ttwwns that, in this itttprnvcd  status, fartttrts
shorter tltatt a v e r a g e  (tltey ttiay iiow be f i v e  feet ICII ittclics)
would still rend  to hove shorter t IMII a vcragc  children.

I  d o  not claim t h a t  intclligcncc. h r t w c v c r  dcfittcd, Iias 110
gemic basis-l regard it 1s trivially )mc, ttiiititcrcstitig,  and ltii-

inprtnttt  tltn1 it dots. ‘1’1~  exprcssiou  o f  any tfnit icprcstirts I
c0111plcx  iiit&tction  of licrcdity nnt covirootncm. Out jolt isI
sintply to pruvidc the best  cnvirotmr’tttrl  situation for the realiza-
tion of valued potcntiol in all ittdividrtnls.  I merely point out that
a specific claim purporting to dcmottsttate  a IIWW genetic  dc-
ficictlcy iri tltc itttclligcocc of Antcricrn blacks  rests ul~u rlo new
facts whatever  and cati cite no valid t&m ia its sttpptt.  It is just
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OS likely that blacks have a generic advantage nvcr wItiles.  And,
Alter WAY,  i t  doesn’t  tnattcr a  dannt. Au ittdividttal c a n ’ t  b e
judged Iiy his group tueau.

it current ltiologicrl  detertttinisut  in the study of lwinn~~  in-
telligence rests up011  ii0 iiew facts (ac0telly, 110 facts at all), tlten
why leas  i t  oriseu  from  so  mrry quar ters  of  late? ‘I’I~e  a~~swec
must be sucisl  stud plitical-and the sooner we rcali7.e how iituch
of science is so ittllnenced,  tltc sooner  WC will dctnytltologiz~c  it
as an ittcxoralde  “ttutlt-tnaking  machine.” Why now? l’lre 196~~
were good years for lilteralisttt;  a fair amount of tnnttey was spent
on poverty ptgrortts  ottd relatively little Lappetted. Enter ttew ‘,
leaders and ttew priorities. Why didn’t the earlier programs
wvork?  Two possibilities ate open: (t) we didtt’t spend enough
money, we didtt’t tttalte  suCTcierttly  creative &arts,  or (nttd tltis
makes any established leoder  jittery) we cannot  solve these prob-
lems withuur  a fuudautcnral  social nud tcouutaic  tratrsfortnation
nf society; or (2 ) the programs failed because tlteir recipiettts
are irtlteretttly what they are-4tIattting  the viccittu. Nnw, which
alternative will be choseit  by men in puwer in ant age of retrcttch-
ment?

I lutvc  sltuwtt,  I hope, that biological detertuiuisut  is ucrt  situply
RII amusing tnatter for clever cocktail party conuueuts  about the
hutttrn mnimal. It is a general notion with itnprtant l~ltilosopl~ical :
irttplicr4ons and tttajnr political cottscqutttccs.  As John Smart
Mill wrote, in a statetttettt that should be the inotto of the up-
positiou:  “Of all the vulgar utodcs  of escapiug  fnttu  the ennsider-
ntion  of tlte eficct of social and tttoral  ittfhtcttccs  uptt rltc tttttttatt
tttittd, tl;c most  vulgar is that of attriltutittg  the diversities of cuu-:
duct aud character to inherent ttatural dillcrtnces.”


