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Editer’s Note.~in munc this article, “The Nation”
(N.Y.), announces thit it Iy the first of a serjes on the
Nordio Myth, 10 be foflowed by oibers in discusslon of race
relations and rm mrhrlty “Kranz Boas, the author of
&omtuﬁde was a co-worker with the late J. A
Telt of the 8. P .of C., & research worker and accomplished
othnologist whose fleld lay especially among the various
tribes of B. C. Indians.

HE intensity of raece eonsciousness in our
country is not entirely due to the presence in
large numbers of various non-European races,
for even a hasty review of the attitude of many
European nations reveals a phenomenal growth of

- the feeling of racial antagonisms. The belief in organ-

ie difference between the European and the Negro or
the European and the Chinese has come to appear as
so fundamental that social and political relations are
determined by it. We no longer demand any eare-
ful examination of the reasoms for the feeling of
difference, but accept it as an instinctive, unavoid-
able effect of the contaet of different races.

The theory that mental traits are determined by
race is old. In earlier ttmes it was not clearly dif-
ferentiated from the assumption of an immediate in-
flnence of environment upon body and mind. In
the eighteenth century we hear of the belief that the
type represented by the nobility is organically super-
ior to the type represented by the commoners. In
the nineteenth century the theory of the racial deter-
mination of mental traits made rapid headway. It
was a convenient prop for supporting slavery and
was, therefore, used as the strongest argument
against the aims of the Abolitionists. But aside from
this students of the history of civilization became
impressed with the evident differences of mental be-
havior in large divisons of manknd. Gustav Klemm
in his ““‘Allgemeine Kulturgeschichte der Mensch-
heit’’ discusses at length the aptitudes of different
racial types. Carus tried to explain the his-
tory of nations on the basis of their organic char-
acter, but the whole problem reeeived its principal
impetus by the publication of Comtc de Gobineau’s
“L’Inegalite des Races Humaines.’”” In the eourse
of time the arguments by which he tried to prove
the superiority of the blond North European type
over all other European groups made a deep int-
pression, and sinece tha#t time the eonvietion has
grown apace that fandamental, organically deter-
mined psychical differences exist between human
races and even between clogely allied groups. It is
only nehe-ary to mention books like Stewart Hous-
ton Chamberlain’s ‘““Foundations of Nineteenth Cen-
tary Ciwllization,’’ or those of Woltmann, Lapouge,
or M ‘Gunther, and in our own eountry the much-
read by Madison Grant, ‘‘The Passing
of ﬂlﬁw ” to indieate the general character
of the mwﬁl of this movement.

:On the other hénd an equally vomminous liter-
ature has developed, intended to maintain the irrel-
evanty of racial affiliation in cpltural and mental
life: Much of this literature is due to an effort to
mh{‘tio anti-Semitic drift of our times.

%

Quite aside Trom this discusiion certain ethnolo-

. gists have based their work on the assamption of an
~ essentisl dameneds of the mental life of all races. In-
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By FRANZ BOAS.

and raee antagonism are ‘instinctive, that is to say,
organicially determined. It is fairly abvious that for
individuals this rule does not hold good. The num-
erous- eases of racial mixturc between whites and
all other races show clearly that there is no funda-
mental racial antipathy that would prevent the clos-
cst and most intimate relations between individuals
of the most diverse races. Furthermore it is import-
ant to note that race antagonism is not by any means
a universal trait of mankind. While it is yery pro-
nounced among Anglo-Saxons, it is weak among
most of the people of Romancc tongue. The present
French policy of treating the African Negroes as
Frenchmen has for its basis a theoretical denial of
cssential raeial differences and is possible only on ac
count of the lack of a strong. widespread feeling of
race antagomism. The weakness of raee conscious
ness among people speaking Romanee languages is
shown also by the soeial conditions in many South
American countries.

Still more striking is the attitude of Mohamme-
dans, among whom racial affilations eount very lit
tle as against religious unity. A eonvineing proof
of this attitude in early times is the deseription of
inter-raeial relations in Arabian literature. A study
of the behavior of children shows also that while a
conscipusness of race difference may be present, it
does 08t inelude necessarily any feeling of racial an-
tagonism. As the ehild grows up the dividing line
between the races is impressed upon it, and in this
way the race 'consciopsness develops until it be-
eomes a purely automatie reaetion which evokes the
same intensity of feeling as the so-called instinetive
reactions. Nevertheless the two are fundamentally
distinet. If raecial antagonism were instinetive it
would appear among all members of mankind, not
necessarily in _carliest youth, but certainly at the
time of adolescence. If on the other hand, it is a be-
havior that is develeped as a social pattern it will be
present only where this pattern prevails and will be-
come more automatic and therefore emotionally
stronger the_more pronounced the social pattern. It
is also instructive to sec that in the castes of India
the same kind of antagonism and {feeling of repug-
nance dewelops without being everywhere founded
on racial differences.

Numerous  attempts have been made to give a
scientific status to the feeling of racial difference
and particularly to the claim of Nordie superiority.
In these attempts use is made of historical data, of
descriptions of national character and of psycholo-
gical tests to which individuals of different races
have been subjeeted. In none of these discussi:ns,
however, do we find a coneise and definite answer 10
the question of what constitutes a race.

Unfortunately the concept of race is not at all
clear. The terminology adopted by our immigra-
tion-authorities has added greatly to the confusion
because they designate people speaking different lan-
‘guages and of different political association as races
without any regard to their biological characteris-
tics. . . .
When we speak of innate characteristics of races
we mean by the term race a group of people de-
geended from a common ancestry and for this reason
alike in anatomical form. Likeness does not mean
identity. In no species or variety of animals or
plants are all individuals strietly of the same form.
Differences in size and form are ever present and
variability within certain limits is one of the prime
. charaeteristies of organic nature. Individuals of the
same. variety are not identical and a variety deriv-
e&hﬂ th same ancestry will always embrace
Iulg' -individual fom A whole rceul

at Is a Racer

1 we are very much inelined to consider the ex-

ireme ‘variants as types of which the population is
composed and to believe that the rather indifferent

(jiestions are

1t frequent middle group originates from an inter-
lixture of the two extreme types. When practical
involved this view is useful. The
yhyvsieian- who distinguishes between- the asthenic
1d eusthenie type or between other constitutional

types is confronted by a practical problem. His
classifieation of types does not imply that the indiv-
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luals of different constitution are distinet types
«‘hich intermingled and from which the middle type
i indifferent constitution developed. In the same
2v the oceurrence of long heads and short heads
1 Sweden does not prove by itself that we mmst
ave a mixture of two fundamental types. The

cxtreme forms may as well be interpreted as variants

[ a single ancestral type

On the other hand extensive migrations have oe-
curred ginee very early times the world over and
mixtures of distinet types have been common. The
period of isolation in which the differentiation of
local types developed must lie in a very remote
time. The present conditions show gradual transi-
tions between types inhabiting adjoining aress, due
largely to intermixture. Local types exhibit every-
where similar degrees of variability, so that it 18
difficult, if not impossible, to determine the charac-
. oristies of the carlier purer types that developed by
isolation.

Unless the component races are fundamentally
distinet, the attempt to isolate in an old stable pop-
ulation distinetive raeial types determineed by de-
seriptive characteristics is, therefore, an almost in-
soluble task. We eannot assign one individual to
one race. another to another, because we do not
know the degree of variability found in the arcestral
isolated race, and on account of the long-continued
mixture the characteristics of ‘gre parental races will
appear in varying combinations in each individual.
All attempts to establish among members of the
same social group eci “elations between mental char-
acter and bodily forem have failed

When we speak of ruacial hervedity we m-an eer-
tain characteristies in which all members of a race

partake. The whitz skin-color of the European and
the dark skin-color of the Negro are racia! heredit-
ary traits, because they belonyg to all the members
of cach raee. On account of the great variability
of forms fundament ( differences betviuen vario.as

races are not a'wav, found. Size and eon.plexity of
the hrain, stature uead form, physiclogical [:nctions
and mental reactions vary enormously in each race,
and many features that are found in one race are
also found among individuals belong to other races.
Thus it happens that to judge by the size of his brain
or by his physiological or mental functions an in-
dividual may as well belong to one race as to an-
other.  In such cases it is obviously impossible_to
speak of hereditary racial characteristies because the
traits characterizing any individual occur in a num-
ber of human races.

The importance of this observation becomes still
clearer when we consider the individuals not only as
members of a raée as a whole but as descendants of
a certain ancestral group. The racial type is what
is called by biologists a phenotype, that is to say, an
assembly of individuals that belong to quite distine-
tive line of descent. The phenotype, however may
be subdivided into a number of genotypes, or groups
of individuals having a common ancestry. In other
words, we must consider the whole race as eonstitut-
ed ofahrgennmberoftunilyline& When we have
. populatwon that has been inbred for a very long
time, such as certain village communities in Europe

ﬂlt or small isolated tribes of primitive people, the
. whole community may represent, mor~ or less strict-

1y speaking, one genotype, because they are all de-




