
 

 

 The idea that human geographical groups can be typed into a classificatory 

scheme offset by a concept known as 'race' rests largely on a premise that 

phenotypic expression is fundamentally restricted to geographic location and is 

population specific (Agassiz 1850; Rushton 1997). Definitions of what constitutes 

race amongst humanity are manifold, complex, varied and fully dependent 

on the definer. Historically, concepts about race imply that whole human groups 

are distinct and measurably separable from all other human groups in terms of 

origin (Coon 1982). This ideology minimizes the reality of individual variation 

within groups as well as shared biological features across groups (Montagu 

1974; Baker in Mead et a1.1968). 

 Deduction along this line of thought reveals that biological and environ-

mental adaptation, empirically supported in the literature, is summarily disregarded 

through this ideological medium by an inherent disregard of early hominid 

migration patterns (but see Rushton 1996: S171; and Stringer and Andrews 

1988 for the 'Out Of Africa' migration model). There is little consideration 

given to the notion that people are highly mobile and seems to imply that human 

groups generate in a given place. Where people came from, length of time in the 

area, environmental, biological, and cultural considerations are vital elements 

missing on the landscape when emphasis is placed on racial identification. 

 The critical avenue to be explored and discussed in this paper are the 

real social impacts, the deleterious effects on the lives and well being of individuals 

and groups in the name of scientific inquiry, coupled with social justice 

into a theory of eugenics (Gould 1996; Shipman 1994). 

 The concept of human races is nebulous. Yet there continues to be a persis-

tent thread of insistence upon an ideology that is grounded in the premise that 

race and intelligence are inextricably intertwined. Latter day eugenics is a persistent 

movement, if not wholly overt (for example see Herrnstein and Murray 

1994; Brace 1996; Rushton 1996). Contemporary work toward racial and intelli-

gence identification continues unabated in the shadows of Samuel Morton and 

Paul Broca. Historical leaders of raciology their cumulative works provided pivotal 

roles in defining the physiological determinants of both race and intellect 

and heavily impacted social thought. 

 A newer line of eugenic focus, Emotional Intelligence [E.I.], is a subtle, 

recent, addition to the eugenic forum on a different level (Goleman 1998). E.I. is 

a variation of Herrnstein and Murray's (1994) perspective of the Intelligence 
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Quotient (IQ) and emphasizes emotional maturity as defined by modem Western 

culture. The E.!. trend is covertly ethnocentric and emphasizes a predominant 

western ideal of social interaction in its claims that people who are emotionally 

intelligent are restrained and calculate actions and behaviors (Goleman 1998). 

 

Definitions of Race 
 

 Little continuity exists across definitions of race, particularly where humans 

are concerned. Each definition is unique to the identifier of the term 

(Gould 1996). Support for this assertion is demonstrated by the following sample 

of seven definitions. The definitions are reproduced in full in order to gain a 

more rounded appreciation of the subtle and not so subtle differences. It must be 

noted that the definition given is intended by the individual author to clarify 

what is meant by race. The final definition is taken from the New Lexicon 

Webster's Dictionary (1991 ed.) and will be summarized in order to highlight 

a second vital perspective concerning what is meant by race: popular social 

thought. 

       1.   "We may define a human race as a population which differs significantly  

 from  other human populations in regard to the frequency of one or more of 

 the genes it possesses. It is an arbitrary matter which, and how, many, genel-

 oci we wish to consider as a  significant "constellation ..." (Boyd 1950: 

 207). 

        2. "At present time there is a general agreement that a race is a breeding popula-

 tion, largely, if not entirely isolated reproductively from other breeding popu-

 lations. The measure of race is thus reproductive isolation, arising commonly 

 but not exclusively from geographical isolation." (Gam 1960: 7). 

        3. "Races are defined as populations differing in the incidence of certain genes, 

 but actually exchanging or potentially able to exchange genes across what

 ever boundaries (usually geographic) separate them." (Dobzhansky 1944: 

 252). A later qualifier was added by the author, "Race differences are object-

 tively ascertainable facts, the number of races we choose to recognize is a 

 matter of convenience." (1962: 266). 

         4. ••...races are populations which can be readily distinguished from one another 

 on genetic grounds alone." (Hulse 1963: 262). 

         5. "A subspecies is an aggregate oflocal populations of a species, inhabiting a 

 geographic subdivision of the range of species, and differing taxonomically 

 from other populations of the species." (Mayr 1963: 348). 

         6. A popular social definition of race is inclusive and involves shared phenol-

 typic characteristics genetically inherited; person, family, or group and all 

 their descendants; all members of a profession or interest group; subspecies; 

 "permanent variety"; breed; and those of a shared language, political, and/or 

 national origin (1991 ed.: 822). In essence, this definition cuts across biologi

 cal and geographical restrictions and employs two implications immediately: 

 first, there can be as many races as there are individual people 

 and second, race can be determined on the basis of human behavior. A third 

 consideration is that the sociocultural explanation holds fast to more historical 

 connotations. 

        7. Biological R. 

            ": a group of organisms with shared, inherited characteristics, which differs in 



 

  appearance, physiological characters and/or environmental requirements from other 

 groups of the same species. A good example of biological R. is provided by the cuckoo, 

 in which an inherited dependence on a particular host species is associated with the 

 production of specifically colored and patterned eggs. Ecological Rs. are also known as 

 Ecotypes. Geographical Rs are commonly called subspecies.” ( 1995 deGruyter in translation 

 by Berlin). 

 

 Excluding Hulse (1963) and Boyd (1950) it is clear that each definition 

holds that geographic location, also referred to as 'boundary', is a critical 

factor which must be factored in with genetic considerations in delimiting a 

particular race both human and non-human alike. The degree of separateness, 

both genetic and geographical, varies across authors. Likewise, specific genetic 

components are in disagreement. With the exceptions of Dobzhansky 

(1962) and Hulse (1963), none of the definers offer a particular gene loci, or 

sets of loci which can be identified as the specific determinant( s) of a race. 

 While Dobzhansky and Hulse do not explicitly assert their given race 

criteria, each is clear on the grounds that such genetic understanding is empirically 

attainable. Dobzhansky further recognizes the inherent issues surrounding 

the numbers of potential races. Garn (1960), on the other hand, 

sidesteps the issue and opts for organism viability as the determinant. The 

lack of continuity surrounding the demarcation of human race, in both scientific 

and social understanding, is not limited to contemporaneous perception. 

An examination of the history of the concept of race uncovers a long lineage 

of confusion and misinformation interwoven with social, political, cultural, 

and religious pressures that informed the ideology of the day. 

 

 

The History of the Concept of Race 
 

 Several writers on the history of thought on hum an race point to the 

early Greeks, in particular Socrates, as the progenitors of racial divisions 

(Shipman 1994; Hunt 1863 in Montagu 1974; King 1971). Montagu (1974) 

and Gould (1996), however, advance the idea that the Greek division was 

founded on class distinction rather than phenotypic or geographical factors. 

Gould (1996) describes the Greek connection by pointing to Socrates, whose 

theoretical frame was supported by the premise that all things are made of essences 

not readily ascertainable to the visible eye. Therefore, Socrates championed 

three divisions on the basis of the 'essential' elements of a given person 

and their socioeconomic standing. Those of the highest standing were 

considered to be essentially of the precious metal, gold. Those of the next 

order, there to ensure the success of the high class and to provide a human 
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buffer from the low class, were essentially silver. The lowest orders, whose 

purpose was to do the necessary labor and who were the only order determined 

to be born unfree, were essentially brass and iron. 

 

 This division was carefully crafted in order to maintain the political, 

social, economic status quo in addition to ensuring social order through a justifica-

tion of status differences. Socrates advanced this ideology yet did not 

necessarily believe in this system. Socrates' system was primarily a measure 

to build in social control and socioeconomic balance. Likewise, Plato gently 

proposed the idea of innate human inequalities though he later retracted. The 

early Greeks were not isolated from contact in the outside world and were 

cognizant of phenotypic differences associated with geographic location. 

They judged, however, that such differences were "geographic accidents" 

(Montagu 1974). 

 

 The first empirical endeavor to demarcate and understand human phenotypic 

differences was undertaken by Linnaeus (Gould 1996; Shipman 

1994; Montagu 1974). While it is unknown to what extent external social 

pressures influenced his human racial taxonomy it is known that he incorporated 

specific anatomic and behavioral characteristics, most likely derived 

from social stereotypes although he refrained from a hierarchical ranking. 

 Drawing on his understanding of early Greek taxonomic theory Linnaeus 

developed a four-race scheme based on certain body fluids believed to 

be responsible for a person's temperament. Each fluid has a corresponding 

behavioral attribute: choler (yellow bile) denotes anger; melancholy (black 

bile) denotes sadness; phlegm denotes sluggishness; and sanguine (blood) denotes 

a cheerful character. Linnaues did not, however, extend the fluid color 

grouping to correlate with the associated skin-color of the racial groups. Linnaues' 

identification of the races is as follows: 

 
     Americanus (red, choleric, upright)                Asiaticus (pale-yellow, melancholy, stiff) 

    Europeus (white, sanguine, muscular)             Afer (black, phlegmatic, relaxed) 

       (taken from Gould 1996: 404). 

 

 Gould's (1996) interpretation of historical events takes into account a 

political and social understanding of the day and maintains that Linnaues did 

not overtly advance hierarchy: the ordering was cartographic. Linnaeus' paradigm 

remained until the 18th century when J. F. Blumenbach, one of the least 

racist and most egalitarian of these historical figures, instituted a radical paradigm 

shift the least of which was an increase in the number of races by one. 



 

 Blumenbach overturned Linnaeus' four race scheme further and included 

a second dimension which can be argued to hold the most significant 

impact on the social fabric of human interconnectedness: the component of 

rank. Prior to Blumenbach, Samuel Morton, an unyielding proponent for polygen-

ism, had already initiated racial ranking via cranial measurements. Morton's 

famous work, Crania Americana (1839), declared that a measurement 

of the cranial capacity determined the real size of the brain. He attempted to 

demonstrate the intellectual superiority of whites through this medium. Summarily, 

Paul Broca, heavily influenced by Morton's work, instituted the 

measurements of specific lobes as further evidence on racial and intellectual 

superiority (Montagu 1974). Blumenbach's (1865) reordering and ranking of 

the five races can be envisioned as a triangle without a base: Caucasian sits 

alone at the apex while on one side, in an outward, descending order, are 

American Indians and Orientals, while on the mirrored side, in descending 

order, are Malays and Africans (in Gould 1996). 

 Blumenbach was a devout monogenist. He embraced the concept of 

monogenism, or the Biblical idea of a single creation in a single place, as opposed 

to polygenism, which adheres to separate creations for each human 

group. Monogenism explains human racial differences in terms of degrees of 

"degeneration" away from the original form, here interpreted as directly related 

to climate and not original sin. While there is no belief in human equality, 

monogenists primarily believed in the superiority of the white race, it is 

considered that all other races are human as well. The other half of the creationist 

side of the coin, the polygenists, argued that each group has its own 

distinct' Adam', thereby instituting a justification for the complete segregation 

of racial groups coupled with the potential for the belief in an innate nonhuman 

status of other races (Gould 1996). 

 The 19th century witnessed 'intellectual' comparisons and anatomical 

connections demonstrating that Africans and African-Americans were more 

closely related, in both biological and intellectual references, to chimpanzees, 

gorillas, and orangutans that to white men (Nott and Gliddon 1854). An interesting 

example of this type of bipolar philosophical trends is the work of 

Etienne Serres (a French medical anatomist). While he adamantly maintained 

disbelief in human separateness, his own research exhausted itself on locating 

a single mechanism by which both race and intellect could be demonstrated. 

This was done by measuring the distance from naval to penis (the greater the 

distance the greater the intellect). While the method and conclusion of Serres 

pales in comparison with those such as Morton and Broca, his example 

serves to highlight the social ideals, which opened the floodgates to the 

swelling tides of overt racism, blatant genocide, and severe oppression during 

the years that followed. 
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 In 1906 Robert Bean, a Virginia physician following Broca's lead, deter-

mined that the greater mental functions resided in the frontal lobes mechanism 

for race and intellect could be located by measuring parts of Corpus 

Callosum. Measurements of the genu were compared against measurements 

of the splenium. Bean reasoned that a larger genu to splenium ratio denoted 

greater intellect. His research, when plotted, showed that the greater genu ratios 

occurred more frequently in whites than in blacks. Dissatisfied with 

Bean's results, F. P. Mall (1909), Bean's mentor at Johns Hopkins duplicated 

the study. Mall instituted a method that would deny him prior knowledge detailing 

the race and gender of each of the brains. In direct contradiction to 

Bean, Mall found that differences were insignificant and revealed no pattern 

or trend in the final analysis. 

 When examining the impacts of the major works that have influenced 

successive events it is evident that the building of a major event is often dependent 

on the series of smaller events preceding it. As can be witnessed 

throughout this discussion understanding the history of a problem is eminent 

to an informed appreciation of the scope and magnitude of the problem as a 

whole. Thus far it is clear that neither the concept, nor the perpetuation of the 

concept of human race did not arise in a scientific vacuum. Likewise, the 

concern with rank became an intimate component in the quest for racial identifica-

tion to the degree that it guided all subsequent work. The contamination 

of an idea in the search for empirical knowledge is not unique to science. Social 

events, as well, are potential vehicles for this same cascading pattern. 

 

 Eugenics and Genetics 

 

 During this time another investigator, under the sway of Broca, Alfred 

Binet, began his work toward the statistical identification of intellectual imperfec-

tions that would culminate in a standard test by 1904. Grounded in psychological 

methodology this test came to be known as the Intelligence Quotient 

(IQ). H.H. Goddard, an American researcher specializing in mental impotence, 

interpreted Binet's work from its original French, and initiated the 

push for its application across America beginning with the immigrants at 

Ellis Island (Gould 1996). 

 The primary tenet of eugenics is grounded in Spencerian social theory, 

more popularly known as social Darwinism in which the biological principal 

of genetic fitness achieves the greatest success over time cuts across (in 

application) to society and behavior (Spencer 1895). A second, though no 

less important, tenet of the eugenic movement charges that society is the superinten-

dent of social fitness (Kevles 1985). It is at this juncture, that of 



 

social processes and genetics that the interface of two fundamentally separate 

phenomenon can be found.  

 Late in the 1890's Charles Davenport, a British biologist and mathemati-

cian, brought the idea of eugenics to America. In its initial stages eugenics 

 remained true to Davenport's focus, which embraced the belief that human 

worth should concentrate on an individual and his family. New studies, 

centering around the idea of inherited characteristics, were becoming popular 

in American biological and evolutionary disciplines and this regard carried 

over into the public sector (Shipman 1994; Kevles 1985). In light of the 

waves of immigrants, many from Southeastern Europe, streaming into early 

20th century America, ethnic differences abound and turbulent alliances were 

formed. Scientific understanding now inspired the civilian forum. The public 

became enamored with both inherited characteristics and the idea of eugenics 

and it was not long after that these themes spread to include whole groups of 

people. Davenport's focus broadened to extend the link between race and behavior 

to whole groups. He called for a "selective immigration policy" which 

would limit the numbers of immigrants on the basis of individual and family 

heritability (Kevles 1985: 47). This would ensure that those with desirable 

traits would gain admittance while excluding those whose mental traits were 

deficient. While Davenport worked to promote a controlled eugenic program 

other events countered and came to be the consequential catalyst for the rising 

fear and racial hatred in America and elsewhere. 

 Israel Zangwill, a Zionist, Jew, and playwright wrote in 1910 about 

immigration and social processes, "America is God's Crucible, the great 

melting pot where all the races of Europe are melting and reforming." 

(ZangwillI91O). This idea was not well received and in 1916 Madison 

Grant, widely read in both America and Germany, responded to that perception 

with the novel, The Passing ofthe Great Race. It is a matter of subjection 

as to the full extent of Madison's influence; however, his ideas fueled 

fears in many whites about the declination of the white race. Madison's 

(1916) novel was printed and reprinted seven times prior to the Second 

World War (WWII) (Shipman 1994). By now IQ testing was widespread 

across America and sixteen states had sterilization laws. It is further imp or- 

~ant to note here that there is no evidence of any further biological understanding 

as to the demarcation of race challenge during this time. There was 

nothing new added to either the Darwinian or Mendelian principals, nor were 

there any new discoveries that stood as singular events (Kevles 1985). It can 

be argued that at this point the race machine was propelled forward primarily 

via social forces with the promise that science and genetics would shed 

enlightenment. 
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Eugenics in Germany 
 

 The following discussion will highlight the importance of world 

events to the race issue. While Germany's pre-wartime, and post-war eras 

each are well deserving of special consideration both as individual units and 

as a whole time frame, this section will be severely limited and will include 

only the eugenic movement in Germany and Austria and its impacts in America. 

 Germany's economy and social conditions became depressed in the 

Post World War One (WW I) years. As Germany struggled to regain strength 

it focused on empiricism and scientific understanding. In the wake of social 

upheaval Germany became concerned with Nationalism as the mechanism to 

restore political, social and economic order (Barkai 1990). One answer to the 

nationalist call was the formation of the Society for Racial Hygiene by Ernst 

Haeckel, who had initially brought Darwinian principals to Germany, and 

August Weismann (Gould 1996; Shipman 1994; Poliakov 1974b). Like the 

American eugenicists, they contended that heredity and social behavior were 

inextricably linked and immutable. These ideas were furthered by Alfred 

Ploetz, founder of the German eugenic program and the term,'  

'Rassenhygiene " and Wilhelm Schallmayer and extended to the creation 

of the Aryan Race myth, partially through which the Nazi National Policy 

was born (Poliakov 1974b). While Schallmayer argued against both war 

and revolution as detrimental to the building up of the Aryan society he further 

considered it counterproductive to offer medical and other forms of social 

welfare assistance to the poor (Poliakov 1974b). He pushed for stricter 

governmental control and a solid social program that would strengthen both 

the national and racial character of the country. As WWII begin to build, and 

then broke, the ideology of Rassenhygiene was firmly entrenched in social 

Germany and Austria. The atrocities committed by the Nazis at concentration 

camps are well documented. Numerous studies, many in the name of medical 

interest, were conducted on the Jews and others who were interred in the 

camps during those years. It is not intended to slight the significance of this 

particular history, however, in the interest of time and space the reader is referred 

to the subject literature for an extensive treatment of this worthy topic. 

 

Post-WWII, Eugenics, Genetics, and Race 
 

 The years following WWII in America witnessed efforts on the parts 

of anthropologists to begin to reconcile some of damage done by the race issue 

(Shipman 1994). Julian Huxley and Alfred Haddon, determined to institute 

a change in the way race was being understood through their book, We 



 

Europeans: A Survey of Racial Problems (1936). They called for anti-racist 

thought and asserted that intellect, virtuosity, and temperament were all characteris-

tics not linked to race. Race, they maintained, is a biological phenomenon 

and as such must be separated from that which is social. Over the next 

two decades those interested in genetic inquiry, including investigations into 

human race, divided into two primary coalitions: the Darwinists wanted to 

understand heredity while the experimentalists sought evolutionary direction 

and how traits disseminate. They were in philosophical disagreement over the 

focus yet remained in concordance on the insistence of greater empirical under-

standing. 

 In 1947 a major conference was held that brought the two sides together 

due, in large part, to the efforts of Julian Huxley, Theodosius 

Dobzhansky, George G. Simpson and Ernst Mayr Shipman 1994). The Darwinists 

and the experimentalists agreed on several points of interest: evolution  

is an incremental process; genotype frequency shifts in small populations 

create large-scale speciation milestones; and they agreed to the development 

of population studies for geographical areas (Shipman 1994). In less than a 

decade these dedicated investigators would, again, come together to share 

and amalgamate their findings. 

 The 15th Symposium on Quantitative Biology, held in the 1950's, was 

to discuss evolution and the origin of man. Carlton S. Coon considered to be 

one of the last of the great race typologists (see Coon 1939), presented an article, 

"Race Concept and Human Races". In this paper he attempted to address 

how culture might playa part in genetic changes on a global scale. It 

was during this time frame, as well, that American society underwent another 

gradual building of major social events culminating in an overturn of many 

formal racist policies (Shipman 1994) and suddenly the concept of race and 

what is meant by human races were forced into the political spotlight once 

again with a new identification that demanded impartiality, i.e., 'geographic 

races; micro-races; population studies, etc.'. The search for rank, nee intelligence 

was quieted and publicly dismissed. Focus tightened on gene research, 

including human variability. While these studies have produced forensically 

interesting results (see for examples Nei 1975; Nei and Roychoudhury 1988; 

Szathmary in Kirk and Szathmary 1985; Wilson and Cann 1992), there is, as 

yet, no clear line(s) of demarcation as conclusive proof of the viability of the 

human race concept. In other words, human variability and human race are 

not equal. It must be noted here, however, that the quieting of overt racism 

has not been successful in eliminating the threat of racist studies and social 

policy. It can only be concluded that while a great deal of work has been expended, 

through the anthropological medium as well as other disciplines, the 

     V OLUME  30,2000  PAGE  50  



LAMBDA ALPHA  JOURNAL 
P AGE  51 

 

real danger of racism prevails. Though muted in comparison to what history 

reveals, its potential effects are nonetheless as devastating. 

 

Racism and A Modern Eugenic Movement: New Presentations, Same 

Old Themes 
 

 In 1994 a surprising and highly controversial book emerged that 

forced public the realization that the old connections between race-intellect 

Human worth, also known as biological determinism, are yet alive and well. 

As there have been a multitude of critiques for the text this portion will be 

brief and the reader referred to more comprehensive sources. This text, The 

Bell Curve: The Reshaping of American Life by Difference in Intelligence 

(Hermstein and Murray 1994) was formally introduced to the public and 

touted as recent empirical evidence that the concept of race is viable and 

knowable in a scientific sense. 

 Guided by Spencerian principals and informed through the limited 

derivations of IQ testing couched in statistical results The Bell Curve serves 

as a wake up call to those interested in the promotion of human life and innate 

equal worth. Hermstein and Murray (1994) replay the old rank scenario 

in contemporary dressing on the justification of a standardized psychological 

test. Unlike Blumenbach, Hermstein and Murray have not listed Caucasians 

at the pinnacle of superiority, rather, Asians are listed first with Caucasians 

running a close second while Africans resume the lowest seating. 

 Certain members of the anthropological arena wrote hearty critiques 

dismissing Hermstein and Murray and rejecting their findings (see "The Eternal 

Triangle: Race, Class, and IQ" and the section for reviewers comments 

following an anthropological review of The Bell Curve in Current Anthropology 

37, Supplement, February 1996: pp. SI43-S180). 

 It is interesting to note that throughout the reviews only one individual 

stands in support of Herrnstein and Murray. J. Philippe Rushton, University 

of Western Ontario stands alone. Rushton's major work Race, Evolution, 

and Behavior: a life history perspective (1997) follows closely on the heels 

of The Bell Curve. Other publications include one book (1980) numerous 

journal articles including psychology, sociobiology, and criminology. 

 Rushton (1997) makes his position clear: race, intellect, and behavior 

are intrinsically meshed. His 1992 article, "Cranial Capacity Related to Sex, 

Rank, and Race in a Stratified Random Sample of 6,325 U.S. Military Personnel" 

(in Intelligence 16: 401-413) is a hauntingly familiar theme in light 

of Hermstein and Murray (1994) and yet preceded the The Bell Curve by 

nearly two years. Citing an earlier work, Ruston (1992) writes, "Rushton 

(1988) found that Caucasoids average consistently between Mongoloids and 



 

Negroids not only in brain size, but also in intelligence scores speed ofmaturation, 

personality traits, reproductive effort, social organization, and other 

life-cycle traits." (1992: 409). Here he links differences to "selection pressures". 

In his concluding statement Rushton attempts a weak reconciliation 

before qualifying his call for continued research on race and intellect: 

 
 ••...human populations differ in relative cranial capacity, that is, cranial 

 capacity corrected for body size. Mongoloids average larger than  

               Caucasoids, who average larger than Negroids: officers average larger than  

 enlisted personnel, and men average larger than women. It must be emphasized, 

 however, that there is enormous overlap in most distributions 

 (Loehlin, 1992). For example, because is only weak predictor of cranial 

 capacity (a 4% difference between Mongoloid and Negroid average in this 

 study) and head size is a weak predictor of intelligence (r = .30), it is 

 clearly problematic to generalize from a racial group to any particular individual. 

 However, because there is about a .30 correlation between head 

 size and intelligence test scores, these systematic and possibly causal  

               relationships are of great scientific interest." (1992: 411). 

 

 Infused with genetics and studies of both biological and environmental 

adaptation Rushton (1997) seeks to revitalize human race research but 

in a deterministic mode. Two years later Hermstein and Murry (1994) 

seemed to answer his call. Irrespective of the aftermath that followed (see reviewers 

comments in Current Anthropology 37, Supplement, 1996) the 

eugenic movement is shown to yet have life and couched within a newer the- 
sis. 

 In 1998, in the year following Rushton (1997), Daniel Goleman, a Ph. 

D. of psychology, released Emotional Intelligence: Why it can matter more 

than IQ. While Goleman carefully refrains tying his concept to race and intellect, 

his work is ethnocentric and centered on Western ideals of personality 

comportment framed within a neurobiological context and no less dangerous 

in the face of the appreciation of human diversity. Where Goleman further 

deviates from Rushton (1997) and Herrnstein and Murray (1994) is in a lack 

of belief in some innate cognitive defect on the basis of race. According to 

Goleman, all people are capable learners, able to change and grow. Yet the 

ideals he espouses are comprised of learning Western values, ideals, and 

growing in the European-American cultural direction. His treatment of what 

it means to intelligent entirely dismisses those who cannot fit into his neat 

and tidy package of emotional constraint in all things whether out of necessity 

for survival or stemming from a physiological and/or psychiatric condition 

(see Aikens 1998 for example). Time and persistent vigilance as concerns 

the eugenic arena may reveal Goleman's hidden agenda if one exists. 

 The issues and concerns surrounding the concept of human race have 
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not disappeared. We are dangerously close to reopening the gates of oppression 

and human violation through a rehashing of old ideas and methodology, 

and through the institution of new concepts, which have been shown to be seriously 

flawed. To date, there is yet no clear consensus as to what constitutes 

a human race and we must continue to recognize the social agenda behind the 

past and present uses of the concept of race. Equally critical is the recognition 

of the question of particular biological meaning of race as we continue to 

pursue the study of human variation. 
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