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Foreword

When, in 1940 Franz Boas published a volume of his col-
lected scientific papers, he chose such of his writings as would
illustrate and prove the validity of his point of view in an-
thropology, in particular that an understanding of the cul-
ture and behavior of man under conditions fundamentally
different from our own, can help us to a more objective and
unprejudiced view of our own lives and our own society. Sub-
sequently some of us urged him to prepare a parallel volume
containing some of the papers and addresses that he had
directed at lay audiences. At first he evinced no great enthusi-
asm for this project, and when, early in 1942, I began a selec-
tion and collation of his publications for this purpose, and
discussed the work with him, he said on a number of occa-
sions, "'I really think you are wasting your time. I do not
believe that publication of these papers is of sufficient im-
portance.”” But he finally agreed to the project because he
became ever more convinced of the urgent need for the dis-
semination of ideas based on scientific facts. As he himself
said in an address in 1941: "'No longer can we keep the search
for truth a privilege of the scientist. We must see to it that the
hard task of subordinating the love of traditional lore to
clear thinking be shared with us by larger and larger masses
of the people.”



Deeply grooved within him was the need to question every-
thing; not to accept any statement without authority, not to
be misled by superficial observation and analogies, but to keep
alive ““The ice-cold flame of the passion for seeking the truth
for Truth's sake.”

Yet this rigid discipline of thought did not lead to sterile
scepticism, for he had the flash of insight that enabled him to
see and formulate significant relationships. At the age of 27,
recurning from the Arctic where he had gone to study the
Eskimo, he had written, ““Under the strange and foreign mode
of life we recognize the thinking sensient human being, who
resembles us in character more than we could imagine from
our first superficial impression.”” He had observed that under
the veneer of their habits and of their mental and emotional
patterns, human beings were much alike in all cultures, with
similar individual behavior and like reactions.

For 57 years until his death he continued his studies of race,
and searched to distinguish between cultural patterns and in-
nate human behavior. Through basic scientific studies he dis-
proved the prevailing theories of race; he demonstrated that
there is no pure race, and showed how acquired cultural
habits are mistaken for fixed hereditary characteristics.

He applied his concepts not only to primitive peoples, but
to the society within which he lived, and tried to distinguish
those elements in our thinking and beliefs that are culturally
determined, and so of no absolute validity, from the more
basic human ones. This point of view illuminated his think-
ing and writing concerning crises in our own civilization that
arose in his lifetime. He once remarked that his conscious
effarts to spread his ideas in wider circles, beyond those of the
scientific world, began in 1914 during the first world war. He
did not remain cloistered in his study; when issues arose he
spoke out fearlessly from his deep knowledge and convic-
tions.

During his last years, largely as a result of the impact of
Fascist and Nazi ideology, he became convinced of the urgent
need for popular education, of the vital importance of explain-



ing to the man in the street the basis of our culture, and the
roots of democracy; and of demonstrating the scientific falsity
of much of our thinking and of many of our prejudices. He
insisted again and again that "‘a moral obligation to enlighten
the minds of the people rests on scientists and educators, to
impress the millions whom they reach by the spoken and
written word, that the dignity of the individual can be safe-
guarded only when we recognize the equal rights of individu-
als, and condemn regimentation of thought by authoritarian
commands or by intolerant majorities.”

With him conviction always led to action. He realized that
it would take far more than his writings and those of other
scientists to bring light and truth to the people in the funda-
mental matters that actually govern their very living. So he
sought with what means he had to invoke the channels of
public information and education in this major task. This ex-
plains his great concern with teaching and education. He
endeavored to interest writers and newspaper men and to in-
voke the use of the radio to spread these ideas. During the
last years of his life, though frail in body he gave freely of his
time and of his scanty physical resources, spoke frequently in
public and over the radio, and tried to interest others to carry
on the work.

He died before these strivings could get well under way.
This volume of his collected writings is published now to
carry on the work that was so close to his heart, and that is
so essential to the survival of democracy.

He had reviewed and approved the selection of the articles
that are included in this volume, and had carefully reread and
edited the first twelve papers. He died before he had completed
the task.

Ernst P. Boas






I

Introduction

Friends, fellow scientists:

Who among us, when trying to solve some theoretical prob-
lem, has not felt some time or other that his problems are
puny and irrelevant when the whole world is aflame, when
millions are dying by the sword, by bombs, by starvation?
Who has not felt the irresistible urge to do his share in the
defense of freedom, in the battle waged for saving our intel-
lectual integrity from the domineering spirit that would fetter
the freedom of thought by subjecting it to the control of pre-
scribed opinion? It is right that we should search our hearts
and decide whether it is our duty to lay aside our studies for
the time being and enter heart and soul the battle for democ-
racy and intellectual freedom. It seems to me that there is only
one possible answer to this question. We cannot give up our
work as scientists without irreparable damage to our culture,
no matter how remote our subject may be from the urgent,
practical needs of our time. The ice-cold flame of the passion
for seeking the truth for truth’s sake must be kept burning,
and can be kept alive only if we continue to seek the truth for
truth’s sake.

But a new duty arises. No longer can we keep the search

International broadcast over National Broadcasting Company networks,
September 27, 1941, during International Conference on Science and the
World Order of the British Association for the Advancement of Science.
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for truth a privilege of the scientist. We must see to it that the
hard task of subordinating the love of traditional lore ta clear
thinking be shared with us by larger and larger masses of our
people. We must do our share in trying to spread the art, and
to engender the habit of clear thinking. It is not the spread of
a superficial knowledge of the results of science that will
accomplish this end. We must do our share in the task of wean-
ing the people from a complacent yielding to prejudice, and
help them to the power of clear thought, so that they may be
able to understand the problems that confront all of us. Hasty
discarding of the past and stubborn insistence upon old pat-
terns are born of emotion, not of thought.

[t must be our task to see to it that those who control educa-
tion are permeated by the conviction that it is one of their
prime duties, to set free the minds of the youth of our genera-
tion, so that the young may learn to recognize bias and preju-
dice, that they may become respectors of truth for the sake of
truth. A people, so educated, will be free in the fullest sense of
the term. It will more nearly approach the ideal of democracy

than has been attained by any of us.



RACE






The behavior of an individual is de-
termined not by bis racial affiliation,

but by the character of bhis ancestry
and bis cultural environment.

Race: Prejudice

In large American cities, Negroes must live in quarters as
sharply defined as were the ghettos of olden times. On the
Pacific coast, Asiatics are regarded as aliens so undesirable
that their immigration to this country is restricted by law.
There are country hotels, apartment houses, and clubs that
exclude Jews. To the great mass of Americans, Mexicans are
“‘greasers’’, Frenchmen “‘frogs’’, Italians “‘wops.”” Yet ours is
a democracy which asserted at the outset that it recognized no
social or political inequalities.

We in America are particularly given to racial injustice and
for the very reason that this country was long a haven for
those who yearned to breathe a freer political air or to make
the most of freer economic opportunity. Germans, Swedes,
Russians, Finns, Levantines, groups of widely different de-
scent and tradition, flock hither. They look down on one
another, as close neighbors have always done from time im-
memorial, and they are looked down on in turn by the long
established “‘native’ population.

Even when the Declaration of Independence was signed
there was race prejudice, and this because there were Negro
slaves. In that day, slavery was justified on the supposed
obvious superiority of whites over Blacks and on mental and
social differences that were believed to be innate and un-

Race Prejudice from the Scientist’s Angle. An interview in the Forum, August,
1937-
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changeable. Outside of Germany, few anthropologists or
sociologists would defend such arguments today. In George
Washington's time, there was no adequate scientific basis for
the discussion of race. Now it is recognized that the problem
presented is social rather than biological. Both the heredity
and the reaction to a given environment of each member of
a class or group must be studied. Yet the same old question is
put in the same old way. We ask: What are the characteristics
that differentiate Jews from Anglo-Saxons,whites from Blacks?
But the right question 1s this: Are Jews and Anglo-Saxons,
whites and Blacks, Asiatics and Englishmen so fundament-
ally different, because of the stocks from which they spring,
that they and their children cannot adapt themselves to a new
social environment?

To many it may seem that the second question hardly re-
quires scientific study. Is it not obvious that the "‘Negro”
behaves differently from the ““North European'' and the
“North European’ in turn differently from the “‘Italian’?
Even if we assent, it does not follow that there is something
in his bodily organization that inevitably makes every Negro
or every Italian think and conduct himself in ways that char-
acterize all Negroes and all Italians. So we must test our im-
pressions. Are they valid? Do they hold good for every mem-
ber of a given alien group? Is a way of life, a way of thinking
inherited like kinky hair and a black skin, and is it therefore
something inevitable? When we ask such questions we touch

the core of the problem of “‘race.”

II

Modern biology has long insisted that we are what our
parents and grandparents have made us, that heredity counts
for more than social opportunity, that the members of groups
which have been segregated for long periods have intermar-
ried and thus developed common hereditary ways of life. Not
only is it impossible for the Ethiopian to change his skin,
but he cannot change his outlook, his mode of thinking or
behavior, because these too are hereditary. Thus runs the
biological argument.
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It 1s fair to assume that the biologists, inasmuch as they
are scientists, must have some reason for thus strengthening
the popular prejudice against alien strains. But the reason will
not stand analysis. Having discovered that good and bad
physical characteristics are passed from father to son, the biol-
ogist extended the influence of heredity from the family to the
whole population. If it were recognized that populations are
composed of divergent family lines, that diverse families by
no means share the same good and bad characteristics, racial
heredity in the biological sense would lose all meaning. A
member of one family cannot inherit insanity or the bleeding
sickness called hemophilia from a family to which he is not
intimately related. Granted that imbecility and color blind-
ness run in some strains, there is no justification for supposing
that even a large and apparently uniform population is simi-
larly afflicted.

Once upon a time it might have been said of a small, iso-
lated tribe that any of its members typified the rest. When the
first peasants attached themselves to the European soil, when
feudal lords forbade their serfs to migrate, when, later still,
families of gentry lived on the same estates for centuries, the
members of these groups had a fair degree of similarity in phy-
sical appearance. All these groups were inbred. If the ances-
tors were uniform, the descendants were almost bound to be
uniform. On the other hand, though diverse ancestry may
produce families that look alike, brothers and sisters in the
same family may resemble one another very little. When it
comes to a nation, it is never possible to generalize from the
random wayfarer to the whole population. What is true of
inbred village communities and noble families is not true of
the larger community to which they belong. For, the larger
the population, the less inbreeding do we find.

IT1

Not only do the biologists assume that the traditional be-
havior of a population is accounted for physically, but they
are unwilling to study the variability of human behavior un-
der different social conditions. All the evidence available
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argues against the theory that a people must conduct itself in
a certain way merely because of its physique. Even identical
twins, when brought up in different environments, behave
differently. Why, then, do the biologists persist in their view?
To prove their point they cite different breeds of dogs, brought
up under similar conditions and environment, yet adhering to
their own pronounced types. Because the bulldog invariably
maintains his racial traits distinct from those of a French
poodle, it does not follow that human groups do the same.
Obviously the dog in this instance corresponds not to a non-
descript population but to an inbred family line. What we
have here is merely the result of long inbreeding. Some fami-
lies have personalities that are also the result of inbreeding.
Our populations are so mixed and consist of so many family
lines that their common likes and dislikes, their common in-
terests and hopes are not to be accounted for by any simple
biological formula.

It is true that whites surpass Blacks in meeting intelligence
tests. But how good is the evidence? Can we be sure that this
mental inferiority of the Negro is real? The fact that country
Negroes are more uncouth than city Negroes raises doubts.
When we discover that the intelligence quotient of rural
Negroes who have just come to town 1s low and that Negroes
who have lived in town for one, two, three, and more years
not only improve in intelligence but finally reach the level of
Whites of the same social class, we must decline to admit that
mental superiority depends on the color of a person’s skin.
There is not the slightest scientific proof that “‘race’’ deter-
mines mentality, but there is overwhelming evidence that
mentality is influenced by traditional culture.

Certain traits of Asiatics, Jews and Mediterraneans are both
popularly and politically branded as “‘racial.”” Here "‘race’’ is
confused with “'nationality.” It must be clear to everyone
that Germans, Italians, Frenchmen, and other nationals are
alike only because they speak a common language and be-
cause their social habits are similar for given social strata.
The nationals of any groups are not alike in bodily form.



PREJUDICE 9

North and South Italians, North and South Germans, North
and South Frenchmen differ physically. If we are to test our
impressions of “‘race’” and, above all, to test the assumption
that bodily organization goes hand in hand with a certain
way of life and way of thinking, we must test selected groups
of the same physical stock. And these groups are not identical
with nationalities. Jews, for example, may be British, Ameri-
can, French, Dutch, or Hungarian by birth or acquired citizen-
ship. It is the stock with which we are concerned, when we
study ‘‘race’’—not the nationality.

Nevertheless, many still argue that Jews, for example, be-
have socially very much alike, wherever they may be born or
brought up, and this because they all inherit much the same
traits from their forebears. If all this were ever true, it cer-
tainly could not have been true in historic times, for the good
reason that there is no pure human race anywhere. For cen-
turies, tribes wandered back and forth between Europe and
Northern Africa. We have had the Celtic and Teutonic migra-
tions, the conquest of Spain by the Moors, the descent of
Asiatic hordes on northern Europe, the Turkish invasion and
domination of southern Europe, the later colonizations of
thinly populated regions, the expulsion of the Huguenots
from France and of Protestants from Salzburg, the importa-
tion of Walloon miners by Sweden. Thorough indeed has been
the scrambling of stocks. What happened in Europe through
the force of arms or religious oppression is happening in the
United States today more peaceably, more rapidly, more ex-
tensively.

IV

Race, what does the word mean? To some, a people de-
scended from the same stock, with each family line incorpor-
ating all the physical and mental traits of common ancestors
and with individual differences narrowly limited. There is no
such race on earth today. Populations are so heterogeneous
that even family lines differ. Hereditary characteristics found
in one family are absent in another. Moreover, there are
strange resemblances where we least expect to find them—
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Swedes who look like Italians, for example, or Northern Ital-
ians who look like Swedes; Jews who have blond hair and
blue eyes and pass for North Germans. Individual appearance
as a test of race has long since been abandoned by anthropolo-
gists. It is too inaccurate, too untrustworthy. To be sure,
Negroes and East Asiatics are fundamentally different from
Europeans. Yet even among the black-skinned Negroes or
slant-eyed Mongols the variations are wide.

Is there any way, then, of distinguishing one people as a
whole from another people as a whole by mere physical
appearance or build of body? Not in Europe. Anatomical
traits are too varied. And they overlap in populations. In
other words, if we decide that fair hair, long heads, blue eyes,
and tallness are the unmistakable traits of a Scandinavian,
what shall we say when we discover that many Northern
Italians are also fair-haired, long-headed, blue-eyed, and tall?
If olive skins and dark hair are to characterize Mediterranean
peoples alone, we are bound to be discomfited when we dis-
cover Englishmen and Americans who might easily pass for
conventional Italians, Spaniards, or Greeks. To distinguish
one European population from another, we must proceed
statistically. In other words, we must set up standards or
types and then find out how many members of a population
conform with each in different regions. The best that we can
do is to say that there are more blonds for each 1,000 of the
population in Norway, Sweden, and Denmark than there are
in Italy or Greece and that there are more swarthy, dark-eyed
men and women among 1,000 Italians than among 1,000
Englishmen. But this is very different from assuming thart all
Scandinavians are fair and all Mediterraneans dark.

Since it is futile to judge a man’s stock by his looks, we
turn to his manner. How far is that determined by his bodily
constitution? The first mistake that we are likely to make is
to assume that, because bodies are stable, bodily functions
must also be stable. It is true that, when maturity is reached,
the body remains essentially the same for years. But the func-
tions? With exertion, hearts beat faster, the breath comes and
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goes more rapidly. Digestion is good or bad depending on the
food we eat and the exercise we take. Whether or not we see
sights or hear sounds depends on our degree of attention. If we
are rested, we enjoy life more than when we are tired. Transfer
a bookkeeper whose days are passed in a city office over
accounts to a mountain peak and hard outdoor labor, and his
body responds functionally to the change. Or drop two popu-
lations as different in stock as the Japanese and Italians into
precisely the same environment, and their bodies will respond
in much the same way. Evidently the functions of the body
are adaptable. But it is the way of life that dictates what the
body shall do, and not the body what the way of life shall be.

What is true of the body is also true of the mind and there-
fore of social behavior. In a firmly knit community, people
think very much alike, dress very much alike, live in houses
furnished more or less alike, act very much alike when there
is a death or a fire or a wedding, and conform in general to a
social pattern or an unwritten social code. To be sure, there are
departures from what “‘decent’” people or “‘good’’ citizens do
in given circumstances—but slight departures. In some inex-
plicable way, each of us bows to the will of the community.
Bodily conformation has nothing to'do with all this. His ana-
tomical structure, meaning his six feet of slim body, blue
eyes, and long head, cannot make a European of a man born of
German parents in the African jungle and committed from
birth to the care of natives.

We have only to look about us and see what has happened
before our eyes in any large American city. Newly arrived
Italian peasants, Jews from Hungary or Rumania, Japanese, or
Greeks may have found it difficult to learn American ways.
But the second generation, when fully subjected to American
social influences, is American, because it has fully responded
to the American environment. So true is this that we behold
the second-generation Japanese with no feeling for the culture
of their fathers, thoroughly American in their mode of life
and thought, yet repulsed by the whites with whom they
should associate. Even the Negroes are better off; for at least
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they think and feel as their parents do. If there were any
truth in the belief that social behavior is conditioned solely
by bodily structure, the United States would be an aggrega-
tion of a hundred different human stocks and cultures instead
of a single nation with a common ideal.

v

Man is a highly unstable animal. He is changing—visibly
changing. The evidence is not based on the astuteness of Euro-
pean hotel porters and shopkeepers who begin to speak Eng-
lish as soon as they see a second-generation Italian-American,
because his clothes, his manner, his gestures, his speech are
American, but on accurate measurements and comparisons.
There is no doubt that immigrants and their children are phy-
sically not quite the same. Because of some obscure influence
exerted by the American social and geographic environment,
appreciable physical differences have been established. This is
also true of animals. Lions born in captivity differ somewhat
in bodily form from the jungle stock from which they came.
If bodies thus change, what becomes of the argument that
social behavior is stable?

Apart from the plastic influence of environment, we must
also reckon with the uses to which our bodies are put. If the
large and brawny arms of the village smith differ from the
more delicate hands and arms of Kreisler, it is certainly be-
cause of the different demands made on muscles and ligaments.
So with social influences. Dr. Foley has observed that the
movements of New Yorkers are more rapid than those of
farmers or even of those who live in small towns. Factory
machines, too, have their effect. Those that run at a rapid and
constant speed affect the operator differently than do machines
that run at slower or variable rates.

Change the environment, and the social man changes too.
There are even complete reversals in behavior. The gesticula-
tions of Italians and East European Jews are supposed to be
“racial’’ and therefore more or less fixed traits. But Dr. Efron
and S. Van Veen have shown conclusively that thoroughly





































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































