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A FLAG FOR SPRING

The masthead of this issue is flying the topic for our next
forum. I have asked Nick Blurton-Jones to coordinate the
responses. An elaboration of the question i5 given in the
section SPRING FORUM.

ONE YEAR LATER

I would like to take this opportunity to thank four
individuals whose help and donated time in the production of
the newslietter have been invaluable: editorial assistant,
Laurie Peterson; scientific programmer, Douglas Kalk; and
artists Jocelyn Penner and James Congdon.

The past 12 months have seen a momentum to0 our Society that
is truly exciting. The anxieties of a new science have
given way to the challenge of the task ahead, with a feeling
of comradery impossible in larger organizations. I wish to
extend my appreciation to all those members whose
contributions to the newsletter and active participation in
1981 allowed this prognosis.

To those whose term on the Executive Board ended with this
issue, 1. Eibl-Eibesfeldt., Milliam McGreus William
Charlesworth, and Cheryl Travis, I am certain that the
entire membership is grateful for the vital roles you have
played in the founding of ISHE!

It is with equivalent enthusiasm that we welcome our new
Board members: Michael HMcGuire, Esther Thelen, Ian Uine,
and Ronald Weigel. They will serve for two years.,
overlapping in 1982 with Robert Adams, Gordon Burghardt.
Wade Mackey, and Gail Ziwvin.

Committee assignments will be especially easy this time
since most af our Board members are already serving in some
capacity. It seems fitting that we ask Michael McGuire to
chair the committee for longq term Qgoals, requesting
simultaneously that Bill Charlesworth and I. Eibl-Eibesfeldt
continue to give us the benefit of their experience. Gail
Zivin and Ron Weigel have their work cut out for them with
the  upcoming international meeting in Atlanta. Bob Adams
will continue to handle our recent literature section, MHade
Mackey our human ethology abstracts, and Gordon Burghardt
our membership. I¥f Esther Thelen would take over the
nominations committee and if Ian Vine, with Bill McGrew’s
continued help. would be willing to spearhead the Eurapean
theater of our book review committee, then all immediate
tasks would be covered.

THIS IS A TEST

Please adjust your set. 1If you can read the. small print
with relative ease, we have just saved & third of the
production and mailing costs of our newsletter. A long term

solution is not as simple. MWe will grapple with this issue
at our Annual Meeting but do react now if this test is not
to your 1liking. Your encouragement and comments since the

last issue have been greatly appreciated and the suggested
solutions do leave us alternatives:

“I am of the opinion that dues be doubled (io $18.80)
and jf possible, have the newsletter prepared by the editor
and sent off to a publisher for printing and mailing. Mot
because it would 1look better (that ’handamade touch’ has
always been a hit with me) but because it will give the
editor time to breathe between issues.' =- Brian Gladue
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"1) I think the newsletter is ’fancy’ or ’professional’
enough as you produce it. 2) I don’t think that dues should
be raised. Rather we should begin to be selective and
perhaps sharten treatment of some topics to keep costs
within budget. 3) aAnything for a particular researcher
(such as an enclosed questionnaire) should always be paid
for (paostage, printing, etc.) by that researcher. 4) I
recommend that we npot start publishing manuscripts." —-
Jeanne Altmann

“Regarding the question of publishing, if it is simply
a matter of format (and of $S$), then the present style is
perfectly adeguate. If it involves excessive burden on the
editor, then you have a very good reason for seeking an
outside publisher." -- Ron Dare

“Regarding the newsletter: Either option is fine. Da
whatever is easiest for you as editor."” -- Bill HMHcGrew

“Regarding Newsletter Blues, maybe it is time to have a
more professional final product. Outside publishing might
be a good idea. I’m willing to pay more. HEN is currently
one of my best buys." -- Gary Mitchell

“To answer briefly the question of dues and publishing:
Fram the beginning of the newsletter, I had the feeling that
the $5.88 covered just the stamps. Also I think that the
foreign members should have to pay more than the American.
I like the typeuwritten wversion of the neuwsletter wvery

much... I prefer a semi- confidential edition to a printed
one. But you have the work and you have to say what is
easiest for you." -- Etienne Colaomb

"l suspect we would have to raise the fee cansiderably
more if the newsletter were printed ’professionally’. It
would probably be less expensive to just raise the fee,
maybe to $7.50-%$18.88, and let you keep doing it. How much
is it currently costing to prepare an issue?” =-- MWilljiam
Bailey

“Sorry about the financial difficulties for the
newsletter. I noted that postage was charged °*First Class.”’
Hot only would "Printed Matter’ save, you may look into
non-profit organization mailing rates."” -- MWolfgang N.
Schleidt

“I’m sorry to hear about the financial difficulties of
the neysletter... One option would be to mail the
newsletter at a bulk rate... Some issues might necessarily
have 1to go first class, like the ballot, for example.
Another possibility is to shorten the length of the
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newsletter so that printing and mailing costs would be
reduced. You might impose a 16-page limit oh the present
format. We could also impose an increase in foreign
membership fees to cover the extra postage for airmail
costs... if people don’t want airmail, they could just wait
for regular surface mail and get their newsletter later. We
could also plan to increase the dues to about $7.80 for
1983." == Cheryl Travis.

IN THE GUISE OF ALTRUISHM

Since the last newsletter, several members have given gift
subscriptions of the Human Ethology HNewsletter to their
university library or to their friends. This is a neat  way
to expand interest in our Society and increase membership.
To help in this mutually beneficial endeavovy. please forward
the attached Library Recommendation Form to your
Institution’s library.

HAIR AND FEATHERS FLOCK TOGETHER

Wolfgang M. Schleidt sent the following remarks in reference
to A BENCHMARK?, a discussion in the December. 1981 HEN on
incremental changes and-sor giant steps.

“George Oster of Berkeley may be offbase in his example
that ‘... feathers require the process of evagination,
while hair requires invagination.” I am,» by training, a
caomparative marpholaogist, and at that time was taught that
feathers are homologous to scales, and hair grouws betuween
scales, and is a new structure. A great (grand?) uncle of
mine, Josef Schleidt, published some studies at the turn of
the century., and I assume these still hold. If you know
George Oster you may tell him to find out about this. He
may look for a better example (if there is one). I assume
he means mammalian hair. Birds ’make’ hair from feathers;
S0, ’hair’ of birds and ‘hair’ of mammals is an analogous
structure, not homolegous.

By the way, the same argument was made years ago
against the theory that middle ear bones are homologous to
fish jaw-joint, Relatively recently some fossil evidence
was presented of some beasts which had a dual linkage, one
behind the other, a kind of ’missing link’."
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Schleidgt, J. Uber Fruhstadien der Entwicklung wvon Schuppe
und Feder. {on early stages in the develaopment of
scale and feather.l Archiv fur Mikroskopische Anatomie,
Vol. 83, Abt. I (fur vergleichende und experimenteille
Histologie und Entwicklungsgeschichte), pp. 118-123.
1913.

FORUM REACTION

“1 truly appreciated the Kortlandt definition of human
ethology (HEN 3(4): 8. 1981). 1 agree that the emphasis is
not so much on methodology as on orientation, less on how
you are doing research than on why you are. The biggest
problem I have with my associates in psychology is not what
they know about ethology but what they don’t know. One
"behavioral biolagist™ on my thesis committee couldn’t
understand how I could use a standardized setting to do an
ethological study. He seemed even less enthused about the
theoretical basis of the study. Most people here. while not
concerned with phyletic history of the behaviors I'm
interested in, for the most part will concede that the big
fiurdle js function. You can imagine the reaction to my
suggestion that if I take some time to do a field study of¥f
parenting in mockingbirds I could possibly learn something
that might help me better knowrunderstand parenting in
humans. AN understanding of systems does not translate
here." -- William Bailey

SPRING FORUM: Please respond by April) 15

The topic for consideration is whether bonding is a unitary
process in which mutual gaze and fondling (in the Klaus and
Kennell sense, 1975, 1976) result in similar hormonal
(emotional) changes, be it between parent- offspring or
potential mates. This question may be meaningfully asked
only if there is consensus as to the definition of the term
and in what way ¢if any) it differs from the concept of
attachment (e.g.,» Ainsworth, 1878, 1974; Bowlby, 1958,
1963). The subject is further complicated if we address the
likelihood of “sensitive periods” and the measures by which
we may adequately assess their chronic effects, if any. And
finally, so as not to leave any room far an understatement
of the breadth of this inquiry, is it 1tihen possible that
“separation” in a bonded pair (at any age) results in other
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physiological changes akin to depression.

Mow, in 25 words or less: (1) What is bonding® (2) 1Is it
similar for all agersex classifications? (3) What are its
proximal mechanisms? and (4) Is separation an antithetical
process®?

Ainswarth, M.D.S5., and Bell, S.N. Attachment, exploration
and separation: Illustrated by the behavior of
cne~-year-olds in a strange situation, Child Dev.,
1870, 41, 49-67.

Ainsworth, M.D.S.., Bell, S.M., and Slayton, D.J. In M.P.M.
Richards (Ed.) The Integration of a Child into a Social

World. HNew York: Cambridge University Press, 13874.

Bowlby, J. Nature of a child’s tie to his mother. Int. J.
Psuchpanal., 1958, 39, 35B8-373.

Bowlby, J. Attachment and LDSS, Vol. 1. Hew York: Basic
Books, 196S.

Kennell, J.H., Trause. M.A.» and Klaus, M.H. In
Parent-Infant Interaction, Ciba Foundation SympoSium
33, amsterdam: Elsevier, 1975.

Klaus, M.H..» and Keanel,» J.H. Maternal-Infant Banding.
Saint Louis: C.U. HMosby, 1876.

Least you be unhappy with Nick, let me assure you that he is
not respensible for the topic but is willing to coordinate
the respanses. Please send your commentary to Nicholas
Blurton-Jones, Graduate School of Education, UCLA, 485
Hilgard Ave., Los Angeles CA 98Bz24.

WINTER FORUM: This issue

This forum is the first of probably several in the future
that will attempt to determine the value of applying human
etholegy to other disciplines. The forum question posed in
our September. 1981 newsletter by Thomas Wiegele and Roger
Masters was:

How can human ethology illuminate the study of politics?

The following niné responses (one is a letter to the editor
and the others are excerpts from books and meeting
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presentations) provide an interesting mix of opinion
regarding the influence of ethology on political science.
ke thank Thomas and Roger for taking the time to assemble
this collection.

CAROL BARNER-BARRY

FROM: Longitudinal observational research and the study of
basic forms of political socialization. In: Meredith
W. Watts (Ed) Biopolitics: Ethological and Physiological
Perspectives. (“New Directions for Methodology of Social
and Behavioral Science') vol. 7, pp. 51-52, San Francisco:
Jossey-Bass, 1981%.

“Observational research is not a technique that has
received wvery wide wuse among political scientists. Since
the inception of contemporary empirical work in political
science, the major data-gathering technique has been survey
research. This is understandable, since surveys allow the
researcher to collect large amounts of data from numerous
respondents in a relatively short period of time. Also» it
is a reasonable way of studying questions that involue
people’s attitudes and information about political
phenomena. One weakness of survey research., however, has
been its inability to generate reliable information on
actual political behavior. At best, the researcher can get
data on reported behavior-—either the behavior of the
informant or the behavior of persons known to the informant.
Observational research, conversely, is well suited to the
study of actual political behavior; the researcher (or his
assistants) know what activities the subject actually was
involved in because they saw the subject involved in them.
What is more oifficult to ascertain, of course, is the
meaning that subjects attribute to their behavior, a
difficulty also present in survey and other empirical
research...

One discipline in which there has been extensive use of
observational research is ethology. Ethologists observe the
social behavior of animals, and generaliy they analyze their
data within an evolutionary Framework. Most relewvant to
poiitical science is the body of ethological research
concerned with the internal governance of animal social
groups. The same method can be used to study social
influence phenomena, such as power and authority, within
human groups. [My ouwn research] explares that use...with
special reference to the potential relevance of such
research to the study of political socialization."”

CLARA B. JONES
FROM: Letter to Joan S. Lockard, September 28, 198t.

"Regarding the Fall Fforum topic, ‘How can human
ethology ., illuminate the study of politics?’ it seems to me
that the, question has been implicitly and explicity
approached in each issue of the Human Ethology Newsletter.,
including 3:3, 1981 (e.g.. in Charlesworth’s and Masters’
responses to the Washburn review and in Nye’s letter?}. I
alse think that the discussions may reflect a general
ambivalence if net confusion about whal ’*human ethology’ is.
I think I ’hear’ writers saying that they are unclear about
whether ‘human ethology’ and ‘human sociobiology’ are the
same discipline.

As Tinbergen and others have pointed out, ’ethologists’
have a ‘commitment’ (see Charlesworth) to apply Darwinian
theory to the analysis of behavior. If it is passible to
separate 'ethology’ and ‘soccicbiology’ aleng scholastic
lines, I think it can only be done by viewing ’human
ethalogy”’ as the study of ‘species-typical’ behavior
patterns (’derived’ activities., and the Ilike., in the
classical sense), generally viewed from a level above the
individual; while ‘human sociobiology’ would necessarily
view behavior from the individual level of analysis (intra-
and inter-populational) and in its interactional context
(neither being necessary from an ethological perspective).

Human etholegists are not, in my view, studying ‘man’s
cultural achievements” (Charlesworth, again), per se (that
idea suggesting to me some Cartesian notions of determinacy
and descent), but the phenotypic relationship(s) between
those achievements and their genetic consequences for
individuals in the relevant population(s) (leading, often,
to further ’'achievements’, this relationship, also, subject
to evolutionary inuvestigation).

Human ethology can “illuminate... politics’ through
the study of correlates between ethnic (genotypic and
ecotypic) differences and cultural (phenotypic) differences,
within and between populations (e.g.. *culturgens’ cum
Lumsden and Wilson; or, the relationship(s) between
attitudes and wvalues, and actions), focusing, especially
upon ‘ultimate’ causatien, mechanisms and consequences.
How, fpr example, does an individual’s ‘ideoclogy’ contribute
to hissher ‘inclusive’” reproduction success?

While recent empirical studies reveal to this reader a
definite discomfort about wutilizing Darwinian theory in a
hypothetico—-deductive manner (e.g.» Altmann‘’s 1988 report
from Harvard Press on baboon mother-infant behavior), I
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think that attempts by primate ethalogists and
saciobialogists to, for example, measure genetic (via
electrophoresis or ’heritability’ measures. for example) and
phenotypic-behavioral correlations; to clarify how

communication signals may ’'converge’ between genotypes (cum
Moynihanl); to study how the same signals may be employed in
different contexts (Moynihan, again): to investigate houw
individualts, andsor genotypic or phenotypic mutuals-. might
‘jam’ the transmission systems of conspecifics to their own
advantages; to assess the extent to which individuals
(genotypes) can *mimic’® varying cultural patterns to their
own adwvantage (see Moynihan on ’social mimicry’); and, to
assess the extent to which the biostatistics af ’culturgens’
(if, indeed, sociality is so fine-grained) may bhe a function
of the biostatistics of Mendelian genetics stand out, in my
view, as primary issues to ’illuminate’ the wultimate
significance o0of behavioral systems., including belie¥
systems.

flost important to incorporate into ‘human ethology.” I
think, is the ‘sociobiological’ issue: How does behavior
(regardliess of its degree of genetic canalization) serve an
individual’s genetic self-interests? I nhope that in the
Human Ethology Newsletter we might address ways in which
such concerns might be formalized.”

ROGER D. MASTERS
FROM: The impact of ethology on political science. In:
Albert Somit (Ed) Bioloqy and Politics. The Hague: Mouton.,
13976, pp 198-198,

“From the first serious attempts to create a rigorous
scienceg of politics in the modern sense (as distinct from an
'art’ or ’'philosophy’ of politics), it seems fair to say
that the prevalent model of a true science has been either
mathematics or physics. Among political theorists, from the
mechanism of Hobbes and eighteenth century philosophers like
Helvetius to the nineteenth century positivism of Comte.,
physics increasingly became the standard of what would he
scientific in a science of politics. Indeed, one eighteenth
century group which pretended to have formulated a science
of politics--the physiocrats--symbolizes this tradition in
its very name...

Although the study of ethology and its application to
human behavior has not been the only factor in challenging
this attitude, the popularized works of Robert Ardrey.
Konrad Lorenz, and Desmond Morris have reflected a mouvement
from physics to biology as the scientific model to which
political science should aspire. 7To be sure, what has often
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been called the ‘biclogical revgjution’--and noatably the
extraardinary advances in molecular biology and
biochemistry—-have contributed to a renewed interest in the
bioloagical sciences. Moreowver., it was George Gaylord
Simpson..., an expoenent of the neo-Darwinian ’synthetic’
theory of evolution rather than an ethologist or biochemist,
who asserted that ’biology...and no longer mathematics., is
now the queen of the sciences.’

There are., it might be added, numerous considerations
which converge to support this epistemolegical and
methodological shift. Like biology--and unlike classical
physics--the social sciences study populations of organisms
that change over time. Like biclogy--and wunlike <classical
physics~-time i5 an essentially irreversible variable of
decisive importance in most of the phenomena analyzed by
political scientists. Like biology-—and unlike classical
physics—--the perfectly controlled experiment is difficult if
not impossible in political science. Like biology--and
unlike classical physics--some form of technological or
functional reasoning seems inherent in political life.
Finally., like biotogy-—-and unlike classical
physics-—-political science studies complex systems (human
societies) which are self-replicating organizations of
infaormation. If nothing else., the convergence between
bioclogy and what has come to be called ‘siructuralism’ in
anthropology and linguistics suggests the importance of the
parallels between biological and social science,

It can be argued, however. that the widespread interest
in and respect for biology would not in itself have led
potitical scientists to take a biologist like Simpson
seriously when he asserted: *I am content to define the
social scienes as those branches of biology dealing with
organisms that have language”®. Rather:. the emergence of
ethology as a sub-field of biology devoted to the
comparative study of animal behavior. and especially its
popularization by authors who included human behavior in
their comparisons, has apparently encouraged many social
scientists to consider more sericusly the kinship of their
disciplines to biology...

lhatever the theories or empirical propositions that
political scientists may borrow or derive from ethology.
thi1s shift in perspective may have exceptionally profound
effects on the discipline. At the risk of using a word
rendered trite by overuse., at this level it i5 entirely
possible that political science is in the process of what
Kuhn called a change of paradigm.*

18
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GLEMDON SCHUBERT

FROM: “Ethological Politics.” Paper presented at Symposium
on Ethological Approaches to the Study of Politics. Annual
Meeting of American Association +for the Advancement of
Science, Washington, D.C. (January 6. 1982), pp. 13-14.

“Bath primate and carnivore models of social behavior
are relevant to our understanding of hominid evolution, and
hence both have an indirect bearing uJpon human behavior
today. But neither living primates nor 1living social
carnivores offer a ’better,’ or even too close, a model to
directly support cross-species caomparative analysis of such
social pehaviors as territoriality, aggression, predation,
and conspecific killing--all of which bear directly on such
potitical behaviors as war: revolution, colanialism, and
minority subjugation. The extent to which such behaviars
have biological roots and hence reflect genetic as well as
cultural components surely ought to be of concern to
political science. Political evolution demands study in
evalutionary, prehistorical terms; but the appropriate
frame of reference is to be found in the unique phylogeny of
heminids evolving into modern humans, and in a behavioral
ecology that is focusea on human adaptive--and
maladaptive--responses to environmental oppartunities.,
demands., and constraints, instead of on speculative
-deductions from evolutionary pipe-dreams even when they
assume a mathematical disguise. We may well learn something
about our species’ capacities for warfare by studying it in
the microcosm of the political behavior of primitive groups;
there is no evidence indicating that we shall learn much
about its elimination by studying that as an exercise in the
applied theory of reciprocal altruism.

A few recent examples could be cited of attempts to
understand contemporary political behavior utilizing
ethological theory and methods; but the surface has barely
been scratched in work done to date in relaticn to what
would need to be attempted were political scientists
generally to begin to start taking ethology seriously. And
conversely, although a few examples can be cited of attempts
by primatologists to wunderstand the social structure of
simians in political terms, such work has been undertaken so
far with only the barest genuflection in the direction of
the presumption that political science does nat necessarily
represent a completely species-specific body of knowledge.
In short, political scientists need to know a great deal
more about ethology before their observational research can
begin to test the nypothesis that human bioclogy has an
important effect upon human behavior. And ethologists
interested in the political behavior of other social animals
ought to feel obliged to acquaint themselves better with
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manifestations of analogous or homologous behavior. That
is,» the record of human behavior is searched for instances
of territorial behavior, bonding practices, male dominance
behaviors, and any others which may be of interest and knouwn
to occur among related species. This, to put the matter
over-simply, is5 essentially the procedure followed in most
of the popularized works approaching human behavior
ethologically-- Ardrey, HMorris, and, to a considerable
extent, Lorenz, for example.

From the standpoint of ethology, such a strategy may be
justifiable. But it is not very appropriate for political
scientists. who, gua political scientists, are interested
not in the grand total of all humah behavior ar the sum
total of atl facts in human history, but in political and
governmental phenomena. The strategy of lifting concepts
out of the general body of ethoalogical literature in hopes
of finding analogues for them in human behavior...,is not a
set of directions for studying and explaining observed
variations or uniformities in politically relevant human
behavior: but a wvague charge to go out and find some
dependent wvariables to describe. Abraham Kaplan’s warning
against succumbing to ‘the law of the hammer”’ is well known.
The strategy of inquiry just described might by analegy be
described as succumbing to ’the law of the concept.’

A more effective strategu, therefore. is to begin
inquiry (as Kaplan recommended) with genuine puzzlement,
confessed ignorance, about some noteworthy set of political
events or phenomena, with genuine curiosity about ’What in
hell is going on here?’ Then, accepting as hard knowledge
the most general ethological principle that the problematic
or puzzling behavior can be ’‘unpacked’ for study by
discovering to what extent programmed. fixed action patterns
are involved in it and how one can formulate working
hypotheses as +first approximations to explanation. And
then, of course, one must design and conduct empirical
research 1to test more specific and manageable research
hypotheses derived from that. In sum., political scientists
can do better by beginning with a provocative gxplanadum and
proceeding ltogically to work out the explanans than by going
the other way round, i.e., by starting out with an
explanation of something-or-other in hand to look for
something that it might explain.”

MEREDITH W, WATTS
FROM: Editor’s notes and introduction. in: Meredith

W. Watts (Ed) Bioppolitics: Ethogical and Physiclogical
Perspectives. (“New Directions for Methodology of Social
and Behavioral Science') vol. 7, pp. 1,11, San Francisca:
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Jossey-Bass, 1981.

“The synthetic biopolitics refers to an interstitial
discipline with an identifiable set of intellectual
concerns, methodolagical interests, and a growing number of
schotars, Where., in the period from 1863 to 1969, there was
a total of 21 written documents clearly in the biopolitical
tradition, there were 91 in 1978-1974 and 176 between 1975
and 1979. One of the first papers appeared in 1964, and
reviews of the literaure have appeared every few years since

then. Those interested in 1ihe area, though hardly
identifiable with sociobiology per se, have been noticed and
picketed by the critics of sociabiolegy ~-- a rare tribute to

the imagined or predicted impact of biopolitics. Perhaps
most important., there has emerged in the biopolitical
literature a recognition that it is time for the rigorous
development of empirical research. The appearance of the
first biopolitics text is another sign of growing vigor...

Common to all the [fworkl in this [fieldl is an interest
in the evolutionary history and the biological substrate of
human sociopolitical behavior. It is by no means implied
that any of these phenomena can be reduced to purely
biological concepts. 1In fact, it is not argued that any of
these phenomena is biologically determined; one needs only
to accept that there is a bioloeogical component and that
social behavior has biological parameters. This minimal
acceptance is all that is needed for general social
scientists to be able to take notice of these developments
and consider their possible contributions.

Biopolitics does not attempt to displace any existing
approach but rather to provide the social sciences with the
theoretical and empirical richness of the life sciences
perspective. Its success will very likely be determined,
not by the displacement of some current approach, but from
integration with contemporary and conuventional usage. For
example., if we assume that humans are DbOth rational,
cognitive creatures and biological entities with appetites
and needs, then the integration of biological wth cagnitive,
phenomenological, and behavioral perspectives :1s more than a
homiletics —-— it is a theoretical and empirical probability.

THOMAS C. MWIEGELE
FROM: Biopolitics: Search for a Mare Human Political

Science. Boulder. Colo.: Eancwme Press, 1979,
pp. 146.,148.

"Ethology has given us many useful organizing concepts
including territoriality. bonding., imprinting., and
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ritualized behavior. Ethotogy alse has the powerful
agvantage that many of its insights have grown out of a
comparative perspective on animal behavior,.. CHouwewver, ]
the most productve avenues for the political scientist ta
exploit in developing a wmaore operationally comprehensive
definition of human naure ([mayl lie in the life sciences

that are devoted exclusively to the study of man. The
bodies of knowledge that have dealt with the human organism
directly and empirically include mediciner

psychopharmacology. neuroanatomy., biochemistry.
epidemiology., human biology: psychophysiology., human
physiology, human endocrinology and bBbehavioral ecology.
Each of these is a significant discipline in its own right;
each has focused on the human species; each has the
potentiality of adding to our wunderstanding of political
society. Huch of the work relating to the study of elites,
conflict and aggression, and even the general political
system has grown out of these life sciences."

FRED H. WILLHOITE, JR.

FROM: Rank and reciprocity: Speculations on human emotions
and political life. In Elliott White (Ed) Sociobiology and
Human Politics. Lexington: Lexington BOOKS, 1981,
pp. 241,255,

"...How is ane to understand the field observations of
intraspecies lethal violence among» for example.,
chimpanzees, gorillas, several types of monkeys, wolues,
lions, hyenas. African wild dogs? Is it really
‘bourgeoismorphic’ to interpret such behavior as competitive
-—- for status, mates, or other respurces -- uwhen the
observed situation seems to make most sense in those terms?
It seems entirely possible that ideological prejudice could
prevent accurate understanding of animal behavior; the
sword of ’‘unmasking’ cuts more than one way.

I am not implying that sociobiology is, or should be,
immune from trenchant criticisms. Sociobiological theorists
have sometimes given the impression that they consider the
whole symbolic realm of human culture 2as a mere
epiphenomenon expressing and partially masking genetic
imperatives. This probably reflects an understandable lack
of experience and najvete in dealing with human data, and
anthropoliogists and other social scientists are well
equipped to point out errors and mistaken assumptions on the
part of evolutionary biolagists. @As I have indicated, some
of the latter have begun to develop much more sophisticated
conceptualizations of the evolution of human behavior, while
continuing to insist that it must be interpreted within a
fundamentaly Darwinian framework,
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It seems to me wunwise at ‘this time for political
thearists to commit themselves unreservedly to one
particular version of evolutionary theory. Biologists who
mutually agree on the reality and fundamental significance
of the evolutionary process still disagree on many important
points of interpretation. However, I do regard it as
perfectly legitimate to consider sociobiological
speculations about human evolution and attempt to discern
some of their potential implications, as long as the
provisional and exploratory nature of this kind of thinking
is clearly understood. If one desires to theorize within
the boundaries of empirical science, there is no choice but
to attempt to develop an evolutionary conception of human
nature and politics, however fumbling, error prone, and
interminable the effort my be.

As a student and teacher of the qgreat political
theorists of the MWestern traditioan, I greatly admire the
boldly speculative character of Robert Triver’s work.
Starting from the fundamental assumption that the individual
is the principal unit of selection within the ewvolutionary
process, Trivers seeks to explore the implications of this
assumption for our understanding of some of the most
elementary social relationships -- +FoOr example, those
between parents and offspring, or between siblings. I [have
exploredl a few implications for political theory of one
type of social interaction discussed by Trivers -
‘reciprocal altruism, * exchanges of assistance or
ressurces...

As genetically distinct but necessarily interdependent
and cooperative beings. conditioned by a culture that
stresses the worth of the individual and by 1living in
compliex, stratified, rapidly changing societies, we tend to
place a high value on personal freedom but also feel anxiety
and guilt about exploitation. Historical experience has
shown that all-out wunregulated economic freedom cannot
persist. It has been unavaidably necessary for governments
to become involued to an increasing degree in redistributive
activities. A difficult and troubling question with which
this trend confronts us is whether, and in what ways, its
indefinite continuation would undermine the socioeconomicC
preconditions of persanal and political freedom.

Governments that do attempt to control and regulate
nearly all exchanges of goods and services, with their
controllers claiming that they guarantee total economic
Jjustice -- truly reciprocal altruism -~- are hostile 1o
personal freedom. Furthermore, their rigid, elaborately
graded, and unresponsible hierarchies represent
cultural-evolutionary regression to the governmental system
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of theocratic empires -— without providing the psychological
consolations of the supernatural. and, as far as I know.
there is no persuasive evidence that these political systems
are in practice any less economically exploitative than the
mixed ecohomies assbciated with constitutional democracies.”

ELLIOTT WHITE

FROM: Introduction. In Elliott White (Ed) Scociobiclogy and
Human Politics. Lexington: Lexington Books: 1981,
PP Xi-Xii.

"The fact that scholars and scientists differ and
disagree, as they surely do in this ([(fieldl, might be
presented as an argument for a relativistic position.,
whether historically or sociobiologically based. Yet the
alternative to an egalitarian relativism uwherein each
individual’s ’truth’ is merely that and no more might
encompass the idea of a hierarchy wherein some individuals,
by wirtue of greater ability and experience, are more apt
than others to envision the truth, Everyone may be
fallible, but some are more fallible than others. MWe all
recognize that the science of medicine iSs imperfect, but we
still wish to consultl the best doctor around...

In the case 0f humans, 1his possibiity takes on an
added dimension with what Etkin refers to as our unique
‘capacity for foresight and planning.’ If contemporary
neurobiology should establish a scientific basis for such a
capacity, as I believe it may well do (my paper at the 1979
American Political Science Association meeting an
'Sociobiology, MNeurobiology and Political Socialization’
elaborates this contention), then human neurabiology will
move to the forefrant in the explanation of human Behavior
and hence of science as well. In both Sociobiology and On
Human Nature, Edward Wilson leaves this possibility open,
making ciear that for him sociobiology is only half, albeit
an extremely critical half, of an emerging ‘behavioral
biolagy’ that includes, as its ather half, neurophysiology.
As the latter term -- as used by Wilson -- implies, the
study of the brain may stress a materialistic, genetically
reductionistic view that will +turn out to be generalily
compatible with the sociobiological perspective now taken by
Wilson, Trivers, and others. If, however, the future course
of neurobiology happens to be more independent and perhaps

more mentalistic, then behavioral biology -- as a unicn and
ultimately a synthesis of neurobiology and sociobiclogy --
will also develop more independently of contemporary

sociobiology, with the latter also undergoing qualification
on its own terms with the passage of time.
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To wventure a further wunscientific speculation. I
believe that such an emergent behavioral biology will he
brought to bear on science itself. The ’behavioral biology
of science’ will acknouwledge the profound human genetic

variability that characterizes human populations and
therefore the scientific community itself: it will
acknowledge individual differences in background and

experience as well as in intellect; and it will, finatly,
accept the possibility that the hypotheses, concepts, and
findings that characterize the process of scientific inquiry
exist and are subject to wvalidation on their ownr terms,
irreducible to a merely genetic or environmentalist level.

I will make one final unscientific prediction., Such a
developing behavioral biology shoulcé also form the basis for
what Gunther Stent in The Coming of the Golden Age calls a
’classical paradigm’ For political and social science. Up
to now political and social science have had no consistent
approach. The current behavioral umbrella has suffered from
divisive splits in the past and is now. in any case, in the
process of being overturned by the increasingly strong winds
emanating from the life sciences. Thus I believe that what
Stephen Toulmin has called the ’would-be discipline’ of the
social sciences is now being replaced with its classical
paradigm. This development, following Stent, means that the
general concepts that increasingly will guide future inquiry
and will themselve +find a fuller validation a differing
levels of explanation are presented and explicated +for the
first time in a systematic fashion. In classical genetics
at the turn of the century, the concept o©of the gene both
guided future research and came itself to be understood on
the level of molecular biclogy, whereupon genetics entered a
new phase inh its development as a field.

I will not speculate here on the course of political
and social science following their classical era, because I
believe that we will not transcend our new status until both
sociobiology and neurobiology —-- both of them also fledgling
fields -- are ready to transcend theirs. And the prospect
for their doing so before the passage of generations or even
centuries seems to be slight.”

_\woox REVIEKS

For this issue we have reviews of two recently published
books. The first is a contribution from one of our members
and the second 1is ' reprinted from two different outside
sgurces.
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THE ROOTS OF HUMAN BEHAUIOUR. By Myron A. Hofer. San
Francisca: W.H, Freeman and Co. 331 pp. (1981)

Reviewed by Peter K. Smith, Department of Psychology
University of Sheffield, England

This is a well-written, lucid and concise bobok which
gives an awverview of the psychobiology of early development,
suitable far an undergraduate course.

Much of the thrust of the boaok is on mechanisms in
early development, in human and in other species. There are
thorough discussions of the properties and grouwth of
neuranes. and neuronal netuworks: of elementary forms af
learning and of behaviour organisation; of prenatal and
neonatal behaviour; of the effects of the intrauterine
envirocnment; and the influences of nutrition, hormones. and
sensory stimulation and environmental interaction on brain
deve lopment.

The text is generally factually well-informed and
up-ta-date, but inh an otherwise strong chapter on the early
parent-infant relationship, the many criticisms of the
Kennell and Klaus work on very early mother-infant bonding
are not mentioned. The concluding chapters on language.,
‘play, and sexual and aggressive behaviour will not seem so
strong, to a psychologist, as the rest of the book. The
treatment of aggression is particularly scanty, and the work
on dominance in children is not mentioned, nor indeed other
ethological work on peer interactions, the latter topic only
taking up direclty one page of text.

The strength of the book is in psychobioclogy rather
than psygchology. It would be difficult for a student to
read this baok and still have simplistic wviews of the
naturesnurture issue. Despite some claims in the
introductory and final chapters, however, it goes wvery
littte of the way toward giving an evolutionary basis ta
early develaopment. The first 15 pages are on evolutionary
theory, and give a fair resume of recent developments,
including sociobiologys but these points are seldom taken
further in the text, apart from the standard example of
Bowlby’s attachment theory. Perhaps this just shows that
the sociobiology of early deuvelopment is still largely
unexpliored or at least: unsystematised territory. For an
understanding of mechanisms of early development, the book
has much toe ofer. It is well-produced, and reasanably wetl
illustrated.

THE MISMEASURE OF MAN. By Stephen Jay Gould. New York:

W.W. Norton. 352 pp. (1981)

Reviewed by Robert Kagan
Kennedy School of Government., Harvard University

--Reprinted by permissiaon of the The MWall Street Journal, (©)
Dogw Jones and Co., .Inc.., 1981, All Rights Reserved.
(December 9, 1981, p. 22.)

Through most of history, belief in an ordered ranking
of beings, from beast to man to angel and demigod to dod,
has predominated over all wviews of creation. That same
hierarchical structure also has been impased on the human
race.

Theognis of Megara in the 6th Century B.C. divided men
into the good and the bad on the basis of their noble or
ignoble birth. He believed a quality of mind separated the
two, a quality that the Greeks called "gnome' or judgment,
“not infallible, but constant enough to assure its possessor .
the advantages of gooad moral behavior.”™ Theognis believed
that only a few men possessed this judgment. that it uwas
lost through interbreeding between the noble and ignoble.
and that the Greek polis, which put in such close proximity
the base— and well-born, would wultimately lead to the
degeneration of the Greek peoples.

It is surprising how little man’s understanding of the
hierarchy of human intelligence changed over the next 2,588
years. Today we no longer talk of noble and ignoble birth.
nor would we propose, as Theognis and., later, Plata did.,
that only men and women born of the best parentage should
rule.

But as recently as 48 years ago, as Stephen Jay Gould
points out in “"The Mismeasure of Man"”, scientists,
sociolagists and other learned people proposed tightened
U.S. immigration laws, discriminatory education and forced
sterilization as means of protecting the purity of a race
from the degenerative effects of interbreeding with those of
innatety low intelligence. Even today HWilliam Shockley
advocates voluntary sterilization of those with hereditarily
low I@s.

What separates these modern believers in racial purity
and innate intelligence fram their ancient forebears has
been a claim to scientific objectivity. According to
Mr. Gould, Plato’s '"Noble Lie™ ~~ that men and women were
born of a certain metal, whether gold, silver or brass,
indicating their place in society -- has given way to the
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The Inferiority Complex

The Mismessare of Maa
by Stephen Jay Gould, -
Nortan, 352 pp., 514.95

B.C. Lewortin

The [irst mecting of Oliver Twist and
young Jack Dawkins, the Artful Dodg-
er, on the road 1o London was a con-
[rontation betwesn lwo stereotypes al
ninetesnih-century literature. The Dodges
was @ ''snub-nosed, {lat-browed, com-
mon-feced boy...with rather bow legs
and litde sharp ugly eyes."" Nor was he
much an English grammar and pronun-
cistion. '‘I've got to be in London
1onight,"* he tells Oliver, *and 1 know a

“specuble old genelman lives there,

wat'll give you lodgings for noth-
ink...."" He was just whet we might
have expected of & len-year-old sireet-
wise orphan with no education and no
loving family, brought up among the
dregs of the Victorien Lumpenprols
tariaf.

Oliver's speech, manner, and posture
were very different. ***l am very hungry
and tired,"'" he says, ‘‘the tears stonding
in his cyes as he spoke. 'l have walked o
long way. I have besn walking these
ssven days.”” Although he was a *‘pale,
thin child,” there was a *‘good swurdy
spirit in Oliver's breast.' Yet Oliver was
bom and raised in that most degrading
of ninetesnth-century institutions, the
parish workhouse, deprived of all love
gnd education. During the first nine
years of his life he, “together with
wwenty or thirty other juvenile offenders
ggainst the poor-laws, rolled about the
floor all day, without the inconvenience
of 100 much food or clothing."

Where amid the cakum pickings did
Oliver find the moral sensitivily and
knowledge of the English subjunctive
that accorded so well with his delicate
form? The solution of this, the ceatral
mystery of the novel” Is that Oliver's
blood wes upper-middleclass, though
his nourishment was grued. Oliver's
whole being is an alfirmation of Lhe
power of nalure ovet nurture. It is a
nineteenth-century prefiguration of the
adoptian study of modern psychologists,
showing that children's temperaments
and cognilive powers resemble those of
their biological parents whatever may be
their upbringing. Blood will tell,

Dickcns's explanation of the contrast
between Oliver and the Ariful Dodger Is
a form of a general ideology that has
dominated European and American so-
ciel thought for the last 200 years, and
is the central concern of Stephen Jlay
Gould's book—the ideology of biologi-
cal determinism. According to this view,
the patent differences between individu-
als, sexes, ethnic groups, and races in
status, wealth, and power are based on
innate biological differences in tempera-
ment and ability which are passed from
parent 1o offspring at conception. There
have, of course, been countercurrents of
“environmentalism™  emphesizing the
malleability of individual development
end the historical contingency of group
differences, but, with the exception of
Skinnerian  behaviorism, all modern
thearies of social development have
assumed en irreducible nontrivial varia-
tion in innale ebilities among in-
dividuals and between groups. Oeccs-
slonally, the political consequences of
extreme biologlsm have besn so repug-
nant that environmental and socisl ex-
planations of group differences have
held temporery sway. So, the practics}
opplicatioo of biological race theory by

the National Socislist state discredited
biological theories of racel and ethnic
superiority for ebout thirty years, but
by 1969, with the publication of Arthur
Jensen's manograph How Much Con
We Boast 1Q ond Scholastic Achieve
meant?, it was oncs sgain not only
respectable, but even popular, Lo argus
that blacks owed thelr infericr social
position to their infesios genes,

Because biological determinism is &
structure of social explanation that uses
basic concepls in anatomy, evolutionary
theory, pgenectics, and oeurobiology,
often in a corrupted form, its critique
demonds the powers of a historien of
ideas end = professional biologist,
Because the scientific methods end coo-
cepls iovolved are rather abstruse,
criticism  alio requires ®»  first-class
writer. Fortunately, Gould is a profes-

Paris the archetype of the nobla prosti-
tute, somehow unsullled and salndy in
the midst of her sordid cristence. Bhe
was, of course, the sbandoned child of
a morgenslic marrings. Among ihe
goyim al least, the Lrue cheracter appas-
eatly can be transmiited through the pa-
ternel line. But it is is the Rougoo-
Mecquart novels of Zols that biological
theories of churacter are given their

Cesare Lombroso, could tell 8 murderear
from en embexzler at s glance. But
Broca snd Lombrozo were only the in-
heritors of a long tredition that began
with the natral philosophers of the
eighteenth century,

Thc reductionist materialism of Des-
caries's béte mochime and La Mettrie's
homme machine led inevitably to the

most careful articulation. The Roug

anth y of Broca and Lombroso.

and Macquerts were, it will be recalled,
the two halves of a family descended
from & woman whose first, lawful, mate
was the solid peasant Rougon, while hes
second, illicit, lover was the violeal,
unsteble Macquart, From these two
unions arose an excitable, ambitous,
successful lins, znd the depraved,
elcoholle, criminal branch that Included
Gerveise and Nena. When 'Coupeau,
Gervaise’s husband, is edmitted to the
hospital for alcohclism, the examining

If mind is the consequencs of brain,
then are not great minds the products of
great brains? Indeed, phrenology was a
perfectly  sensible materialist theory.
Since ecquisitiveness is a product of a
materizl organ, the brain, then highly
developed acquisitiveness should be the
manifesiation of the enlargement of one
region of the brain, On the not
vareasonable (although fectually incor-
rect) easumption that the skull will bulge
8 bit to eccommodate a bulge in the

sional historian, an evolutionary biol-
ogist and anatomist of gresr accomplish-
ment, and a master st explaining
science. The Mismeasure of Man is his
examinstion and d=bunking of the scien-
tific face of the fiction of Oliver,

Dickens‘s view of the crigin of human
variation was hardly enceptional; it
permeated nineteenth-century literature,
Al times [t appeared qnly incidentally es
part of the substratz of unspoken es-
sumption as, for exnmple, in Felix Holt,
when Esther Lyon is set (o learning
French on the assumption that her
French ancestry will make it eaty for
her. At others, it is a central preoccupa-
tion, as in Eliol's Dgniel Deronda.
Daniel, the sdopted son of & baronet, is
n typical young English milord, whom
we first meet at a fashionable Continen-
tal gambling spa. But then, myste-
riowly, in his young manhood, be
develops an ioterest in things Hebrew,
falls in love with 8 Jewish girl, becomes
converied. The reader 5 mol enlirely
astonished to learn that Daniel's mother
was, in fact, a Jowish sctress, The Law
of Return, It seems, is only an expres-
sion of the inevitsble.

A preoccupation with the power of
bloed was not simply what the French
koow as ‘‘the maedness of the Anglo-
Sanons,”* Eugéne Sue, the most populer
French author of the mid-nineteenth
century, cresled in Les Mystdres de

physician asks him first, "'Did your
father drink?'" As Zola says in his
pteface 10 the cycle, **Heredity has its
laws, just as does gravitaiion,™'

Zola's *‘experimental novels,””-as he
called them, were the outcome of de-
velopments in physical anthropalogy es
a scientific, materialist discipline, devel-
opments to which the first part of The
Mismeasure of Man is devoted. In
America, Semusl Rogers Morton had,
in the 1830s and 18403, messured large
numbers of skuils of different human
groups, including long-dead Incas and
ancient Egyptians. The Anthropological
Society of Paris had besn founded in
1859 by Paul Broca, the leading Euro-
pean exponent of the Whieory thet high
intelligence and character were o conss-
quencs of larger brains, so that the
mental gualities of individuals and races
could bs judged from the sizes of their
skulls, The esppearsnce, in the seme
year, of the Origin of Species gave risc
to an evolutionary view of human dif-
ferences that placed cach physical type
on an mscending scale of progress from
our ppelike encestors. In  particular,
criminals were seen 83 alaviams, epelike
in both mind and body, but in a vardety
of forms, so that the founder of
criminal anthropalogy, the lialian

'Emils Zola, preface (o Lg Forfune des: 1

Rougons (Libreiric Internsticaal A.
Lacrois, Verboeckhoven, 1871).

cerebral hemisphere, we might well ex-
pect an enlarged “‘bump of acquisitive-

ness'  among the more  succeasful.

bers of the Eachange, not lo men-
tion Jews in general,

M , less loped races should

have less developed brains, women
should have smaller cranial capacilies
than men, the lower classes more slop-
ing forcheads than the bourgeoisie.
Thus one should be able, by the ap-
propriate physicel messurements, to
characterize Lthe mental, moral, and
social attributes of individuals and
groups. There are, however, two prob-
lems with this theory. First, there is the
factuel ervor, Despite ell claims (o the
coutrary, there gre no differences in
brain size or shape between classes,
sexeq, or races that are not the simple
consequence of different body size, nor
is there any correlation st all between
brain sizc and iniclcctual accomplish-
ment. Second, there iy the concepiual er-
ror, Intelligence, acquisitiveness, moval
rectitude are not fhings, but meatal con-
structs, historically sod culturally cop-
tingent. The altempt to find their phys-
icel sitz in the brein and w measure
them (s like an attempt to map Valhella,
It Is pure reification, the convertion of
sbstract ideas Into things., While thers
may be genes for the shape of our
heads, these cannot be any for the shape
of our ideas. [t Is with en expogure of
thess two crroms of biological deter-
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numerical rankings of the 1IQ test. But. he argues,
“determinist arguments for ranking peaple according to a
single scale of intelligence, no matter how numerically
sophisticated, nave recorded 1little more than social
prejudice."

Fir. Gould offers quite a bit of historical evidence to
support this claim. "The Mismeasure of Man' is a rogue’s
gallery of consciously and unconsciously dishanest
scientists and pseudo-scientists--craniometrists who juggled
their measurements of skulls so that the mean cranial
capacities of white, Northern European men always came out
the largest; social and behavioral scientists such as
H.H. Goddard who touched up photographs of his famous
"Kallikak" family to make them look demented and demonic:
and mental testers such as Lewis Terman, who tried to
measure the IQs of great men who had been dead for hundreds
of years (Cervantes and Copernicus each managed only 16S).
Not all of these scientific frauds were committed in the
nacae of racism and class privilege, but enough of them were
to raise serious doubts about the possibility for scientific
objectivity in the study of human intelligence, and it is
Gould’s primary aim to lend weight to these doubts.

Anyone interested in the current debate bver human
intelligence, however, will be disappointed by this baok,
for Mr. Gould fails to give it serious treatment. Instead
he devotes fully a third of "“The Mismeasure of Man" to
traniometry., a crackpot '"science' if every there was one,
the wmain premise of which was that large cranial capacity
meant high intelligence. In fact, as Mr. Gould points out.
large heads generally sit atop large bodies. But by
focusing so much attention on the obviously misguided and
aften demonstrably racist works of a discredited science-,
HMr. Gould ocbscures, intentionally I believe, some of the
really hard issues raised by modern intelligence testing.

Why, for instance, do some groups score better than
others on almost all the tests ever devised for measuring
intelligence? Mr. Gould has no ansuer. He treats modern
Studies of human intelligence and heredity as direct
descendants of the earlier frauds, besieged by the same
prejudices and base motives, particularly eour “persistent,
indigenous racism.” Except for a brief discussian of Arthur
Jensen, he does not deal with present-day theories of
intelligence and attacks them only by inference. He is
simply convinced that any study that reveals differences
between races, any study that makes much of hereditary
intelligence, indeed, any study that attempts to measure
intelligence at all is necessarily tainted.
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Mr. Gould’s crucial argument in “The Mismeasure of
Man" is that any attempt to "reify" intelligence, to suppose
that there is some thing in the human mind that can be
measured, is fallacious. He makes a daring and largely
successful attempt to explain, and then debunk, the
complicated statistical theory of factor analysis, upon
which is based the notion of a scientifically measurable
intelligence factor for all humans. He does indeed
demonstrate that statistical analyses of intelligence are
faulty. They may even be forever doomed to failure,.

But he cannot disprove what has been obvious to all men
at all times, that some human beings are smarter than others
in every way, and that their children tend in general! to
inherit 1this mental superiority. This basic understanding
must not be allowed to affect this country’s laws or social
policies, but neither can it be wished away or debunked.

"The Mismeasure of Man” is wvery well-written, As A
history of bad science and social science, and a thorough
lesson on how scientists often it their facts 1to their
prejudices, it is important reading. But as ap open-minded
treatment of the inteiligence question, it falls short, for
in the end Mr. Gould becomes subject to the same criticism
that he levels against the measurers of man. He knows what
he believes and he sets out to prove it. He may even be
subject to the political and cultural presssure of his own
period, for if there are prejudices that plague the social
sciences today, those prejudices more likely seek to
suppress evidences of inequality than to exploit thenm.

THE MISMEASURE OF MAN. By Stephen Jay Gould. New York:
W.M. Norton., 352 pp. (1981)

Reviewed by R.C. Lewontin., Agassiz Professor of Zoology
Museum of Comparative Zoology:r Harvard University

-~Reprinted with permission from The HNew York Review of
Books. (€) 1981 Nyrev, Inc. 28, 12-16, 1581.
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minism that Gould's The Mismeasure of
Man is largely concerned,

Tha first problem is to explain how
the zoologists and anthropologists of the
ninetesnth czntury could find, so con-
sistently, that, far example, the brains
of whites mre significantly larger than
the brains of blacks when, in fact, there
is no difference between them. The
answer seems (o be, according 1o Gould,
that the most eminent zoologists and an-
thropologists simply rigged the data.
When Samuel Morton, in his Cronia
Americana of 1839, showed conclusively
that American Indians had smaller
craniums than Caucasians, he did so by
including a large number of small-

brained (because small-bodied) [Inca.

skulls in his Indian sample, but at the
same time excluding a number of Hindu
small-skulled specimens from his Cauca-
sian sample. When Gould recalculated
the daia using all of Monon's measure-
ments, the difference between Indians
and Caucasians disappeared. Paul Broca,
faced with some very small brains of
some very eminent professors, invented
ad hoc corrections for age and postulated
disease. As a last resort he appealed 1o the
imperfection of institutions:

It is not very probable that five
men of genius would have died
within five years at the University
of Gouingen.... A professorial
robe is nol necessarily & centificate
of genius; there may be even al
Gottingen some chairs occupied by
not very remarkable men.?

It is amusing to see Broca explaining
away, correction by correction, a re-
ported 100-gram  superiority of the
brains of Germans over Frenchmen.
When, despite hic best efforts, Broca
found some measurements placing
blacks higher than whites, he decided
that, afler all, those measurements were
of no interest. And on it goes. The “'ob-
jective facts'" of science turn out, aver
and over again, (o be the cooked, mas-
saged, finagled crestions of ideclogues
determined 10 subsiantiate their preju-
dices with numbers. -

In his debunking of the “‘dawa' of
anthropometry, Gould follows the
model set by Leon Kamin's brilliant
muckraking in the byre of 1Q studies,’

Henry Geodderd on the peeudonymous
Knllikak family whose good (kslos) end,
bad (kakkcs) branches wese the living
counterparts of the Rougons-Mac-
Yuarts?

For his part, Sir Cyril Burt, perheps

the moat influcntin} psychologist of the’

reeatieth century, knew that intelligence
was almost perfectly determined by the
genes and be was quite willing to make
up the dats to prove it to peapls who
peeded that sort of thing. (His most
notorious fabrication was aimed 10
show that identical twins brought up
separately would still be of equal
“intelligence."") Burt may indeed have
been, as Gould says, s sick and tos-
tured man'* during the last years of his
life, but even his biographer, Professor
Hearnshaw, admits that Burt was nons
too scrupulous about numbers gt any
time.* Whether dzliberalely or not, there
is oo evidence that scientists are falsify-
ing nature any lesg in the twentieth cen-
tury than they did in the ninetesnth, |

By the beginning of the twentieth cen-
tury, the belief that great men had big

Much of the history of the political
use of IQ testing in America, capecially
in belpiog to justify the lmmigration
Act of 1924, hes been recounted by
Kmmin, who demolished the “‘data*
purporiing to show the beritability of
10 differences, Unfortunalely, the story
of the Cyril Burt frauds is nowhere told
in ks full richness. Bven the summary
by Kamin in the book containing his
“'debate* with H.J). Bysenck* is too
briel 1o provide the encitement of psy.
chology's Watergaie, which had its own
Woodward and Bernsicin (Kemin and
Oliver Gillie), its outraged denials by
Burt’s supporters, and its final days of
capitulation in the fece of the over-
whelming evidence of wholesale fakery,
And Gould hes other fish to fry, The
Mismeasure of Man looks beyond the
politics, the dsta, and the frauds to ed-
dress the centwral epistemological issue
about intelligence; *'ls there anything to
b2 measured?™

1Q tesis vary comsidersbly in form
and content. Some are oral, some writ-
ten, some individusl, some givens io
groups, some verbal, some purely sym-

but with st har different conel
about the nature of scientific inquiry,
Science, he argues, is o social activity,
reflecting the reigning ideology of the
society in which it is carried out, the
political exigencies of the time, and the
personal prejudices of its practitioners.
Racist scientists produce racist science.
It is not that they deliberately falsify
pature, but that their unconscious preju-
dices lead them to largely unconscious
binses in their methods and analyses,
biases that bring them 1o comfortable
conclusions, There are, after all, many
ways of explaining observations. How
are we Lo decide among them, except in
the light of unspoken essumptions and
predispositions?

Like Kamin, [ am, myself, rather
more harsh in my view of the matter.
Scientists, like others, sometimes tell
deliberate lies because they Yelieve that
small lies can serve big truths. How else
are we to understand the doctored pho-
tographs discovered by Gould in the
report by the American psychologist
paul Broca, Bulletin Société d’Anthro-

pologie 2 (Paris, 1861), pp. 139-207
(quotsd by Gould).

'Leon Kemin, The Science ond Politics
of IQ (Halsted Press, 1974).

heads and great criminols big noscs had
pretty much disappeared from the scien-
tific scene, although it was stll part of
popular consciousness, When Agstha
Christie's young Tommy sees a com-
munist trade-union agitator for the first
time, he observes that the fellow

was obvioualy of the very dregs of
society, The low bestling brows,
and the criminal jaw, the bestisliry
.of the whole countenance, were
new to the young man, though he
was @ typc that Scotland Yard
would hove recognized a1 a glancse.?

Io place of measurements of skull and
limb, biclogical determinist science
began to measure intelligence iwelf. The
1Q test, created by the French psycholo-
gist Allred Binet in 1905 a3 & diagnostic
instrument to help teachers help chil-
dren, became, in the hands of its
English-speaking adaptors, Henry God-
dard, Lewis Terman, and Charles Spear-
men, an instrument for arraying cvery-
one along a single scale of mentel phility.

‘L.S. Hearnshaw, Cyril Burt: Psycholo-
gist {Cornell University Press, .1979)'

'Agatha Christie, The Secret Adversary
Mindd Mead 10771

bolic. Most combine elements of vocab-
ulary, numerical reasoning, mnalogical
reasoning, and pattern recognition,
Some are filled with specilic and overt
cutural referents: children are asked
1o identify characters from literamre
("*Who was Mr. Micawber7""); they nre
msked 1o moke class judgments (**Which
of the five perzons below is most like
a carpenter, plumber, and bricklnyer?
1) posimen, 2) lawyer, 3) truck driver,
4) doctor, 3) painter’); they gre aghed
to judge sociglly accepiebls behavior
(""What should you do when you notice
you will be Itz 10 school?"); they are
asked to judge social stereotyps
{*Which is prettier?” when given the
choice between a girl with some Negroid
features and enother with a dall-like

*H,J. Eysenck versus Leoo Kamin, The
Intelligence Controversy (Jobn Wiley,
1981). While billed as a debate, this
book in fact consists of two independent
summary pieces on 1Q, followed by
brief rejoinders. Eysenck, formerly one
of Burt's strongest supporters, here
casts his vote for impeachment bur says
it doesn't matier because the rest of
date on the beritability of 1Q is so
good. This has become the standard
way of handling the Bunt frauds, since
the farts ban loneer he denied.

European face); they are asked to define
obscure words (sudorific, homunculus, -
parierre).

Morcover, the drecumstances of test-
ing are laden with tensions. Gould, after
reviewing the content of the Army
classification tests of the First World
War, describes st length the intimidating
end alien 2unoiphere in which the tests
vicre given, Complex commands were
given just oncz, in a military siyle, in
English to men meny of whom were re
czat immigrants and some of whom had
vever before bald a pencil, When Gould
gave the Army Beta Test, designed for
illiterates, in the prescribed siyle 10 his
Harvard undergraduates, sixtesn out of
fifty-three got only 8 B and six got a.C,
marking borderline intelligence,

Th: claim is made by their supporten
that 1Q) tests measure a single underlying
innate thing, general intelligence, which
itsedl doss mot develop during the Life-
time of the individuel, but is 8 cause of
the individual's changing overt behav-
ior. In the jurgon of educational pay-
chology, *'fluid” intelligence becomes
“crystellired” by education. Intelli-
gence, 10 vicwed, is oot what is learned,
but the sbility to leamn, & fixed feature
immarent to different degress in every
fertilized egg.

The evidence thet there i3 & unitary
intellectunl ability Is that the resulis of
different tests and of different parts of
the same test ere correlated with each
other, Children who do well on patiern
recognition tend 10 do well in numerical
reasoning, enalogical reasoning, and so
en, But the cleim is spurious. 1Q teats,
like books, are commodities that can
yield immense profits for their pub-
lishers and nuthors il they are widely
adopted by school systems. A chief sell-
ing point of new tests, as announced in
their advertising, is their exczllent agree-
ment with the original Stanford-Binst
test, They have been carefully cut to fit.

Moreover, the egreement of the re-
sults of various parts of the same Lesis
hes also bezn built into them. In order
for the original Stanford-Binest test to
have won credibllity as an intelligence
test, it necessarily hed to order children
in conformity with the a priori judg-
ment of psychologists and teachers
about what they thought intelligence
consisted of. No one will use en
“‘intelligence™ 1est that gives highest
merks to those children everyone
“Lknows" to be stupid. During the con-
struction of the tests, questions that
were poorly correlated with others were
dropped, since they clearly did not
measure  “'intelligence,” until a2 mex-
imally consistem set was found, The
claim that something real is then
measured by these selected questions is a
classic case of reification. 1t is rather
like claiming, as a proof of the existence
of God, that he is mentionad in all the
books of the Bible.

A good desl of The Mismeasure of
Man is aken up with a lucid explana.
tion of the abstruse statistical method
used by mental testers 18 extract & single
dimension, g, thet is supposed to
measure general intelligence. This
method, fector analyzis, takes 2 collec.
tion of different measurements and
combins them into s single weighted
averege, where the welghty are derived
from the observed correlations betwesn
the mesguremnents. The eToF, 83 X-
plained by Gould, it nol in the
arithmetic, but in the supposition thet,
heving gooe through the mathematical
process, oas bas producsd a real object,



or at least a number that characterizes
one. As Gould points out, the price of
gasoline is well correlated with the
distance of the earth from Halley's com-
et, at least in recent years, but that does
not mean that some numerical combina-
tion of the two vajues measures
something real that is their common
canse, Even with Gould's help, the
reader may remain mystified. The very
complexity of the statistical manipula.
tion is part of the mystique of in-
telligence testing, validating it by mak-
ing it inaccessible to nonexperts. After
all, look how complicated quantum me-
chanics is, and you can use it to blow
up the world.

Gould's view of the biological deter-
minists is that they are doubly blinded,
first, by their own racial and ethnic
prejudices, and sccond, by what Gould
calls “Burt's real error,” the vuigar
reductionism that leads them to reify an
abstract swatistical entity. Yet the
snalysis is somchow incomplete. With
its emphasis on the racism of individual
scientists, and on their epistemological
nalveté, The Mismeasure of Man re-
mains a curiously unpolitical and
unphilosophical book. Morton, Broca,
Lombroso, Goddard, Spearman, and
Burt make their asppearance. as if from a
claset, and smelling a bit of mothhalls,
They are *“men of ther time,” display-
ing antique social prejudices which on
occasion come back to haunt us in the
form of *‘criminal chromosomes" and a
brief eruption’ of Jeasenism. Ther bio-
logical determinism appears as a disar-
ticulated cultural artifact, nasty and
curious, like cannibalism, but not in.
tegrated into any structure of soclal
relations.

Biological determinism is the coajunc-

tion of political necessity with an
ideologically formed view of nature,
both of which arise out of the bourgeois
revolutions of the seventeenth and eight-
esnth centuries. These revolutions were
made with the slogans, *‘Liberty, equal-
jty, fraternity’’ and “All men are
created equnl.’ They meant literally
“all men,** since women were excluded
from social power, but they did not mean
“all men,"* since stavery and property

‘qualifications continued well into the

nineteenth century. Still, one can hardly
make a revolution with the cry, "‘Liberty
and equality for some!l** The problem
for bourgeois society (and for socialist
society, as well) is 10 reconcile the
ideology of eguality with the manifest
inequality of status, wealth, and power,
a problem that did.not exist in the bad
old days of De/ Gratiz. The solution to
that problem has been to put a new
gloss on the ides of equality, one that
distinguishes artificial inequalities which
characterized the ancien régime from the
ngturpl inequalities which mark the
meritocratic society. As the Harvard
paychologist Richard Herrnstein puts it:

The privileged clnsses of the past
were probably not much superior
biologically to the downtrodden,
which is why revolution had & fair
chance of success. By removing
anificial barriers between classes,
society has encouraged the creation
of biological barriers. When people
can take thelr natural level in so-
dety, the upper classes will, by def-
inition, have grester capacity than
the lower.”

"Richard Herrnstein, IQ in the Meritoc-
racy (Adantic/Little, Brown, 1973),
p. 221.

Equality then becomes equality of op-
portunity, and those who fail do so
because they lack intrinsic merit. But if
we truly live in a meritocratic society,
how do we account for the obvious
passage of social power from parent to
offspring? It must be that intrinsic merit
is passed in the genes. The doctrine of
grace is replaced by the Laws of
Meadel.

The emph

in The Mismeasure of

. Maon on racism and ethnocentrism in the

study of abilities is an American bias.
IQ testing was widespread in France
long before there were significant
numbers of Algerians there, and Sir
Cyril Burt's most influential educational
invention, the British efeven-plus exam,
long antedated the influx of West In-
dians and Pakistanis. Lombroso's crim-
inal anthropology had npothing to do
with race and ethnicity, but with the
same classes laborieuses, classes dah-
gereuses that concerned Eugéne Sue. In
America, race, ethnicity, and ciass are
10 confounded, and the reality of social
class sa firmly denied, that it is easy to
lose sight of the general setting of class

conflict out of which biological deter- -
minism arose. Biological determinism, .

both in its literary and scientific forms,
is part of the legitimating ideclogy of
our society, the solution offered to our
decpest social mystery, the analgesic for
our most recurrent social pain. In the
words of Charles Darwin, quoted on the
tile page of The Mismeasure of Man,
“If the misery of our poor be caused
not by the lawa of nature, but by our
institutions, great is our sin."

The disarticulation of social relations,
the alienation of man from land, the
creation of what C.B. MacPherzon calls

@ Nyrev, 1981

‘‘possessive  individualism’'® began in
the fourteenth century with the market-
town corporations, and slowly became
the dominant mode of our society. They
brought with them an alienation and ob-
jectification of nature. The namral
world was seen less and less as an
organic unity, an extension of the Mind
of God. Like the body social, the body
natural came to be an assemblage of
clements, interacting with each other,
yet each possessing its intrinsic and in-
dependent praperties. No longer do we
“‘murder to dissect,”” but rather do we
expect to discover the true nature of the
world by taking it to bits, the bits of
which it is truly made. 1n this sense
Descartes was as much a founding father
of our society as Paine or Sefferson.

It is easy to criticize the wvulgar
materialism of Spearman and Burt, who
thought of intelligence sometisnes as a
form of elementary energy, sometimes
as a liquid that could be crystallized,
but it is not clear that anything else
could be expected from them. The reifi-
cation of intelligence by mental testers
may be an error, but it is an error that
is deeply built into tha atomistic system
of Cartesian explanation that charactes-
izes all of our natural science, It is oot
easy, given the analytic mode of science,
w0 replace the clockwork mind with
something less silly. Updating the meta-
phor by changing clocks into computera
has got us nowhere, The wholesale re-
jection of analysis in favor of an obscu-
rantist holism has been worse, lmpris-
aned by owr Cartesienism, we do oot
kaow how 1o think about thinking. a

°C.B. MacPherson, The Political
Theory of Possessive Individuatism (Ox-
ford Univessity Press, 1962).

272¢



HUMAN ETHOLOGY NEWSLETTER
March, 1982

MINI COMMUNICATIONS

A Comment on the Selective Advantage of
Male Subordination ta Females in Primates
("Female-Dominance")

Clara B. Jones
Museum of Comparative Zaglogy
Harvard University

Hrdy (1981) revieuws those species displaying
female-daminance and observes that this unusual trait may
accur in three conditions! (1) where the reproductive
output by each member of a monogamous pair is equivalent
(implying that a male in such a case would have little to
gain by dominating his matel); (2) where seasonal breeding
corresponds with intense male-male competition for mates,
leading to the ‘conservation" of energy at other times of
the year, and (3) where the trait is "primitive.” While it
is probably true that female—-dominance is a ''phylogenetic
trait” among the lemurs (A. Jolly, personal communication),
it is not clear that the equivalency of (genetic) interests
between mates ever obtains to compensate asymmetries between
them (see Trivers, 1972; Power, 13988; Alatalo, et al..,
1981; Payne, 1979; Gladstone, 1979; Hade, 1879; Kleiman.,
1979) or that it could benefit males to be energetically
conservative (see Schoener, 1971; Downhower and Armitage.,
1371) relative to females in the same conditions. It is my
purpose in this note to suggest a simpter, testable
hypothesis that will collapse the three categories of Hrdy
into a more general construct.

Relations between the sexes in primates are generally
discussed within the conceptual framework of differential
rank or status (e.g., Hausfater, 1975), and characteristic
asymmetries (e.g.» size or fighting ability) among
individuals apparently lead to social hierarchies in mast
group-living animals. (see Wilson, 1975). Agonistic
relations between sexes may represent a form of intersexual
competition that can be analyzed in terms of Darwinian
"sexual selection” (the differential reproduction of
genotypes which accrue large quantities of and-sar high
quality males; see Emlen, 1973). As such., females (or some
sub-class of females) may be viewed as a limiting resource
for which males compete, and males who determine the yield
Cin offspring) of a significant proportion of females each
generation are most successful from a Darwinian perspective.
It is in this sense that males are expected to exploit
females and to dominate them socially.

23

There seems to be general agreement among students of
primate sacieties that males are almast always dominant to
females (e.y.» Alexander, et al.. 1979). Occasionally,
however, females may command males in a consistent pattern
that appears in mechanism and function to compare with the
more common cases of male dominance (see Jolly, 1966).
Hrdy’s recent review (1981) indicates that the display of
female-dominance may be more wvarjable within and betuween
seasons than patterns of male daminance and that this
variation may reflect synchronous reproductive states among
females and their effects upon male-male and male-female
relations. Despite distinctions that may remain to be
understood among hierarchical patterns, Hrdy (1881) has most
recently stressed that the phenamenon of female-dominance
supports the conclusion that '"primates are nat totally
locked inte a pattern of male dominance."

In an atempt to gain some insight into the
characteristics of female-dominance, I studied a captive
pair of Lemur fuluus fuluvus (E. Geoffroy 1B12) at Riverbanks
Zoological Park, Columbia, South Carolina for approximately
eleven crepuscular and daylight heurs of discontinuous
observation in April, 1980 (see Harrington, 1975 for certain
other aspects of this subspecies’ Dbehavior). The female
displaced the male 64 percent aof the time (47 times out of
74). Comparing proportional male and female supplantations
with a "“goodness of fit" design, significant deviations
resulted from a 50:58 expectation (p<0.81i, X2:7.B4, df=1).
I was particularly interested to note that the female never
used aggressive (i.e., escalated) behavior to supplant the
males although he often applied cuffing or biting to
displace her. Thus, the female in my brief study dominated
the male through the outcomes of “ritualized" (e.g.»
tonque-flicking) and other non-damaging behaviar (e.g.-
head-gon approach with eye contact) rather than the
expression of higher rates or likelihoods of escalated
response., sugfgesting that the nature of intersexual
interaction in conditions of female~dominance may differ
qualitatively from the more common pattern. In particular,

females may dominate males because of the latter’s
‘‘aggressive restraint."
Nevertheless, the essential question remains: Why

might males restrain their agonistic responses ta females?
Male interests will usually dominate female interests.._since
male Feproductive §uccess will be limited only by the number
of mates which each can control, while female reproductive
success is limited by the amount of energy extractible from
;Nmm environment that can be converted inta offspring (Otte,
18743 MIATE  selfiShness, ~HOWeUSF, —Tan—be—limitéd by the
deleterious effects of male behavior upon the reproductive
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success of individual females (Downhower and Armitage.,
1871). In these circumstances, males may forego behavior
theoretically optimal to their own sex in favor of behavior
optimal to females (Parker., 1974). While it seems clear
that male selfishness may often benefit the reproductive
success of females (e.g., Orians, 1969), a male may be
expected to display selfishness even where its deleterious
effects upon individual females are significant if his
reproductive success is thereby enhanced (Downhower and
Armitage., 1971). The occasional occurrence of
female-dominance, however, demonstrates that there are
certain environmental masaics that favor males who submit,
on average, to their female conspecifics. By inference.,
then, 1 propose the hypothesis that males will adopt
subordination to females where males who dominate females
leave fewer offspring, on average. than males who do not.

Investigations of these particular conditions may
provide an understanding of the social and non-sacial
factors that minimize reproductive benefits to males from
agonistic intersexual behavior. Hrdy’s (1981) analysis
shows that temporal constraints upon breeding may represent
one such set of factors.

I thank Alison Jolly for discussion of primate hierarchical
patterns and encouragement to advertise my observations of
Lemur fulvus fulvus.
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BULLETIN BOARD

Human Etholoqy Abstracts IV, edited by Larry Stettner and
Karen Olson is availabie for $3.00 postpaid from ASMER,
P.0. Box S7, Orangeburg, New York 18S62. A reminder to
everyone -- please send abstracts (150 words, APA format)
this year to Wade Mackey for inclusion in HEA U. Wade’s
address is: Division of Sacial Sciences, Iowa Wesleyan

College, P.DO. Bax 369, Mt. Pleasant IA 52641.

The Human Biology Council is an international non-profit
organization formed in 1974 and currently having 45@
members. Its official journal, Human Biology, is published
quarterly and contains research reports, review articles,
and book reviews, The major focus iSs on problem-oriented
and theoretical approaches to variation in human populations
and individuals. The following subject areas in human
bioleogy are common among members’ interests: body
compositian, physigque; bone morphology. dentitioni
demagraphic factors., including fertility., mortality,
migration; genetic and familiar mechanisms; growth,
maturation, aging, secular trends; physiolaogy of organ
systems: socio=-cultural influences; and temperature,
altitude, disease, nutrition, and other environmental
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factors. For membership information write to: Roger
M. Siervogel., Fels Research Institute, Wright State
University School of Medicine, Yellow Springs OH 45387.

Animal Behaviour Abstracts provides caoverage aof the applied
aspects of ethology. In compiling each quarterly issue.
over 5508 internatianal research journals, books and reports
are regularly monitored. Each issue contains approximately
14008 abstracts. For information and a free sample issue,
write to aAmerican Behaviour Abstracts at: P.0. Box 1,
Eynsham, Oxford OX8 1JJ, England: or at 1811 Jefferson
Davis Highway, Arlington VA 22282, USA.

Behavioral Ecology and Sociobijologqy publishes (quarterly)
original contributions and short communications dealing with
quantitative studies and experimental analysis of animal
behavior on the level of the individual and the pepulation.
It also contains articles on the functions, mechanisms, and
evolution of ecological adaptations of behavior. Editor is
H. Farkl, University of Constance, Federal Republic of
Germany. Publisher is Springer-verlag.

Environment and Behavior is an interdisciplinary journal
that publishes empirical and theoretical work an the
influence of the physical environment on human behavior at
the individual, group, and jnstitutional lewvels. For
example: theory of architecturesbehavior relations; new
research methods: evaluations of buildings or urban
settings; beliefs, meanings, wvalues, and attitudes of
individuals or groups concerning wvarious buildihg types:;
studies of planning, policy, or political action. The
Associate Editor for Architecture and Environmental Design
Research is Gary T. Moore of the School of Architecture and
Urban Planning, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee. Reviews
are conducted by an editorial review board comprised of
leading researchers, scholars, and practitioners. Faor
information, uwrite to the General Editors: Robert
B. Bechtel and MWilliam H. Ittelson, Environmental Psychology
Program, University of Arizaena, Tucsan AZ 85712.

A new Ph.D. progqram in architecture with a concentration in
Environment-behavior studies will begin in Fall, 1982 at the
University of Wiscansin in Milwaukee. Environment-behavior
studies in architecture are concerned with the wmutual
interrelationships between people and the environment and
with applications enhancing the qualiy of life through
environmental policy, planning. design, and education. The
school offered its first master’s degree in architecture
with an emphasis in environment~pehavior studies in 187S.
For information write to Uriel Cohen, Dept. af Architecture,
Schocl of Architecture and Urban Planning, University of
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Wisconsin, Milwaukee WI 53201.

Agaressive Behaviar, the afficial journal of the
International Society for Research on Aggression. is
published quarterly. It is a multidisciplinary journal with
an editorial board drawn from a broad range of academic
fields. It is devoted to the empirical and theoretical
analysis of conflict and the scientific understanding of
aggression in humans and animals. Recent papers have
examined such diverse topics as brain mechanisms in
aggression. terrorism, rape, laboratary studies of children
and adults, animal studies of natural and experimentally
induced aggressive behavior., and analyses of delinquency in
streets and schools. Each issue contains a comprehensive
international bibliography of literature on the field of
aggressive behavior. Editor-~-in~Chief is Ronald Baenninger,
Dept. of Psycholagy:. Temple Uniwversiy. Philadelphia PA
i9iz22. For membership information write to Robert
J. Blanchard, Dept. of Psychology. University of Hawaii,
Honolulu HI 96811.

Roger Sperry. professor of psychobiology at the California
Institute oaf Technology. recently received the Hobel Prize
in Physiology and Medicine for his now classic “split-brain"”
experiments which led toe the discovery of the distinct
functions of each hemisphere of the brain. Sperry shares
half of the $1686,0D8 total prize with the Harvard team of
David H. Hubel and Torsten HN. Wieselr who won for their
discoveries of the brain’s mechanisms for processing wvisual
information.

Iwﬂwnnmbzmyaona.Umuﬂ.omﬁmcn:o~nac~ :smcmwmw»c om
Gieben, West Germany, writes in the Hinter issue of
Video-Informationen (S(2):14~17, 1981) that when using a
hidden camera, ethical issues as well as legal problems
concerning protection of the rights of a person have to be
considered. Written consent should include all information
necessary for the subject or his legal representative to bhe
able to evaluate what will be done with the tapes nouw and in
the future. If it is necessary to recard subjects without
their prior knowledge, (since many records become worthless
once subjects are aware of the fact that they are being
recorded), then they must be permitted to view the tapes,
decide if they should be erased. and either agree or refuse
to sign the written consent. If a consent is refused, the
tapes have to be erased immediately. In any case, records
should not be wused in a way that could prove harmful,
insulting, or discriminating to subjects, even if they will
never wview the  record or find out what has been done with
it. References provided by Wallbott are:
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American Psychologicl Association ad hoc Commitee on Ethical
Standaras in
Principles in the Conduct pf Research with Human
Participants. Washington: American Psychological
Association, 1973, )

Canada Council. mmmnw».wh the Consultative Group on Ethics.
Ottawa: The Canada Council, 19?77.

Lavender, J., Dawvis, M., Graber, E. Filmsvideo research
recordings: Ethical issues. Kinesis, 1979, i, 9-28.

Rosenbaum, M. The issues aof privacy and privileged
communicatian. -« In M.M. Berger (Ed.) Uideotape
Jechnigues in Psychiatrit Training and Treatment. New
York: Bruners/Mazel, pp. 1968-286, 1978.

Holstenholime, G.:, O‘’Connor, M. (Eds.) Ethics in Medical
Progress. Boston: Littles Brouwn and Co., 1966.

UPCOMING ™ NG

Northwest Scientifj¢c Association Annual Conference. March
17-18, 1982 in Watla Malla College, College Places
Washington. Papers are invited in Evolutionary Biology,
Science Education, Social S5cience, 2o0o0logy, and for a
Symposium on Biotelemetry and Radio Tracking. For
information, contact: Clyde L. HKebster, Chemistry Dept..
Halta Watla College, College Place WA 99324.

International Conference on Ipnfant Studies. March 18-21,
1982 in Austin, Texas. For information, contact: Tiffany
Fieid, Mailman Center for Child Development, Dept. of
Pediatrics, University of Miami Medical School, P.0. Box
816828, Miami FL 33101.

IXth World Congress -of Social Psychiatry. July 5-9, 1982 in
Paris. Contact: PMU Se Congres Mondial de Psychiatrie
Sociale, BP 246, 922085 Neuilly-sur-Seine, France.

Internatianal Association for Cross-cultural Psychologqy.
July 19-23, 1982 in Aberdeen. Contact: J.B. Deregowski,
Dept. of Psychology, King’s College., Old Aberdeen AB9 2UB,
Great Britain.

XXth Internatijonal Congress of Applied Psycholoqy. July
25-31, 1982 in Edinburgh. Contact: Centre for Industrial
Consultancy and Liaison, University of Edinburgh, 16 George

3s

Psychological Research. Ethical

Square, Edinburgh £HB SLD, Great Britain.

Seminar no::mm_,:w Across Cultures., August 3~16, 18982 in
Honolulu. Contact: The Institute of Behauioral Sciences.
258 Ward Ave., Suite 226, Honolulu, Hawaii 96814.

Xth World Conqress of Socioloqu. August 23-28, 19B2 in
Mexico City. Contact: Fritz Schutze, Unijversitat Kassel,
Fachbereich 4, Heinrich Plett-Str. 4@, D-3580 Kasse!l, MWest
Germany.

10th Annual Meeting Canadian Assn. for Physical Anthropoloqy
pour 1’Aanthrapologie Physigque au Canada. HNovember 18-21.,

1982 in Guelph, Ontario. FfFor information write to: Susan
Pfeiffer, School! of Human Biology, University of Guelph,
Guelph, Ontario, Canada, N1G ZW1l.

International Canference oh Social Psychology and Language.
July 18-22, 1983 in Bristol. Contact: Peter Robinson.
University of Bristel, School of Education, 35 Berkeley
Square, Bristo)l BSB 1JA, Great Britain.

Meeting Reminders

Interpational Human Ethology Meeting. August 8-13, 1982 at
the Calony Square Hotel, Peachtree and 14th Streets,
Atlanta, Georgia. Held conjointly with the International
Primatological Society. and the American Society of
Primatologists. All members of ISHE should have receiyved
reqistration materials by ngouw, If you have not (or for
infarmation about the meeting in general), contact: Cathy
Yarbrough, Congress Office, Yerkes Regional Primate Research
Center, Emory University, Atlanta GA 30322 (484-329-77@3).

Deadlines are:
Advance Registration: March 31, 1982
Student Dormitory Registration: June 28, 1982
Colony Square Hote)l Registration: June 38, 13982

For information about ISHE contributions to meetings.
contact: Ron Weigel., Human Etholegy Laboratory:
Neuropsychiatric Institute, UCLA, L0oS Angeles CA 9B@24.

Animal Behavior Seciety Meeting. August 1S-28, 1982 at the
University of Minnesota, Duluth. Deadline for receipt of
abstracts is April 26, 1982. For informatian contact Terry
Christensan, Dept. aof Psychology, Tulane University, New
Orleans LA 78118. (504-865-5331)
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