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PREFACE

The pernicious propaganda relating to the Nordic doctrine be-
fore, during, and since the war is the excuse for this book. From
the closing years of the last century to the outbreak of the Great
War there was in Germany a rising tide of adulation of the blond
dolichocephal as the embodiment of all that was great in creative
genius, organizing ability and power of leadership. Before that
war actually broke many a glittering wave of that same tide had
splashed resolutely and ominously on the shores of England and
America. With the actual outbreak of hostilities the doctrines that
the Anglo-Saxons were the purest of the Nordics and that the
salvation of the world depended on the maintenance of Nordic
domination were widely and loudly proclaimed. The virus of that
propaganda is as yet by no means spent, though it appears to be
weakening.

The reader of this volume will be convinced that the doctrines
of certain American scholars and publicists, which have been hailed
by a large part of the American public as more or less fresh dis-
coveries of American scholarship, are very old. Some of them
‘were promulgated several centuries ago and all of them systemati-
cally set forth two generations ago. We do not attempt an exhaus-
tive historical study of them. We have subjected a few of their
outstanding formulations to internal analysis and self-criticism.
When these authors cannot be convicted of gross inconsistency and
made to destroy themselves, they are made to destroy each other.
We do not, however, anywhere deny that the Nordic race appears
to have excellent endowments ; we would admit that in this respect
it is one of the world’s premier races. We do deny its uni-
versal superiority, as also its claim to a monopoly of certain human
excellences. We also deny that to this stock can be attributed

a special historical role except in a most vague way. Our thesis
vii
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is that all important historical groups have been heterogeneous in
racial composition; and that all areas of high culture have been
areas of extensive population movement and race mixture. In
such mixtures the Nordic element has been, according to much
evidence, a very valuable ingredient.

Having exposed the fallacies, exaggerations and inconsistencies
of the Nordicists, we proceed in Part II to a systematic examina-
tion of certain fundamental problems related to the significance
of race as a factor in the development of civilization. We con-
tend that racial differences are not those of kind; that all races
have all human qualities ; but that they have these qualities in dif-
ferent degrees of development. One race may excel in physical
energy, another in creative imagination. This conception does
away with the notion of a general or universal superiority on the
part of any one race. Moreover, in view of the wide range of
variation among the members of the same race, inferiority or
superiority cannot be attributed to an individual on account of
his race. A short member of a tall race may be distinctly shorter
than a tall member of a short race. So with intelligence, organiz-
ing ability, or artistic sense. Social barriers on account of race
have, therefore, no basis in biological fact.

A similar conclusion is reached in the study of race crossing:
there is no biological mandate against it, even in the case of widely
different races. The sociological grounds for opposition to race
mixture are doubtless important but their importance derives al-
most entirely from the fact that race prejudice is a social force and
not a theory. Offspring receive their hereditary endowments
from their immediate ancestors; if the parents are of high quality,
so also will be the offspring, regardless of race. This fact is not
altered by the crossing of races. On the other hand, every form
of inferiority and deformity flourishes among the lowest strains
of the Nordic stock, however pure. We think it can be shown
also that race crossing is a factor in the production of talented men,
and hazard the guess that most of the superior men of European
history have been of mixed racial ancestry.

In relating these findings to immigration policy we think it has
been shown that the new immigrants, though in the mass less
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desirable from the standpoint of general intellectual abilities than
the native population, nevertheless have brought into the American
population endowments of aesthetic appreciation, artistic creation,
and sanguine temperament that will contribute much to the en-
richment of American life and culture in the years to come. Since
the crossing of sound strains of different races is biologically
sound, we contend that well-endowed Italians, Hebrews, Turks,
Chinese and Negroes are better materials out of which to forge
a nation than average or below average Nordics. From this point
of view a sound immigration policy, if it could be governed by
biological considerations only, would admit, without limitations
of numbers, all those of whatever race who can prove themselves
free from hereditary taint and pass intelligence tests which show
them to be above the average of the present population in native
intellectual capacity. Here again the objections are based on
sociological considerations, of which the fact of racial antipathy
is most important. Were it not for these traditional popular
prejudices, America could do no better than to make itself a world
asylum for persons of superior quality regardless of race or color.

While we are denying the extravagant claims of the Nordicists,
we also deny the equally perverse and doctrinaire contentions of
the race egalitarians. There is no respect, apparently, in which
races are equal; but their differences must be thought of in terms
of relative frequencies, and not as absolute differences in kind.
They are like the differences between classes in the same popula-
tion. It thus appears that the eugenic contentions are fundamen-
tally sound, as against both the racialists on one extreme and the
thorough environmentalists on the other. From the standpoint
of the biology of population quality, superior rank within a race is
of more importance than race. From the standpoint of the crea-
tion and maintenance of culture, high-grade stock is more im-
portant than cultural opportunity, though the latter is doubtless
also important. The progress of a people is so greatly dependent
on the abilities of its few ablest men that the primary question
which a theory of the racial basis of civilization must answer is,
what are those conditions which produce the greatest supply of
genius? We have tried to show that this is primarily a problem
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of eugenics rather than of race. It is also a problem of race
crossing rather than of maintenance of race purity.

In the preparation of the manuscript I received assistance for
which I am grateful from my colleague, Professor Joseph Wiehr,
who assisted in the digest of certain recent German materials re-
lating to the subject. To another colleague, Professor Howard
M. Parshley, I am deeply indebted for a careful reading of the
manuscript of Part II, which has greatly benefited by his numerous
suggestions and criticisms. I wish also to thank Professor Robert
C. Chaddock of Columbia University for permission to reproduce
the graphs found on p. 265. Words are inadequate to express my
gratitude to my wife and to Miss Mildred Hartsough for reading
the proofs, and to the latter for compiling the Index.

Smith College F. H. HANKINS
March, 1926.
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PART I

A CRITICAL HISTORY OF THEORIES OF
BLOND RACE SUPREMACY






CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

THE interpretation of the processes of history is at once the most
fascinating and the most difficult undertaking with which the
mind of man occupies itself. Many interpretations there are—
naturalistic and transcendental, geographical, biological and psycho-
logical. All interpretations to date may be put down as simplistic
in greater or less degree. Morecover, all may be adjudged more
or less tainted with some form of subtle and insidious subjectivism
which, like an omnipresent devil, too often corrupts the most serious
scientific efforts in this field into mere rationalizations of personal
wishes and aspirations. No form of historical interpretation has
enjoyed a wider popularity than that elaborated in its modern
form by the celebrated author of the Essai sur U'inégalité des races.
As an illustration of the pitfalls of a mischievous egocentrism he
is rather typical than exceptional. He was fully aware of the
treacherous nature of personal predilections and, in consequence,
studiously avoided polemics. When he came to deal with the
later phases of Germano-Roman society and thus approached early
phases of French history he seems to have set himself on guard
against emotional biases. In this very interesting passage he re-
marks: ‘“We are so intimately concerned in the sufferings and the
joys, in the successes and the humiliations, of this paternal past,
that we find it difficult in studying it to preserve that cold impas-
sibility without which one cannot make a just survey. In discover-
ing in the Carlovingian capitularies, in the charters of the feudal
age, in the orders of the administrative epoch, the first traces of all
those principles which today excite our admiration or arouse our
hatred, we often find it difficult to prevent an outburst of emotion.

1 Count Arthur de Gobineau, Essai, 4th ed., n. d., which is same as 2d,
1884, Avant-propos, p. xvi.
3
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It is not, nevertheless, with contemporary passions, it is not with
sympathies or repugnances of the hour, that one should undertake
such a study. It is necessary to know how to subordinate these
eruptions of emotion to the more noble and more serious research
after the pure reality. In imposing silence on one’s predilections,
he is only just, and consequently more human.” 2 And yet one
can now discover in Gobineau’s Essai a monumental preachment
against democracy, a perfervid defense of aristocracy and feudal-
ism, an expansion of the vanity of a proud-spirited poet into a
“scientific” interpretation of all civilizations as the creation of a
fictitious race of which he imagined himself, though obviously
erroneously, to be a member.

It thus appears that the demands of the ego to be flattered are
more easily understood than guarded against. Such demands are
especially insistent when one deals with questions of race or na-
tion. In a very deep sense both are an expansion of the self. I
am my race in essence: my race represents my own potentialities
in glorious efflorescence. Likewise my nation. And my race
and my nation are almost certain to be one and the same. In
most human natures the reciprocal interaction of personal and
racial or national pride is perfect and complete. One of the
primary psychic needs of the individual is a feeling of harmony,
if not identity, of himself with his social group. This need is the
basis of that group solidarity, of that group loyalty, without which
man could not have achieved the mastery of the globe. For count-
less centuries, man, the intelligent wolf-ape,® hunting in packs,
had his inborn nature shaped by a relentless struggle for existence
which insisted that “the strength of the wolf is the pack.” The
human’s attachment to his group is, therefore, often as strong as
his attachment to life; even the individual will to live seems to
ebb away with the shattering of group cohesions.* On the other

2 (Ibid., vol. 2, p. 471) : see also letters quoted by Maurice Lange, Le
Comte Arthur de Gobineau. Etude biographique et critique. Paris, 1924,
pp. 120-123.

3 See Carveth Read, The Origin of Man, 2d ed. 1925, Chaps. I-III.

¢ See for illustrations, W. H. R. Rivers. “The Psychological Factor”
in Essays on the Depopulation of Melanesia, Cambridge, 1922.
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hand, nothing inspires such courage or causes such an afflatus of
soul as the consciousness of solidarity with a strong and all-
sufficient group. The emotional responses of the individual to
his group attachments are, therefore, deeply rooted in a nature that
must satisfy its gregarious needs in order to live. Little wonder
then that patriotism and race pride become a sort of “pooled self-
esteem,” ® and the artful betrayers of scientific objectivity in his-
torical interpretation.

Moreover, by some mystical but facile alchemy, this combined
self-esteem transforms itself into a consciousness of pooled
superiority. Few, if any, historically important political groups
have not considered themselves in some potent manner endowed
with qualities superior to their neighbors. The myth of a “chosen
people” had flourished without doubt long before the earliest
records of the ancient Hebrews and will in all probability survive
somewhere among some dominant people long after all present
believers in “Anglo-Saxon superiority” or the “white man's des-
tiny” have become mixed for ever with the elements. Many of
the facts cited by T. Lothrop Stoddard in The Rising Tide of Color
Against 1V hite World-Supremacy, the seething discontent in India,
the growth of race consciousness among African blacks, the self-
confidence of Japanese, are sufficient evidence that many hitherto
despised, as inferior, races are less ready than formerly to accept
the European’s estimate of their qualities. If it be true, as Pro-
fessor W. M. Flinders Petrie argues in his Revolutions of Civiliza-
tion, that civilizations endure on an average about 1800 years, then
it is not impossible that present relationships of the races may
be reversed in some coming “revolution,” as they have been in the
past, when the barbarian trampled upon the proud neck of his for-
mer calumniator.

It is only a step from the consciousness of racial superiority
to the postulate that qualities of race account for national achieve-
ments. The historical process thus simplifies into an expression
of racial genius. This seems a self-evident interpretation; it
flatters national vanity and hence personal pride and thus has been

5 See A. Clutton-Brock, “The Atlantic Monthly,” vol. 128, 1921, pp. 721~
31.
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about as universal as the effort to understand man’s political and
social life.

Professor Dunning has traced certain metamorphoses of this
manner of viewing history.®

All through the history of political theory we have seen distinctions
of race presented as the causes and sufficient explanations of dis-
tinctions in institutions and power. The Greeks, the Romans, the
Teutons all left copious records of their conviction that their re-
spective achievements were due to the qualities inherent in a pecu-
liarly gifted blood. After the passing of Rome the partition of
the civilized world between Christian and Mohammedan found a
similar explanation in the genealogies of the patriarchs that figured
in the sacred writings of both creeds. When the medieval mon-
archies began to appear on the soil of the Carolingian empire their
virtues were laboriously imputed by myth and legend to the heroic
stock from which rulers or people or both had sprung. (Cross ref-
erence to “Political Theories Ancient and Mediaval,” p. 225, to the
legend that the Gauls who founded France were direct descendants
of the ancient Trojans.) Irom feudal time this racial explanation
of political phenomena was transmitted to the modern era. A nation
was thought of as a population of substantially a common blood.

In recent times doctrines of racial superiority have played an
almost unsurpassed role in the larger politics of states. They
have justified cruelty and inhumanity; they have constituted a
basic assumption in the expansion of Europe and the growth of
modern imperialism; they have stirred race hatred, aroused the
sentiment of patriotism and fanned the flames of war. The as-
tounding megalomania of the Germans of recent tragic memory has
found its counterpart in certain elements of the national egotism
of all other world powers. For Western Europe the most in-
teresting and historically the most influential doctrine of racial
superiority is Aryanism and its various derivatives. Merely as
an example of the origin, dissemination, aggrandisement and
crafty utilization of a great popular tradition a sketch of the history
of the doctrine of Aryan superiority should prove interesting.

¢ Wm. H. Dunning, A4 History of Political Theory from Rousseau to
Spencer, New York, 1920, pp. 311-2.
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This doctrine is the common trunk from which have branched
Celtism in France, Teutonism in Germany and Anglo-Saxonism
in England and America.? The recent war was made easier by
the popular emotions attached to these doctrines by the leading
nations of the Western World. In all these countries they have
been assiduously cultivated, in part by sincere scholars, but in part
also by pseudo-scientists who were patriots and partisans always
and seldom or never seekers after truth. Christian ministers
have shown themselves unduly susceptible to the blandishments of
such doctrines, probably because of the affinity of patriotism and
religion. It goes without saying that politicians of every rank
have utilized doctrines of racial superiority to flatter the public
and thus advance their own popularity. We, in America, are far
from immune and recently have been bombarded with an unusual
volume of semi-scientific but basically imaginative literature cal-
culated to keep alive in certain elements of the population a con-
sciousness of racial, and in consequence, of individual superiority.

For the doctrines of Anglo-Saxon superiority and Anglo-Saxon
destiny are dear to the thought of a large part of the English-
speaking world. At the same time, it is reconcilable with an in-
tense hatred of the Teutons and Germans from whose midst the
Angles and the Saxons derived. There has also been much lauda-
tion of the genius of the so-called “Gallic” race and its identifica-
tion with the special characteristics of the French nation, wholly
regardless of the equally serviceable tradition whereby the oft-
despised Irish have looked upon themselves and been looked upon
by others as pure Celts, and regardless also of the fact that Eng-
land, France and Germany are composed of nearly the same
racial elements. There are doubtless differences in the proportions
in which the different ingredients have entered into the mixture
in each case, as there is doubtless more of the Mediterranean ele-
ment in France than in Germany and more of the Alpine than in
England. But in all cases popular thought conceives each na-
tionality as composed of a relatively homogeneous “race” with spe-
cial marks of both physical and mental traits that enable one to
describe them with accuracy.

In this country we have a very similar conception in our “Aver-

bl
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age American.” Without doubt he is tall and stalwart, preferably
with blue eyes, blond hair, fair skin and oval head, highly intel-
ligent, inventive, possessed of a broad sense of humor, religious
and gifted with a fine moral sense, and endowed with the “Anglo-
Saxon” love of liberty and respect for law. In fact, he summarizes
the virtues attributed to the Anglo-Saxons from the days of
Tacitus; only, in the free atmosphere of America these virtues
have truly flowered, so that Homo Americanus represents almost
a new and special variety of the general stock of mankind. And
because of his special virtues, especially his magnanimity and
deeply inbred sense of justice, he is entitled to a special voice in the
management of the affairs of all his weaker and less well-endowed
political neighbors. But this pure-bred stock, which by its peculiar
genius has created the world’s greatest civilization, now begins to
suffer from race mixture. Millions of aliens of inferior human
breeds begin to infuse their corrupting and degenerating germ-
plasms into the pure Anglo-Saxon race heritage of our country and
this threatens our whole unique civilization with imminent dis-
aster.

Such a view may at once be recognized by the average person
as at best only a half-truthful one, and yet it may play an impor-
tant part in the national psychology. So deep are the springs of
gregariousness and group loyalty, and so generally vague and sym-
bolic the methods of reasoning or appeal by which the group as
a2 whole is moved to action, that broad generalizations have more
vitality than carefully discriminating logic. In such a generaliza-
tion there should be some element of fact and some element of his-
torical tradition, illumined with several elements of imagination
and idealization which appeal strongly to the instinctive desire we
all feel to be identified with the best, the superior. The exact
and complete truth is fatal to its driving power. Yet of such a
nature is the conception of nationality as it is now held in the
different countries of the western world.

The Great War was fought in part under a strong democratic
zeal for the rights of small nationalities. The zeal for Pole,
Czech, Serb, Bohemian and other so-called races burned vigorously
for a time, in keeping with the new-born hatred of the “Hun” and,
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after the Revolution of 1917, of the Slav also. If we had taken
the proponents on their own evidence, as shown by the clamors at
the Peace Conference and the score of little war set up in the
wake of the big one, Europe must have been the habitat of not less
than two or three score of different races, each the basis of an am-
bitious nationality. Israel Zangwill found in Russia not less than
half a dozen distinct nationalistic groups.” And yet nothing is
clearer than that races and nationalities are to a large extent psychic
constructs and hence likely to be geographically confused. Zang-
will adds: “The fiercest fighting zone of nationality is Macedonia,
and here the races so shade into one another that it was possible
for the Bulgarian professors to find only seven hundred Serbians,
where the Serbian statisticians found over two million and the
Greek enumerators no Serbians at all.” This same confusion of
race and nationality is shown by Leon Dominian,® one of the most
thorough students of races and nationalities in Europe, who de-
clares that “Northern France is perhaps more Teutonic than south-
ern Germany, while eastern Germany is, in many places, more
Slavic than Russia.” So-called Nordic types are relatively in-
frequent in Germany outside of Ilanover, and certainly are more
numerous in north and north-central France than in Bavaria.
Even Madison Grant, the chief present-day exponent of a special
type of race mysticism, accepts the verdict of modern anthropology
that there is no such thing as a “Latin,” a “Celtic,” a “German”
or a “Slavic” race; nor does he find any ground for the long cher-
ished tradition of a ‘“Caucasian,” an “Indo-European,” or an
“Aryan” racc.’® Some of these terms apply to nationalities or
mere artificial groupings of a population, while others apply to
linguistic or cultural groups of wider extent.

Recent writers have thus made it sufficiently evident that race,

TThe Principle of Nationalitics, New York, 1917.

8 “The Frontiers of Language and Nationality in Europe,” New York,
1017.

9 W. L. Ripley, Races of Europe, pp. 217-8; F. G. Parsons, “Observa-
tions on German Prisoners of War,” Jour. Roy. Anth. Inst., vol. 49, 1919,
PD. 20-35.

10 “Passing of the Great Race,” Chap. V, pp. 52-62,
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nationality and nation are not identifiable. All these concepts are
extraordinarily elusive and are customarily used in a loose, ill-
defined manner. Race is a zoological term and its confines, though
often arbitrary, are, nevertheless, always set by distinctive physical
traits; but experience long ago demonstrated that, so far as the
European races are concerned, the effort to combine several traits,
such as stature, hair- and eye-color, and head-shape, results in the
construction of a racial type which has about it much the same
sort of illusiveness and ideality which attaches to Quetelet’s con-
ception of the “average man.” Nationality and nation on the
other hand are political or social concepts and may conceivably
exist in spite of the utmost differences in component racial ele-
ments. In fact, they do exist both in America and in Europe on
the most heterogeneous racial basis. But an outstanding fact his-
torically is, that wherever the conception of nationality arises, the
conception of racial unity and solidarity arises with it and becomes
a fundamental factor in the driving force of the national egotism.
One of the soundest generalizations in the field of the historical
sociology of Europe is that made by Gumplowicz, that nationality
is the precursor of race. FHe doubtless went too far in declaring
that the origins of race were not to be sought in the arena of
biological process, and yet was sound in holding that race becomes
only an historical concept. He said: ‘“Race is a unity created
in the course of history by social development and is precisely a
unity which finds its points of departure in intellectual factors
(language, religion, morals, law, culture, etc.) and thereafter at-
tains the more powerful physical factor, the unity of blood, which
binds all together in a true bond.” ** This is undoubtedly a correct
explanation of the process whereby Englishmen come to think
of themselves as belonging to “the English race,” and Frenchmen
as belonging to “the French race.” The territories of the historical
nations may at one time have been the home of nearly pure races.
In consequence of migration and conquest their populations became
very heterogeneous ; the original races gradually dissolved never to
be again reconstituted. But in each of them with the development

11 Quoted by T. Simar, Etude critique sur la formation de la doctrine
des races, from Der Rassenkampf, p. 195.
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of common customs and traditions, and especially in consequence
of racial amalgamation, all elements of the population acquire, first,
consciousness of a common group destiny and, thereafter, con-
sciousness of common blood. Of such a generalization the Jewish
people, though lacking the common territory which constitutes the
normal attribute of a nation, are a striking illustration. They have
all the other marks of nationality and also a highly developed race
consciousness, a sense of racial superiority and even of racial pu-
rity. And yet even a small group of them will reveal nearly the
entire range of variation of the whole human species as regards
head-form, hair- and eye-color, hair-form, complexion, shape of
nose and lips, and even stature.

Race thus both precedes and follows nationality ; and yet there
is never an instance where race and nationality are more than
roughly identifiable. On the other hand, even though it be clear
that nations are composed of varied racial ingredients, it is far
from logical to conclude that, therefore, there is no significance to
be attached to the racial basis of national life. This conclusion is
regularly drawn by a good many students of these matters who
think it an adequate refutation of the claims of the racialists to
point out that all the historical nations have been of impure blood.
Even as regards the nations of western Europe, which are ad-
mittedly composed of very similar original elements, we still have
to take account of differences in the proportions of the original
elements, and the extent to which a particular element has held
power and prestige and thus has exercised a special influence over
the development of the national life. It may be utterly impossible
to answer such questions with a fair degree of scientific finality,
and yet they may be so fundamental that in the absence of an
answer one may be driven to skepticism as regards the claims not
merely of the racialists but of the sociological determinists of every
other brand. In any case such skepticism is much needed in all
sociological reasoning as a corrective for the tendency to make
bold and glittering generalizations based on a portion of the facts.

Of course, it is possible to take refuge in the vague and misty
doctrines of those who profess to find no differences in the heredi-
tary capacities of the races. This is the easiest solution of all the
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difficulties for one can then become entirely indifferent to the
racial basis of history and look for determining. factors in geo-
graphical or cultural environment. But it is, to say the least, highly
unscientific to do so, for no possible factor will be neglected in a
truly scientific conclusion. Moreover, racial differences are ob-
vious on the physical plane, and this lends a presumption to the
claim for differences on the mental plane also. But there is a great
difficulty in making these differences specific and of the sort that is
significant in the historical processes. The interaction of racial
qualities with national custom and tradition produces a joint
product of cultural evolution in which it becomes next to impossible
to distinguish that which may be due to specific racial traits from
that which is due to the milieu operating on human qualities dif-
fused generally among all mankind. It may well be true that all
human traits are common to all groups of men and yet the course
of historical evolution may have been greatly affected by the dif-
ferences in the proportions in which certain qualities appear in the
hereditary endowment of certain groups in contrast to others. It
will hereafter be pointed out that there are good grounds for con-
cluding that general intelligence of an unusually high order appears
with less frequency among some races than among others and that
this is an important factor in the historical role of each race for it
determines its fecundity in men of genius of different kinds. In
fact, one race may be superior in one desirable quality and an-
other race in a different quality. Consequently, it is not at all
impossible that the race purists have entirely missed the true
significance of the racial factor in history in holding that amalga-
mation of different stocks is the source of national decline. It
seems quite possible to make out an equally convincing case for
the theory that race mixture is an essential factor in the fertility
of a group in those varied types of super-talent which are the real
creators of the higher products of civilization.

With these preliminary considerations in mind we shall attempt
a brief historical survey of some of the more important theories re-
garding the role of race in history with a view to making clear
the scientific problems involved therein and the manner in which
they have been viewed in the past. If we later take up a ¢ritical
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and systematic treatment of some of these problems it is not with
the assumption that they can as yet be solved but that their solu-
tion is dependent on a correct understanding of the exact issues
involved and the manner in which the solution is approached.



CHAPTER I1
ARYANISM

PriLosorHY and metaphysics are essentially exercises of the poeti-
cal imagination. A philosophical system has about it much that is
purely personal reflecting “the secret places of the heart” of the
author ; there is about it also much of abstraction, of idealization
and even of reverie. The builders of cosmologies and systems of
philosophy have been the world’s greatest poets, for the sweep
of their imagination has extended to the limits of time and space
and the art of their construction has been imbued with both logic
and proportion and colored by a consciousness of the visible and the
invisible. Moreover, many of the great philosophical minds have
turned their powers to the interpretation of man’s origin and
destiny and the resultant philosophies of history have reflected the
best and the worst qualities of constructive imagination and poeti-
cal idealization. To the modern mind the historical interpretations
of Bishop Bossuet, of Vico, of Rousseau, of Hegel read like the
legends and fairy-tales of an ancient age. Their beauty and power
are, however, no less evident than their unreality.

This becomes more and more evident with the passage of time
and hence new poet-philosophers essay the Herculean task of writ-
ing a new version of the historical process. Each age produces
its own vision and its own St. John to write its appropriate
Apocalypse. It is easy from the vantage point of a new orienta-
tion to criticize these visions of a past generation, corrupted as
they usually are by the dross of human passions and nationalistic
egoism. Yet every serious effort to find the secret springs of eter-
nal progress—if there be such—is worthy its due meed of respect.
For it does not appear that modern social science has as yet made it
at all clear how society comes to be what it is and how it comes

14
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to be and to do what it does not want to be and to do; and we still
seem to be a very, very long way from that millennium of much
recent sociological writing in which, as dreamed by the late Lester
F. Ward, the age of social telesis shall be at hand. There is almost
no general agreement as to any of the fundamentals; we still fall
apart into schools of historical interpretation; or, if we try to be
strictly scientific and to resist the insidious seductions of the will
to believe, we acquire an attitude of open skepticism or at least
of gentle cynicism regarding all theories and proposals. Be it so.
We may, nevertheless, not find it fruitless to examine one of the
great visions of the past century, facsimiles of which are still
reproduced in literature and popular thought. It is no exaggera-
tion to say that the doctrine of Aryan ascendancy of which Count
Arthur de Gobineau has been proven by time to have been the
major prophet was one of the most influential ideas of the half
century preceding the Great War.

Before entering upon a detailed examination of Gobineau’s views
it seems worth while to note briefly a few phases of the history
of the Aryan myth. This famous doctrine had its origin in the
discovery by various philologists of certain similarities between
the Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, German, English and Celtic languages.
One of the first to call attention to this similarity was Sir William
Jones as early as 1788. About twenty years later Friedrich
Schlegel announced the erroneous opinion that Sanskrit was the
mother of the other languages. He made the first extensive and
scholarly study of the wisdom and language of the Hindoos; and
introduced into German philosophy of history the doctrine that the
Teutonic racial elements had saved civilization by revivifying and
regenerating a decaying Romanized Christianity. As early as
1813 the term “Indo-European” was used by Dr. Thomas Young
in the Quarterly Review, though in a more comprehensive sense
than at present. In 1820 J. G. Rhode made central Asia the origi-
nal home of the Indo-Europeans. The term “Indo-German” was
employed in Germany a few years later by J. von Klaproth, and
has been constantly employed there for the broader term “Indo-
European.” In 1831 Pritchard cleared up all doubts as to the affin-
ity of the Celtic languages to the Sanskrit, Greek, Latin and Ger-
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man, while the thorough work of the Berlin University philologist,
Franz Bopp, in 1833, laid a secure basis for comparative philology.
Bopp’s justly celebrated “Comparative Grammar” * was translated
into English in three volumes in 1845-1850 and into French in five
volumes in 1866-1874, and gave general currency to the term
“Indo-German.” It was in 1845 that A. Kuhn pictured the
Aryans before their separation and diffusion as living a well-
ordered family life with their flocks and herds and the elements of
agriculture. Three years later Jacob Grimm pictured them as es-
sentially pastoral in their long trek from Asia to Europe.?

In 1840 F. A. Pott ® placed the original home of the Aryans in
the valleys of the Oxus and Jaxartes and on the slopes of the
Hindu Kush Mountains. This location appealed strongly to the
imagination and remained in both scientific and popular writings
the most commonly assigned place of origin until the end of the
century. Pott was endowed with imagination and literary skill
and drew a lively picture of the westward trek of the Indo-German
clans whose superlative gifts were to control the destinies of Euro-
pean nations. He endowed them with one of those “irresistible
impulses” which constitute the metaphysics of history and social
theory, this particular one pushing them ever westward in a path
of conquest toward the setting sun. The magic of this impulse so
infected the imagination that so sound an anthropologist as E. B.
Tylor a generation later equipped this moving tide of humanity
with a special Aryan cart for the transport of wives and infants.*

But it was largely owing to the scholarly prestige, the fertile

1 (Vergleichende Grammatik, Berlin, 1833.)

2 For many of these historical facts set forth in greater detail with full
references to the original works consult Isaac Taylor, The Origin of the
Aryans, London, 1890; Salomon Reinach. L’Origine des Aryems. His-
toire d'une Controverse, Paris, 1892; and Theophile Simar, Etude critique
sur la formation de la doctrine des races au xviti® siécle et son ex-
pansion au xix® siécle, Brussels, 1922; and Harold Peake, The Bronze
Age and the Celtic World, London, 1922.

3 Indogermanischer S prachstamm.

4 Reference by Harold Peake, “The Bronze Age and the Celtic World,”
London, 1922, to the original, “On the Origin of the Plough, and Wheel-
Carriage,” Jour. Anth. Inst., vol. 10, 1881.



ARYANISM 17
imagination and the graphic pen of Friedrich Max-Miiller, a bril-
liant and versatile German who became professor of comparative
philology at Oxford, that the Asiatic view of Aryan origins was
given a secure hold on popular tradition. In two series of lectures
delivered at the Royal Institution in 1861 and 1863 on “The Sci-
ence of Language” (especially lecture vi, 1st series) he presented
the case for the use of the term “Aryan” so as to avoid the clumsi-
ness of the compound terms “Indo-German” and “Indo-European”
in general use, the Sanskrit-speaking people who invaded India
having called themselves Aryas. Reiterating the argument that
the ancestors of the widely scattered peoples speaking the various
branches of the Aryan tongue must have been identical he greatly
strengthened the doctrine that there was not only an original Aryan
language but also an Aryan race, or indeed an Aryan family.
From the affinity of the Aryan tongues, he argued, “It follows that
before the ancestors of the Indians and Persians started for the
south, and the leaders of the Greek, Roman, Celtic, Teutonic and
Slavonic colonies marched toward the shores of Europe, there was
a small clan of Aryans settled probably on the highest elevation of
Central Asia, speaking a language not yet Sanskrit, or Greek, or
German, but containing the dialectic germs of all. There was a
time when the first ancestors of the Indians, the Persians, the
Greeks, the Romans and Slavs, the Celts and the Germans were
living together within the same enclosure, nay, under the same
roof.” ® It was indeed his assertion that the same blood flowed in
the veins of the darkest Bengalese and the British soldier that
caused serious doubts of the validity of Aryanism in the minds of
all good Anglo-Saxon imperialists.

A quarter century later as a result of the rapidly accumulating
evidence from comparative philology and ethnology that the identi-
fication of race and language was impossible since language is here
imposed by conquerors and there by conquered. Max Muiiller
vigorously rejected the assumed racial implications of his use of
the terms “Aryan” and Aryas. He said: “Aryas are those who
speak Aryan languages, whatever their color, whatever their blood.

6 See Isaac Taylor, op. cit., pp. 3 and 4.
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In calling them Aryans we predicate nothing of them except that
the grammar of their language is Aryan.” Or again: “I have
declared again and again that if I say Aryans, I mean neither blood
nor bones, nor brain nor skull; I mean simply those who speak an
Aryan language. The same applies to Hindus, Greeks, Romans,
Germans, Celts and Slaves. When I speak of them I commit
myself to no anatomical characteristics. The blue-eyed and fair-
haired Scandinavians may have been conquerors or conquered,
they may have adopted the language of their darker lords, or vice
versa. . . . To me an ethnologist who speaks of Aryan race, Aryan
blood, Aryan eyes and hair, is as great a sinner as a linguist who
speaks of a dolichocephalic dictionary or a brachycephalic gram-
mar.” ®* Nevertheless, he still clung to the hypothesis of an Asiatic
cradle-land, a view that by 1888 had ceased to have wide credence
among scholars, though it continued to appear in text-books for a
dozen years thereafter.

Meanwhile had arisen a growing school of advocates of the
European origin of the Indo-Europeans. In 1848 J. J. d’ Omalius
d’Halloy before the Belgian Academy made the first protest
against the assumed Asiatic origin and contended that the con-
querors of Persia and India came originally from Europe. He
had made similar suggestions in brief notes to the Academy, 1839~
1844, and must be given credit for first calling attention to the
anthropological, as against the philological, aspects of the matter.
Bulwer Lytton in 1842 opposed the Asiatic theory, and this view
was given full elaboration by the Englishman, R. T. Latham, in
1851 and 1854 and especially in his “Elements of Comparative
Philology,” 1862. He based his argument for the European origin
on the similarities of Sanskrit and Letto-Slav. The Frenchman,
Adolphe Pictet, in one of the most notable contributions, 1859-63,
placed the homeland in Bactria which he pictured as a primitive
paradise, his idyllic phrases setting the pattern for many imitators
for a generation, notably for the German Hehn, 1870. A.
Schleicher in 1853 and 1861 outlined the genealogical tree of the

¢ Quoted in Encyclopedia Britannica, 11th ed., article “Aryan” by Peter
Giles from “Biographies of Words and the Home of the Aryas,” London,
1888.
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Aryan tongues on the principle that those most remote from the
center of origin must have separated first. Sanskrit being taken
as the nearest to the mother-tongue, the most remote were found to
be German, Lithuanian and Slav, while the Celtic, Latin and
Greek tongues were of later differentiation. After a vast amount
of dispute it began to be generally admitted about 18go that there
was no criterion for determining the remoteness of different
tongues from the hypothetical original one and hence no basis for
a genealogical arrangement. d’Halloy extended the case for the
European origin in 1864 before the Société d’Anthropologic de
Paris by contending that there was no proof of the Asiatic origin
of Europeans, that inflected languages were more widely dissemi-
nated in Europe than in Asia, and that the peoples speaking Celtic
tongues, the Low Bretons, the Irish, the Gauls, and the Highland
Scots were descended from autochthonous Europeans. Benfey in
1868 argued in a similar vein and placed the cradle-land north of
the Black Sea between the mouth of the Danube and the Caspian
Sea.

Two years later Louis Geiger with commendable national pride
placed the area of origin south of the Baltic in central and western
Germany. About the same time Friedrich Spiegel agreed with
Benfey that southeastern Europe was the original center and that
dispersion had taken place both eastward and westward from there.
In 1871 J. G. Cuno, another German, argued that the development
of the Aryan mother-tongue to a high state of grammatical finish
would require some thousands of years and a large area in which
various groups of the original Aryans could wander about in more
or less contact with each other and yet be relatively isolated from
the rest of mankind. He found such a zone in the vast plain
stretching from the North Sea through northern France and south-
ern Germany across Russia to the Ural Mountains. He held that
the Germans, Celts, Slavs, and Lithuanians were all autochtho-
nous.

Mme. Clemence Royer in 1872 summarized the arguments for
the European origin and added that the blond is definitely Euro-
pean, that European children are decidedly blond in infancy, even
though they may become more or less brunet with age. From this



20 THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION

it was argued that the basic racial elements in Europe were blond.
In 1872 and 1873 Friedrich Miiller expressed the view that the -
original homeland was Armenia but that very early the Aryans
had moved into southeastern Europe. Although the central
Asiatic hypothesis was almost universally accepted as late as 1870
and was strongly reasserted by Virchow in 1894 it rapidly lost
favor after 1880.

By 1879 under the leadership of French scholars the anthro-
pological aspects were beginning to come into prominence. Henry
Martin pointed out the division among Aryans between blond and
brunet. Topinard proposed to place the origin of the “blond races”
somewhere in Europe and anterior to the introduction of Aryan
tongues. At the same time another Frenchman, C. A. Piétre-
ment, finding German views at least unconvincing, suggested
southwestern Siberia as the Aryan cradle.

In 1878 Theodore Poesche argued that, while there are many
Aryan languages, there is only one race that can truly claim to be
Aryan in blood as well as speech, namely, the tall, fair-skinned,
blue-eyed, bearded and long-headed Teutons; he asserted that the
center of origin was in the Rokitno swamps of west Russia where
albinism was even then frequently found. Moreover, he con-
tended that the Lithuanian tongue was closer to the Indo-European
mother-tongue than Sanskrit itself. Carl Penka, in 1883 and
1886, strengthened and added to Poesche’s general position. He
showed that Aryan-speaking peoples are of several anthropologi-
cal types, whereas the original Aryans must all have been of one
type. He placed the origin in Scandinavia on the ground that the
purest tall blonds with long heads are found more frequently there
than anywhere else. Virchow on the other hand repeatedly op-
posed the idea of a uniform race type for the original Aryans,
while he and Broca agreed that the round-headed or brachycephalic
skull was superior to the long-head. The Asiatic origin was in
the 80’s defended by Ujfalvy, who made a special trip to Asia to
study the tribes to the north and south of the Hindu Kush, by van
den Gheyn and by Max Miiller. Penke’s doctrines were popu-
larized in England in G. H. Rendall’'s The Cradle of the Aryans,
1889 ; but oddly enough they did not win the assent of the Scan-
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dinavian anthropologists, Montelius and Sophus Miiller. Salomon
Reinach in France characterized them as pure romance in 1887
but two years later they were espoused by Vacher de Lapouge, to
whom we shall return. Meanwhile, Otto Schrader in his rightly
famous work, Sprachvergleichung und Urgeschichte, of 1883, and
especially in the second edition, 1890, finding much of Cuno’s area
broken by forests and swamps, argued strongly for the vast steppes
stretching from South Russia to the Hindu Kush as the original
cradle-land. He made a detailed refutation of the contentions of
Pictet, whose work Les origines indo-Européenes ou les Aryas
primitive (2 vols. Paris, 1850-603) had been for a quarter century
the chief source of linguistic arguments for the Asiatic homeland
and for an idealized view of the Aryans as in their pristine glory
already a race of heroes. Isaac Taylor in his well-known work,
“The Origin of the Aryans” (18g0), followed Schrader as to the
original cradle-land but added anthropological considerations in
favor of the round-head theory. He made the Celts, a tall race
with round heads, the only Aryans, considered them a branch of
the ancient Finns, and pictured them as Aryanizing the short long-
headed Iberians, the tall long-headed Scandinavians and the short
round-headed Ligurians. Sir William Ridgway 7 elaborated Tay-
lor’s thesis and extended it to include the Achazans. Since then
brachycephalic blonds have been noted in various parts of Asia;
they are said to have been an element in north-west European
populations in Neolithic times ; the Dorians are said to have been of
this type; and the Round Barrow people of early England are be-
lieved to have included a large contingent of brachy-blonds.® On
the other hand, Huxley,® combining the views of Cuno and Mme.
Royer, argued that the first Aryans were a tall, blond and doli-
chocephalic race, living in central Europe between the North Seas
and the Ural Mountains. The American anthropologist, Daniel
G. Brinton,' had the doubtful honor of presenting the first con-

TThe Early Age of Greece, Cambridge, 1901.

8V. Gordon Childe, The Aryans. A Story of Indo-European Origins
New York, 1926, p. 161.

9 “Nineteenth Century,” vol. 28, 1890, pp. 750-77.

10 Races and Peoples, New York, 1890, pp. 180 et seq.
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sistent argument in favor of north Africa as the original center of
characterization and diffusion of the Aryans; a view of which was
accepted by the distinguished English ethnologist, A. H. Keane.**

Such are some of the characteristic guesses as to the original
homeland and physical type of these mythical peoples during the
last half of the nineteenth century. Among more recent contribu-
tors may be mentioned M. S. Zaborowski, who in his Les Peuples
Aryens (1908) presented the entire case for the theory of the cen-
tral and eastern European cradle-land. A little later Professor
K. F. Johanson, writing in the Nordisk Tidskreft, Stockholm,
utilizing anthropological, archazological and philological evidence,
especially the latter, found all lines of migration of the Aryans to
focus in the Baltic region; he guesses that the Aryans reached In-
dia in the fourth millennium B. c., that the Celts moved westward
from their ancestral Thuringia, and Bohemia at the end of the
second millennium B. c., and that the Germans began their migra-
tions from Sweden and Jutland about 500 B.cC.}*> More recently
Professor Harold H. Bender,*? utilizing once more the old thread-
bare linguistic arguments based on the names of trees and ani-
mals, a method generally discarded by 1890, has found in favor of
the area north of the Black Sea suggested by Benfey in 1869. It
would have been well for Prof. Bender to have recalled the mature
reflection of Max Miiller * that “the evidence is so pliant that it
is possible to make out a more or less plausible case” for the loca-
tion of the home in any part of the world. To which Ripley adds:
“It is only the lesser lights who still deal with roots as if they were
mathematical symbols.” (P. 485.)

On the other hand Professor Peter Giles *® thinks the original
seed-bed of the Aryans was the plains of Hungary, where, pro-
tected by the Carpathian mountains, they found the circumscribed
area which Cuno had a half-century earlier suggested as necessary

11 Ethnology, London, 1896, pp. 205 and 376.

12 See “The Amer. Rev. of Revs.,” vol. 44, July, 1011, p. 108.

13 The Home of the Indo-Europeans, Princeton, 1922.

14 Biographies of Words and the Home of the Aryas, London, 1888, pp.
100 et. seq.

16 Cambridge History of India, London, 1922, Chap. III, “The Aryans.”
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for the development of their peculiar characteristics. In the ar-
ticle “Indo-European Languages ” 1® Professor Giles had suggested
the term “Wiros,” that is, “Men,” to designate the original Aryan-
speaking race, and Professor Peake, who adopts this term, identi-
fies them with nomads of the Russian steppes in Neolithic times
and thinks of them as “Nordic or proto-Nordic in type.” 17 Peake,
however, is willing to place the original homeland in the Hungarian
plain at a still earlier date, “the latter part of the upper Paleo-
lithic age.” *®* Moreover, he expressly states his agreement with
the view advanced by Penka, that “there must have been an origi-
nal Aryan race,” *° that is, a group of one physical type who must
be viewed as the originators of a basic Aryan tongue. This is a
view which is sound enough in logic; but in historical practice it
has thus far led to many a search for a fabled ignis fatuus. But
like other features of Aryan mythology the original homestead,
as well as the physical traits of the original simon-pure stock, is
still an unsolved riddle. As early as 1876 R. Hartmann 2° declared
that he considered the Aryans an invention of the professor’s
study ; ten years later G. de Mortillet before the Anthropological
Society expressed the view, already held by various anthropologists,
that, since nothing was known of the Aryans, their alleged exist-
ence should be ignored; and three years later Virchow uttered a
strong warning against accepting the illusions of the Aryanists,
saying among other things: “The typical Aryan postulated by
the theory has not yet been discovered.”

The contentions of the various brands of Aryanists, Asiatic and
European, Germanic and Celtic, blond and brunet, thus filled thou-
sands of reams of earnest argumentation and vain imaginings dur-
ing full half a century. And it is too early yet to say that they are
at an end. Aryanism metamorphoses, but it never dies. Just
now it is undergoing a vigorous revival in its original forms in
Germany and England and under a new name in America. Aryan-

16 Ency. Brit.,, 11th ed.
17.0p. cit., p. 140.

18 Ibid., p. 141.

19 Jbid., pp. 134-7.

20 Die Nigritier, Berlin.



24 THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION

ism, Teutonism, Celtism, Anglo-Saxonism and Nordicism are
variations on the same theme, namely, that there has been one
branch of the human family so distinctly superior to all others that
it alone has been the creator and sustainer of civilizations. The
utter insolubility of the question of the actual physical traits of
the peoples who played important parts in the historical drama
three thousands of years and more ago gives a loose rein to an
active imagination. This, combined with the insidious nature of
race pride and the joy of even the profound scholar in clear and
simple solutions of the riddle of the human past, constitutes almost
a guarantee that every new discovery of archeologist, philologist,
and culture-historian will be utilized for a revival of some aspect
of the old Aryan controversy.

One may dip into the vast literature of Aryanism almost at ran-
dom and find excellent illustrations of the method of reasoning
and of the difficulties involved in the effort to establish one or an-
other conclusion. Mr. Joseph P. Widney ?' convinces himself
that the “original homeland” of the “Proto-Aryans” was the cen-
tral plateau of Asia, perferably the Hindu Kush region. This
conclusion rests in part on the assumption of an original “Proto-
Aryan speech, common mother tongue of all Aryan tongues,” and
partly on the a priori principle that, “Race traditions are the way-
marks, the grooved furrows in the ages back of written history,
which often give clue to race migrations.” Here we have the as-
sumption of an original Proto-Aryan race, for whom an original
unified language is assumed ; we also have an a prior: principle laid
down preparatory to the drawing of an appropriate conclusion.
One should note, however, the inclusion of the word “often.”
This word does not prevent the drawing of the desired conclusion,
but it has the great merit of enabling the author to pass over the
numerous exceptions to his principle. This is seen in the para-
graphs which follow its enunciation.

Thus, “Not all the Aryan peoples have such traditions of their
past. The Slav seems to have none. Yet when we consider how
mixed is the blood which we now call Slavic—Aryan probably,

21 Race Life of the Aryan Peoples, vol. 1, The Old World, vol. 2, The
New World, New York, 1907.
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Ugro-Finnic and Tartar assuredly, Gothic and Germanic histori-
cally—and then overrun by successive waves of conquest and op-
pressed for centuries, we could scarcely expect the preservation
among them of the folk-tales of the earlier race migrations. The
Celt, like the Slav, has apparently no traditions of his race migra-
tions in the past ; but here also we find a mixed blood, for there are
several well-marked and distinct race bloods all classed as Celtic;
and the Celt, more unfortunate even than the Slav, has not even
retained his race identity. . . . The Teuton also has no well-
marked tradition, unless we take the epic of the Niebelungen as a
vague hinting. . . . The Latin likewise, as separate from the
Greek, has no known folk tradition of other land than that of the
Tiber. . . . In the Greek tradition of the Dorian incoming we find
a clear-cut narrative of the migration of an important division of
their race blood from the north. . . . When we come to the Indo-
Iranic branches of the Aryan peoples, however, the trail becomes
warmer and the footprints clearer. It is down out of the north by
the mountain passes of the Hindu Kush that the older Brahmin of
the Hymns to the Maruts descends to the Indian plain of the Five
Rivers. Etc.” ?*

The object in citing this passage is not to take exception to its
statements, but to bring out the vagueness of the evidence, the
contradictoriness or negativeness of the facts, the assumption of
essential principles of interpretation, and the blithe manner in
which an argument, apparently characterized by scientific candor,
is led by a tortuous path through an unknown country to its en-
visaged goal. It is little wonder that out of similar bits of material
another surveyor would construct a different path and a different
goal. While for any of them to admit that the verifiable bits of
evidence constitute a maze with no entrance and no exit would be
to destroy at once the thrill of exploration and the Aryan epic.

That this inconclusiveness as to homeland and physical type will
not be resolved in the near future one may put down as quite
certain. The very latest summary of the whole problem by V.
Gordon Childe does not appear to the seasoned reader any nearer

22 0p. cit., pp. 20-1.
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a convincing solution than those of his predecessors of two gener-
ations ago. As to the original homeland Childe argues for South
Russia. His location, therefore, is—if one neglect a few hundred
miles as unimportant in so difficult a problem—much the same as
Peake’s or Bender’s. In the course of his argument, however, he
devotes an entire chapter to the refutation of the case for the North
European cradle as presented in recent publications by Professor
G. Kossinna.?® Of the latter’s argument Professor Childe says:
“As thus presented the Germanist doctrine is the most comprehen-
sive and consistent synthesis of Indo-European peoples that has
ever been offered. It is the only doctrine the extant expositions of
which can pretend to combine the results of recent archaological
research with the data of philology. At the same time it is one of
the fairest and certainly the most economical account of the de-
velopment of a peculiarly European civilization yet propounded.
Indeed, if it can prove its validity in the realm of archaology and
ethnology, it will probably rank as an accurate solution of the
Aryan question. In these respects, however, it is to-day not quite
unassailable.” 24

Now, Kossinna’s presentation of European pre-history makes
the Baltic basin a center from which radiated various civilizing
movements of Nordics during the period from 4500 B. c. onward
and especially after 3000 B.c. But Professor Childe finds Pro-
fessor Kossina’s chronology rather too high by a thousand years
more or less; thinks the Maglemosian skulls on which Kossinna
starts his story were of uncertain date, and that the Nordic stock
had east or central European antecedents rather than west Euro-
pean or Cro-Magnon as Kossinna posits ; argues that the advances
of Baltic cultures in Neolithic times were due to invaders and
mariners rather than indigenous; feels certain that the battle-axes
of Hungary and Troy, “which seem to us the most ‘Aryan’ ele-
ments there,” 2° did not come from the west, but reached Europe
from the east, etc. He proceeds thus to reverse the whole case on
the grounds of both factual and a priori considerations. The

28 Especially Die Indogermanen, Wiirzburg, 1gar.
24 Childe, op. cit., p. 179.
26 [bid., p. 181.
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movements which Professor Kossinna pictured as radiating from
North Germany in an easterly direction Childe pictures as actually
having traversed Europe in a westerly direction. Thus two very
recent summaries reach diametrically opposite conclusions as to
the main direction of cultural and racial movements in Europe’s
pre-history.

On the basis then of these latest efforts one may say that the
layman has abundant grounds for skepticism as to the validity of
any proposed solution of the Aryan question. One can say only
that for more than a generation the prevailing opinion has been that
the Indo-European languages had their beginnings in Europe.
Just where or when or by whom is by no means clear and there are
certain considerations which make it highly improbable that any-
thing more than general answers can be found. In this connection
one may well note certain reflections of Professor Jacques de
Morgan 2¢ who performs the admirable feat of writing an entire
work on European cultural movements and racial backgrounds
without mentioning the Nordics (or was this due to his being a
Frenchman?). Having just written of the successive “floods
flowing slowly westwards” from Asia to Europe, he adds: “Such
inferences are merely hypothetical. To-morrow, maybe, they will
crumble to nothing in the presence of new discoveries.” 2 He
recalls that even forty years ago the important part played by
Crete in the evolution of Mediterranean culture was unknown.
No one can be certain that other forgotten civilizations will not
come to light in the future. Only parts of Europe have been at
all effectively studied by the archzologist: the merest fraction of
the vast continent of Asia has been scratched over, and it will be
generations before the experts can speak with confident finality
regarding such great areas as Siberia, Turkistan and Mongolia.
“What we know to-day is very little in comparison with what re-
mains to be learned.” 28

To these reflections one may add one or two more. There is
an undoubted revival of interest in the original homeland and the

28 Prehistoric Man. An Outline of Pre-history, New York, 1925.
27 Op. cit., p. 288.
280p. cit., p. 296.
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racial attributes of the Aryan-speaking peoples. Archazological
data have been accumulating rapidly. But it would appear that
fresh discoveries add as much to complexity as to clarification,
when the whole prehistoric problem is taken into account. The
diversity of cultures, when attention is given to details, is, how-
ever paralleled, though perhaps not equalled, by the diversity of
races. Professor Childe, who confidently speaks of the Nordics
as the first Aryans—an assertion for which he offers no proof,
although such is doubly required of him because he rejects the
Baltic homeland—is very cautious regarding racial types in general.
He never describes his Nordics, except to endow them with ordi-
nary heads but magnificent bodies. He also notes that “the Neo-
lithic population of Europe constituted a veritable mosaic of races.
Culturally still greater diversity reigned.” 2°

Both cultural and racial history are thus extremely complex and
becoming more apparently so. Moreover, one cannot assume that
cultural and racial changes go together. While it has been a truism
for a generation that race and culture are not identifiable, there is
always the temptation to explain a new culture phase in any locality
as due to the intrusion of a new racial element. This no doubt is
sometimes the case, but considerable cultural changes are also often
due to the contacts set up by voyagers, traders and small migratory
bands.

In view of these reflections Childe’s conclusions are interesting.
He thinks the first Aryans were Nordics. At the same time he
thinks their cradle-land was not around the Baltic but in South
Russia. Now no one knows what the center of characterization of
the Nordics was ; there may well have been more than one area in
which blond mutants appeared; but the Baltic basin is certainly
more probable than South Russia. The Baltic has long been the
area of greatest blond purity; it seems likely that the Nordic
blonds could have achieved there a greater degree of isolation and
hence of differentiation. We refer later to the conflicting data
regarding the racial pre-history of Russia.** Childe admits that a
considerable area is required for the cradle-land and a considerable

29 Childe, op. cit., p. 138.
30 See pp. 57-8, 187 et seq., and 272-3.
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time for the incubation of the basic Aryan tongue. He also ad-
mits the probability that the early Aryan groups were far from
pure in race.® Since, then, he makes no inquiry into the findings
of physical anthropology as to the prehistoric racial types found
in different areas, as does Professor R. B. Dixon,*? his repeated
assertion that the original Aryans were Nordics appears to be
merely a wish fulfilment or the extension of a large olive branch
to the Germanists whose theories he otherwise opposes. A striking
illustration of Childe’s indifference to physical anthropology is
shown by his inclusion 3 of the predominantly brachycephalic
Lithuanians among his Nordics.** (For further discussion see
below pages 189 et seq.)

Childe’s further conclusions are summarized in the following
quotation :

“Thus the Aryans do appear everywhere as promoters of true
progress and in Europe their expansion marks the moment when the
pre-history of our continent begins to diverge from that of Africa
or the Pacific.

“Perhaps disappointment has now given place to bewilderment
in the reader’s mind. How precisely did the Aryans achieve all
this? It was not through the superiority of their material culture.
We have rejected the idea that a peculiar genius resided in the
conformation of Nordic skulls. We do so with all the more con-
fidence that, by the time Aryan genius found its true expression in
Greece and Rome, the pure Nordic strain had been for the most
part absorbed in the Mediterranean substratum: the lasting gift
bequeathed by the Aryans to the conquered peoples was neither a
higher material culture nor a superior physique, but that which we
mentioned in the last chapter—a more excellent language and the
mentality it generated.

“At the same time the fact that the first Aryans were Nordics
was not without importance. The physical qualities of that stock
did enable them by the bare fact of superior strength to conquer even

81 0p. cit., p. 163.

32 The Racial History of Man, New York, 1923.
83 0p. cit. p. 167.

8¢ Cf. Dixon, op. cit., p. 129.

85 Ibid., pp. 211-2.
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more advanced peoples and so to impose their language on areas
from which their bodily type has almost completely vanished. This
is the truth underlying the panegyrics of the Germanists: the Nordics’
superiority in physique fitted them to be the vehicles of a superior
language.”

If now we put his argument in systematic form, it amounts to
this. The Nordics, though they lived in an open country, became
highly differentiated in race. They did not have any special men-
tal endowment, and although they were sufficiently isolated to
undergo special biological differentiation and were thus free from
cultural contacts, they developed a language of superlative merits.
They thereafter moved out of their homeland in divers directions.
and although equipped with inferior arms (presumably because
they were living on a lower level of culture) they conquered
numerous other peoples and became the bearers and creators of
high cultures in various areas. The primary reason they did this
was because the marvelous language they had developed in their
isolated and retarded culture enabled the peoples whom they con-
quered and among whom they settled to think more effectively and
thus to generate a new mentality. It should be added, says Pro-
fessor Childe, that the high cultures here attributed to the “Aryan
genius” (which resided in ordinary brains) manifested itself in its
full fruition only long after the blood of the Nordics had disap-
peared in a melanous sea. The self-contradictions of such a thesis
are self-evident.

On the basis of this latest effort to solve the Aryan riddle one
is fully warranted in saying that it still looks to-day, as in the days
of Hartmann and de Mortillet, that there was no original Aryan
race, no single and original Aryan tongue, no simple homogeneous
original Aryan culture and no small, closely circumscribed and
relatively isolated Aryan cradle-land where race, language and cul-
ture could become specialized and definitely characterized. Rather
one must imagine an historical stage something like the Roman
world of much later date, but on a smaller scale and of more primi-
tive character. Thus, out of an area of considerable extent, in-
habited by a considerable variety of human types, came a variety
of tribes and peoples, each far from homogeneous but differing
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more or less from each other in composition, moving in different
directions and at divers times, and each speaking a dialect related
to those spoken by others but differentiated by the circumstances
of time and place. Professor Childe in the opening pages of his
work suggests an analogy of the nine or eleven branches of the
Indo-European languages with the Latin derivatives, French,
Spanish, Italian, Catalan, Roumanian, etc., but adds that this anal-
ogy should not be pressed too far because there never was an Aryan
tongue comparable in finish, stability and extensiveness to the
Latin.

If one were to press for a factual illustration of the viewpoint
expressed in the preceding paragraph he could find several among
the North American Indians. Whether one separate them from
the Eskimos, as does Hrdlitka,®® or not, as does Boas,*” they may
be regarded as having a fundamental unity with certain Asiatic
stocks. Hrdlicka ¥ says: “The physical resemblances between
soine members of the Asiatic groups and the average American In-
dian are such that if a member of one or the other were trans-
planted and his body and hair dressed like those of the tribe in the
midst of which he was placed, he could not possibly be distin-
guished physically by any means at the command of even a scien-
tific observer.” This may seem a little extreme since the “aver-
age American Indian” would be hard to find in the concrete. He
would lie somewhere between the dolichocephalic Algonquian, Iro-
quois, Siouan and Shoshonean and the brachycephalic Athabascans
and others. Nevertheless, it is no exaggeration to argue that there
has been great persistence of traits and types together with a con-
siderable differentiation. A fundamental but broad unity has
widened into a diversity which according to A. F. Chamberlain,®®
has made possible the distinction of “some twenty-one different
physical types north of Mexico.” Now among these people
Chamberlain lists 55 linguistic stocks, and notes that among some

36 Handbook, American Indians North of Mecaico, 1907.
37 Amer. Archael. Rep., Ontario, 1905.
38 “The Origin and Antiquity of the American Indian,” Smithsonia4

Report for 1923, p. 489.
89 Art. “Indians, North American,” Ency. Brit., 11th ed. vol. 14, p. 467.



32 THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION

of the larger stocks, such as the Athabascan, Algonquan, Shoshon-
ean, Siouan, Iroquoian, etc., there are “many dialects, often mu-
tually unintelligible.” ** We may on logical and a priori grounds
assume that each stock at one time had only a single stem, or in-
deed that several related stocks lived in a single tepee, but that
time is unknown, that family long since forgotten and the loca-
tion of that tepee buried in the dust of the silent but changeful
ages.

Such reflections indicate that the notion of an original simon-
pure Aryan race of highly distinctive physical traits and of mar-
velous intellectual capacities, speaking a language of simple un-
differentiated purity but of unexampled excellence, passes into the
limbo of outworn myths. The Aryan problem remains, but in a
highly complicated form involving much of the pre-history of the
Eur-Asian continent during two millenniums and more.

40 [bid., p. 456.



CHAPTER III

GOBINISM

MEANWHILE had appeared a work destined to play a more impor-
tant role among the idées-forces of the last two generations than all
the other Aryan speculations combined. The importance now at-
tached to it may seem strange in view of the fact that Canon
Taylor completely ignored it in his summary of 1890, that Rein-
ach’s history of the Aryan controversy of 1892 failed to mention
it, as did also Ripley’s famous study of European races of 1899.
Although severely criticized in France by de Tocqueville for its
aristocratism, its determinism and its pessimism, it was almost
completely ignored in that country until after 1goo and began to
attract wide attention in Germany only after its author had made
the friendship of Wagner after the war of 1870. Nevertheless,
it seems possible to include it as one of the imponderable factors
in preparing the European psychology out of which arose the war
of 1914.

As already stated, the assumption of racial superiority is a
natural expression of group consciousness; it is a characteristic
expression of that solidarity which springs from man’s innate
gregariousness ; and it serves the magnificent purposes of elevating
the ego and of sharpening to a fighting edge attitudes of heroic
devotion. It has played and will continue to play a leading part in
the group struggle for existence and power, and however fallacious
may be its foundations some form of it seems essential for group
survival. It is an expression of the will to live and a vital factor
in that faith which enables the average normal person to face the
uncertainties of life with courage and confidence. For the typi-
cally loyal mind it needs no labored proof ; superficial differences
constitute its self-evident demonstration. When, therefore, the

33



34 THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION

doctrine is accepted by scholars in consequence of a vast array of
evidence, and becomes the working basis for poets, editors, poli-
ticians, diplomats and statesmen, its influence on national conduct
may prove momentous. Hence the work of Count Joseph Arthur
de Gobineau (1816-1882) has great historical significance. His
four-volume Essai sur I'inégalité des races humaines, put out in
1853-5, proclaiming the superiority of the white over the colored
races, came at a time when the great interest in the origins of the
Aryans lent added zest to the romantic doctrines of the compara-
tive philologists.> As Jean Finot 2 says: “French by origin and
German by adoption, Gobineau had the incomparable honor and
glory of inspiring many writers and savants and thus of influencing
in a vivid way the life of a whole people.”

The key to Gobineau’s sociological theory is expressed in his
“Dedication” to George V of Hanover where, telling of his efforts
to arrive at an understanding of history, he says: “Passing from
one induction to another, I was gradually penetrated by the con-
viction that the racial question overshadows all other problems in
history, that it holds the key to them all, and that the inequality of
the races from whose fusion a people is formed is enough to ex-
plain the whole course of its destiny.” He was thus led to a study
of the origins and history of the stronger races and concludes:
“I convinced myself at last that everything great, noble, and fruit-
ful in the works of man on this earth, in science, art, and civiliza-
tion, derives from a single starting point; it belongs to one family
alone, the different branches of which have reigned in all the civi-
lized countries of the universe.

He thus sought a grand and sweeping philosophy of history.
But we shall see that, like all such, it contained its own contradic-
tions, as well as its allotted proportion of obscurities and of those
metaphysical lapses from scientific description whereby so many
brilliant minds deceive themselves. His principal problem was to
explain why civilizations rise and why they fall, and in the begin-

1The first volume has been translated by A. Collins: The Inequality
of Human Races, New York, 1914; page references below are to this
translation, except where Essai is indicated.

2 Race Prejudice, London, 1906, p. 9.
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ning of his treatise he advances his theory for the latter. After
the manner of Spinoza, Montaigne and Voltaire before him, he
deemed it expedient to pay occasional lip service to religious ortho-
doxy, so he opines that nations may perish because God wills it or
because they are sinful (p. 5), but recovering his vigorous skepti-
cism he adds that, nevertheless, irreligion, luxury, corruption of
morals and bad government do not necessarily lead to a decline in
civilization. Nevertheless, they decline because of a common ail-
ment which affects them one and all (Ch. I, II and IIT). Na-
tions and societies decline because of a degeneration of their heredi-
tary qualities and this degeneracy is induced by a mixture of racial
elements. “Societies perish because they are degenerate and for
no other reason.” “The word degencrate, when applied to a peo-
ple, means that the people has no longer.the same intrinsic value
as it had before, because it has no longer the same blood in its
veins, continual adulterations having gradually affected the quality
of that blood.” A civilization “will certainly die on the day when
the primordial race-unit is so broken up and swamped by the in-
flux of foreign elements, that its effective qualities have no longer
a sufficient freedom of action” (pp. 24-5). Civilization arises
only where one race has conquered another. But conquest enables
“a nation, which itself lacks vigor and power to share a new and
a better destiny—that of the strong masters into whose hands
it has fallen” (p. 30). New conquests follow the first; wealth
grows with power; trade and commerce arise; aliens flock to the
towns and cities of the civilized area. Now, “a sovereign people,
with the usual strong propensities of such a people to cross its
blood with another’s,” fuses rapidly with the inferior. Race dis-
tinctions give place to manifold social castes; finally aristocracy
and conscious race superiority give way to the degeneracy of de-
mocracy and a sense of equality. Although ‘“the white race origi-
nally possessed the monopoly of beauty, intelligence and strength,
by its union with other varieties hybrids were created, which were
beautiful without strength, strong without intelligence, or, if in-
telligent, both weak and ugly.” “Peoples degenerate only in con-
sequence of the various admixtures of blood which they undergo”
and “their degeneration corresponds exactly to the quantity and
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quality of the new blood” (pp. 209-11). The institutions cre-
ated by the powerful race may sustain the civilization for a time,
but in the end it falls into decay because the blood which created
it and all its institutions has been decimated by war and diluted by
that of an alien horde.

Here then we have the essence of Gobineau’s philosophy of
history. The supreme race among men is the Aryan, of which
the Germans are the purest modern representative. All civiliza-
tions have sprung from conquests of weaker peoples by Aryans;
and all have declined when the Aryan blood became diluted by
intermarriage.

At the basis of Gobineau’s system are his classification and
characterization of the races and his theory of their fixed and
immutable inheritance of their differences. He wavered between
the acceptance of the theory of the unitary as against the theory
of the multiple origin of man, but assumed that all races are as
different from their common ancestor, if they had one, as they are
from each other (Chap. X, XI and XII). Allowing only 7,000
years between creation and the birth of Christ, he had great diffi-
culty in accounting for the differentiation of man into many diverse
types. In the absence of any acceptable theory of evolution, he
assumed that for some time after the appearance of man, appar-
ently by special creation, and while the earth was still young the
action of climatic forces was much more violent than _subsequently.
During this period of violence man differentiated into types which,
in the absence of crossing, remained permanently fixed (Ch.
XII). He derived the black races, the lowest in his estimation,
from Africa, the yellow from America, whence they spread across
Asia to Europe, and the white from the Hindu Kush region of
Asia. The inequalities of the races are inherent; they are inde-
pendent of social institutions ; the habitat does not create them.

As regards the dominant traits of the three races, the black
represents passion, the yellow, mediocrity in everything, and the
white, god-like reason. The negroid variety is animal-like, has
highly developed senses but poor reasoning powers, is gluttonous,
capricious and careless of life, and yet is the source of human
lyricism and artistic temperament. It typifies the feminine among
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the races of man. The yellow man is apathetic, stubborn, having
feeble desires and lacking in physical energy, uninventive, obsti-
nate. He loves utility, respects order, knows the value of a limited
amount of freedom and is gifted with a sense of practicality. He
typifies the masculine. “The yellow races are thus clearly superior
to the black. Every founder of a civilization would wish the back-
bone of his society, his middle class, to consist of such men” (p.
200). The whites excel in most physical, mental and moral quali-
ties. In fact the qualities of the races are artistically, even if arti-
ficially, proportioned by Gobineau. If the temperament of the
black race is hot and that of the yellow cold, that of the white is
temperate; if the black represents the sense without reason, and
the yellow the reason without passion, the white is endowed with a
reason rendered flexible and adaptable by energy, generosity, and
a full realization of the significance of opportunity; if the blacks
prefer extreme individualism, even anarchy, with its counterpoise
in despotism, and the yellow prefer democracy, humanitarianism
and the communism of the bee-hive, the political genius of the
whites expresses itself in liberalism, feudalism, parliamentarism,
and benevolent imperialism. No doubt one would need to choose
his examples carefully to make them fit this subjective analysis,
but so diverse appears the national character of every group at
different periods that examples to fit any analysis could be found.

Moreover, the whites excel in physical beauty. “The tall and
nobly proportioned figure of Charlemagne, the intellectual regu-
larity of the features of Napoleon, and the imposing majesty that
exhales from the royal countenance of Louis XIV” represent the
apex of proportion and dignity ; though the critic would find here
a striking case of reasoning from the special to the general. “The
peoples who are not of white blood approach beauty, but do not
attain it.” And of all known racial blends the happiest, “from
the point of view of beauty, is that made by the marriage of white
and black” (p. 151). But here the critic would ask what con-
stitutes the objective standard of physical beauty? Likewise as
regards physical strength: ‘“We shall have to give the palm to
those who belong to the white race” (pp. 151-2). But not all
whites are equal in strength for, “In strength of fist the English
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are superior to all other European races; while the French and
Spanish have a greater power of resisting fatigue and privation,
as well as the inclemency of extreme climates” (p. 152) ; an asser-
tion which, like much else in the literature of race differences, is
an excellent example of the erection of personal impression or
local tradition into a conclusion of science.

The whites are also superior intellectually, as shown by their
“reflective energy” or “energetic intelligence”; “a perseverance
that takes account of obstacles and ultimately finds a way to over-
come them”; “an extraordinary instinct for order.” “At the same
time, they have a remarkable, and even extreme, love of liberty,
and are openly hostile to the formalism under which the Chinese
are glad to vegetate, as well as to the strict despotism which is the
only way of governing the negro.” ‘“The white races are, fur-
ther, distinguished by an extraordinary attachment to life. They
know better how to use it, and so, as it would seem, set a greater
price on it.” “When they are cruel, they are conscious of their
cruelty ; it is very doubtful whether such a consciousness exists in
the negro” (p. 207); to which let the lynchings in our American
states be a rejoinder. ‘““The principal motive is honor,” a word
which “is unknown to both the yellow and the black man.” “On
the other hand, the immense superiority of the white peoples in the
whole field of the intellect is balanced by an inferiority in the in-
tensity of their sensations” (ibid.) ; an interesting example of the
old psychological notion that a high development of the senses
necessarily implied a deficient development of the reasoning powers,
and wvice wversa. In fact, he expressly enunciates this doctrine
(note, p. 181).

What then were the branches of the white race? They were
named after the sons of Noah and were in their original basis,
“Chamatique, Semitique et Japhetide.” It was one branch of the
last who constituted the true Aryans. The first to push out, or be
pushed out, from the ancestral home in the Hindu Kush plateau
were the children of Cham (Ham). They founded a somewhat
mythical Nimrodian empire in Mesopotamia but were soon sub-
merged in an ocean of dark blood. They were followed by the
sons of Shem who reared the civilizations of Nineveh, Tyre and
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Carthage, but likewise succumbed to the enveloping dark-skinned
peoples. Thereafter Gobineau uses the term Semitic to describe
a mixture of white and black, just as he prefers the term Celtic for
the whitc-yellow combination, illustrated also by the Slavs, and
Malay for the yellow-black. Finally there moved out from the
homeland of races the Japhetides toward Europe, whither they
were followed by the non-Aryan Celts and Slavs. Gobineau iden-
tified the true Aryans with the Aryas of India, the Iranians, the
IHellenes and the Sarmates or ancestral Germans. These last were
the saviours and regenerators of the decadent Roman civilization
and their descendants, the present leaders and rulers of the world.
We may note here that Gobineau is negligent in his description of
the physical traits of the true Aryans. His followers made them
tall with blue eyes, blond hair, and long heads, but Gobineau, who
felt himself to be the embodiment of their heaven-born traits but
whose brown eyes evidence some impurity, sometimes gave this
super-race round heads and sometimes long, with eyes usually
light, but sometimes brown or even black. He thus utilized that
license to which his character as poet and idealistic philosopher
entitled him.

What then was the part played by the true Aryans in the drama
of civilization’s rise and fall? The history of the world, he finds,
reveals ten civilizations. “If there is any element of life in these
ten civilizations that is not due to the impulse of the white races,
any nced of death that does not come from the inferior stocks
that mingled with them, then the whole theory on which this book
rests is false.” Of these ten civilizations seven arose in the Old
World and all of these but one were due to the Aryans. The
Indian civilization was clearly so: the Egyptian “was created by
an Aryan colony from India.” The Chinese civilization began
with the invasion of an Aryan colony from India later reinforced
by a non-Hindoo Aryan branch from the north-west. The Greek
civilization was due to Aryans plus Semites, and the Roman to
Aryans plus Celts, Iberians and Semites. Of Old World civiliza-
tions only the Assyrian was not clearly due to the Aryans. It was
due to the great white invasions of the descendants of Shem and
Ham. But in this connection it should be noted that the Medes,
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Persians and Bactrians, the Iranians with Zoroastrian cult who
long ruled in western Asia, who created the Iranian Renaissance,
the most brilliant period in Assyrian history, were Aryans (pp.
210-2). Finally, the western European culture is the unique prod-
uct of the Germanic races. “Where the Germanic element has
never penetrated our special kind of civilization does not exist”
(p-93). The New World civilizations, the Alleghenian, the Mexi-
can and the Peruvian were considered inferior, and scantily treated
by Gobineau; but even they were believed to have derived their
creative elements from Aryans. In fact, civilization without an
Aryan creator is as impossible in the thought of Gobineau as a
people of harsh and cruel disposition in a genial climate in the
thought of a geographical determinist.

So much then for a rough outline of some of the scaffolding of
Gobineau’s system of thought. The essence of his system will be
found, however, not in his theory of Aryan superiority so much as
in his theory of the effects of race mixture. We are here so close
to the heart of his theory that his own exposition demands further
elucidation. He has just laid it down that tribes, mostly yellows
and blacks, in all parts of the world, living under all conditions
of soil and climate, seem to be struck with a sort of paralysis which
prevents their taking the first step toward civilization (pp. 26-7).
And why? DBecause they ““cannot overcome the natural repug-
nance, felt by men and animals alike, to a crossing of blood.”
“These are incapable of civilization” (p. 2). There are other
groups that can overcome this repugnance to some extent. They
wage a war of conquest and set up a small but stagnant nation.
“Others, more imaginative and energetic,” conquer a wider ter-
ritory and form a greater nation. Thus while “the human race
in all its branches has a secret repulsion from the crossing of
blood” and none can wholly rid himself of it, those who succeed
most fully “are the only members of our species who can be
civilized at all” (pp. 20-30).

In other words we do not have as the primary principle in
Gobineau’s theory of the rise of civilization the doctrine of purity
of races with which he is usually credited. Quite the contrary,
those races which have such a powerful tribal instinct that they
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isolate themselves are incapable of civilization. Mixture of races
is the sine qua non of the upward march from savagery to culture.
In order to figure in the creation of a great state, a race must have
not only energy and imagination, but ability to overcome that pow-
erful repugnance for mingling its blood with that of another race
with which all races of men are endowed.

But Gobineau’s exposition is not free from contradiction; we
may neglect its obnoxious metaphysics. It seems that there is
not only a law of repulsion but a law of attraction. Mankind lives
in obedience to these laws, which act with different force on dif-
ferent peoples (p. 30). Now a strong race having overcome its
repugnance for race crossing and having conquered a weaker
one which henceforth will share a new and better destiny, straight-
way begins to fuse with the latter. “A picked race of men, a
sovereign people, with the usual strong propensities of such a peo-
ple to cross its blood with another s, finds itself henceforth in close
contact with a race whose inferiority is shown, not only by defeat,
but also by the lack of the attributes which may be seen in the
conquerors” (p. 30).

We may pause here in the quotation to note the contradiction
contained in the statement, “the usual strong propensities of such a
people to cross its blood with another’s.” This is utterly irrecon-
cilable with the primary postulate of a “secret repulsion,” unless
one assume that the “secret repulsion” operates only before con-
quest and the “strong propensities” only after. The matter has a
somewhat general bearing on the question of the historical role
of races because a certain number of advocates of the superiority
of the blond dolichocephal attribute to him the aforesaid “secret
repulsion” which has prevented him from producing such mestizo
populations as are found in countries once subject to Spanish
or Portugese rule. We are not here concerned with the validity
of this claim as tested by historical fact, but rather with the dis-
agreement among the authorities as to the operation of the racial
factor. The followers of Gobineau have uniformly attributed the
civilizing capacity to one race and the decline of civilization to race
mixture. Gobinecau himself did so, and this seems to have been
his most frequent intention. On the other hand he frequently
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states, as in passages just cited, that race purity is sterile and
stagnant while race crossing is fecund and progressive.

Thus if we continue the last quotation we find the following:
“From the very day the conquest is accomplished and the fusion
begins, there appears a noticeable change of quality in the blood
of the masters. If there were no other modifying influence at
work, then at the end of a number of years . .. we should be
confronted with a new race, less powerful certainly than the
better of its two ancestors, but still of considerable strength.
It would have developed special qualities resulting from the actual
mixture, and unknown to the communities from which it sprang”
(p. 31).

This last sentence is an important admission. It implies that,
though the mixed population may lack some of the strength—
by which one may suppose he meant the aggressive energy of the
conquering race,—it reveals new and special qualities which must
play an important role in subsequent history. Tt might be pos-
sible, therefore, for one to find in Gobineau the basis for the
thesis that it is precisely the biological creativeness of race mixture
that makes civilization possible because it produces the qualities
essential thereto.

This, indeed, is precisely what can be found by search. Not only
does our author state that race crossing produces new and special
qualities, he admits that civilizations would have been less rich
in cultural achievements without them. “It would be unjust,” he
says, “to assert that every mixture is bad and harmful. If the
three great types had remained strictly scparate, the supremacy
would no doubt have always been in the hands of the finest of the
white races, etc. But it would have been bought at the price
of certain advantages which have followed the mixture of blood.”
Thus, “Artistic genius, which is equally foreign to each of the
three great types, arose only after the intermarriage of white
and black.” Egypt and Assyria were too black, while Greece had
the exact dosage of black blood to make it supreme in art and
literature. The Malayan people, composed of yellow and black
crosses, is superior intellectually to either ancestor. But in gen-



GOBINISM 43

eral hybridization lowers the superior race and brings a chain of
consequences that nothing can balance or repair (pp. 208-9).

These and other passages indicate Gobineau’s reluctant admis-
sion of certain, at least temporary, advantages from race mixture.
If “artistic genius,” from which the worlds of art and literature
spring, is a special creation of hybridization; if in certain crosses
there is an augmentation of intellectual capacities, one begins to
wonder whether racial advance, as well as the development of
civilization, may not result from suitable race mixtures. Mr.
Ernest Sellicre, who has made a very thorough study of all of
Gobineau’s principal writings, finds the racial theory of the sources
of the artistic temperament extremely illuminating in view of
Gobineau’s own devotion to poetry, music and sculpture, although
claiming for himself pure Aryan descent, free from any Negroid
admixture. “Without cessation Gobineau thus appears to give
and then take back by turns concessions forced for an instant from
his Nordic convictions by his southern temperament.”

There was, therefore, at the very center of Gobineau’s philosophy
a neubulosity and contradictoriness which cannot be resolved. He
seemed to be the great exponent of racial purity, but he made race
crossing the essential foundation of all civilizations. He also made
it the source of racial degeneration and cultural decline, though
arguing that it had meanwhile produced fresh qualities of human
genius and fertilized the latent capacities of all the ingredient
races.

In his own metaphysical terms, the contradiction in his theory
grows out of the oppositions between the “law of repulsion” and
the “law of attraction.” The former expresses the “natural repug-
nance” which would keep races pure but deprive civilization of its
originating and vitalizing force; the latter expresses the “strong
propensities” which impel races to cross and in so doing both cre-
ates and destroys civilization. The only possible reconciliation of
these views is to cease emphasis on race purity and find in race

3E. Selliére, Le Comte de Gobineau et I'Aryanisme historique, Paris,

1903, pp. 42-3. The same point is picturesquely expressed by Elie
Faure. “Gobineau et le probléme des races,” Europe, Oct. 1, 1923.
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crossing the key to the historical riddle. In final analysis Gobineau
says that civilization is created by the right amount of race mixture
and destroyed by too much. One crossing of races is absolutely
essential ; a second is likely to prove an evil, while a third starts a
people on the road to destruction. Perhaps it is best to reflect with
Renan that, “If one is to be a true philosopher, he must inure him-
self to contradictions.” At least readers of Gobineau and his fol-
lowers will do well to recall the reflection.

One may go a step farther in searching for inconsistencies and
find in his philosophy not only a racial interpretation of history
but also an inkling at least of what has come to be the cultural
interpretation as well. There can be no doubt that his intention
was to make cultural elements the expression of hereditary racial
qualities. The thesis of chapter fourteen is that, as civilizations
result only from race mixture they reflect the qualities of the
racial combinations which produce them and are as distinctive and
mutually antagonistic as their creators. In the preceding chapter,
he lays it down that man’s inherent capacities are not only fixed
but limited; that Christianity neither creates nor changes the
capacity for civilization; and that the heights attained by the great-
est civilizations of the past will not be surpassed in quality in the
present or future, though to some extent cultural elements may
for some time accumulate in quantity. In the fifteenth chapter
he argues that languages are uncqual in development and may be
arranged in an order revealing the respective ranks of the races
using them. “I may thus lay it down, as a universal axiom,
that the hierarchy of languages is in strict correspondence with the
hierarchy of races” (p. 204).

There is an even more interesting passage toward the close of
Book IV * in which, having laid it down that history is a natural
science, that it is subject to the operation of inevitable laws and
that no one is entitled to praise or blame for what occurs, he enters
on a discussion of what he considers the three primary factors in
history, the great man or the prince, the self-willed political center,

4 Essai, vol. 2, pp. 540-0.
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and the dominating cultural trend. The great man is only a
transitory agent. “A political center, otherwise called a people,
has its own passions and intelligence,” “a being as real as if one
saw it solidified into a single being.” And yet it is the third factor
which envelopes all and operates as the final determinant. This is
the social mind, an intangible magnetic force which permeates the
whole social group and makes both leader and people its agents.
Tt is sometimes masculine and sometimes feminine. “It imposes on
populations their mode of existence.”

As one reads these pages, one has the startling sensation of hav-
ing run across a passage from some recent advocate of the psycho-
sociological or cultural deterministic interpretation of history.
But the mystery is soon resolved for a few sentences further on
Gobineau declares this all-enveloping and all-powerful social mind
to be itself “always subject to the operation of ethnic factors.”

On the other hand, there are various passages which might be
interpreted as a theory that a high civilization breaks down and
starts on its decline in consequence of the increasing confusion of
elements, not only racial but also cultural, which it gradually ac-
cumulates. Take, for example, this passage just at the close of
Book I.:

“The rudest possible shock to the vitality of a civilization is given
when the ruling elements in a society and those developed by racial
change become so numerous that they are clearly moving away from
the homogeneity necessary to their life and it therefore becomes im-
possible for them to be brought into harmony and so acquire the com-
mon instincts and interests, the common logic of existence, which
is the sole justification for any social bond whatever. There is no
greater curse than such disorder, for however bad it may have made
the present state of things, it promises still worse for the future.”

These sentences contain two possibly contradictory explanations
of the decline of a civilization. One finds the cause in racial de-
generation resulting from hybridization; the other in a clash of
institutions and traditions, of cultures, in consequence of the
commingling of ethnic groups. These are not necessarily one and
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the same. Ferrero® finds that the rise of Christianity was ac-
companied by a disintegration of ancient pagan faiths in the Roman
Empire and that this carried with it a decline in social morale
and cohesion which led inevitably to the sundering of the unity
and power of the Empire. A disruption or confusion of such cul-
ture might happen in the absence of any decline in racial quality.
In speaking of the decline of Rome, Gobineau himself says, “The
mixture of nations brought with it a mixture of civilizations” and
he emphasizes the increasing diversity of religious and political
ideas, the decrease in stability and the increased tampering with
the institutions of which the civilization was founded. (Ch. IX.)
“Thus, below what we might call the social classes, lived innumer-
able multitudes who had a different civilization from that of the
official world, or were not civilized at all”’; so that a certain civili-
zation remains temporarily dominant, not through the convictions
of the peoples under it, but because of their weakness and in-
difference (pp. 94-5). It must be clear that this thcory of the
Roman decline, if it be not wholly social, is a combination of social
and racial viewpoints and shows how the founder of modern
racial determinism found it impossible in last analysis to separate
cultural from biological factors.

If for the moment we neglect its contradictions, a brief analysis
of Gobineau’s theory of the significance of race and race mixture
will show that it involves a number of disputable propositions.
It assumes (1) that racial traits are fixed and immutable and have
been inherited in an unchanging fashion since shortly after crea-
tion; and (2) that there are essential differences of a specialized
sort between the races, making it possible to rank the white above
the yellow and black races and the Aryan branch of the whites
above all other branches in capacity for civilization. It assumes
(3) that the conquering race is pure; (4) that it must be Aryan;
and (5) that conquest is an evidence of superiority of natural
endowment. It assumes (6) that the outburst of activity following
upon conquest is due to the quality of the conquering pure race
rather than to any psychological force growing out of race contacts

8 The Ruin of the Ancient Civilization and the Triumph of Christianity,
New York, 1921.
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or the cross-fertilization of cultures; and (7) that the character
of the cultural products is determined precisely by the racial in-
gredients. But at this point Gobineau becomes hopelessly incon-
sistent because he finds that under the enlarging opportunities of an
advancing civilization aliens of varied breed ascend to positions of
wealth and power. Evidently the superlative Aryans did not
possess all the genius. Later versions of this doctrine attribute to
the Anglo-Saxons an especial gift for government and the adminis-
tration of justice and liberty through law; but even in England,
peopled by purest Anglo-Saxons, the despised Jew has become
prime minister, lord chief justice, lord-mayor of London, viceroy
of India and what not.

The theory assumes (8) that the continuance of cultural advance
is also purely racial and due to the continued purity of a part
of the original stock, and not due in part to purely cultural factors
or to a special vigor arising from the crossing of races. It like-
wise assumes (9) that the subsequent decline in culture is due to
racial mixture with consequent decline of racial genius, though the
theory adds at this point the assumption of racial decay through
disgenic selection, that is, the decimation of the aristocratic race
through war and the risks of leadership. The author had previ-
ously rejected the popular notion that the decline of a civilization
was to be explained by fanaticism, luxury, corruption of morals,
irreligion or bad government; like Henry Thomas Buckle,® who
wrote at nearly the same time, he thought these symptoms rather
than causes and capable of exercising only a slight or even neg-
ligible effect on the course of a society’s development, he found that
in every nation’s history periods of considerable corruption were
followed by periods of great advancement or were even synchronous
with remarkable outbursts of creative productivity in art, literature

¢ But Buckle was far from accepting Gobineau’s general position. He
said: “While such original distinctions of race are altogether hypotheti-
cal the discrepancies which are caused by difference of climate, food and
soil, are capable of a satisfactory explanation.” He adds in a note that
racial differences “may or may not exist but (which) most assuredly have
never been proved.” (History of Civilization in England, New York, 1864,
vol. 1, pp. 29-30.)
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and other fields of human achievement. In staking nearly his
whole case on the beneficent effects of a superposition of races or
the deleterious effects of hybridization, Gobineau uttered a dogma
which became and still is dear to the heart of many a racial deter-
minist, but which we are now in a position to view in a more
scientific and less passionate light. We shall find some grounds for
supposing that race crossing is in itself a factor in biological vigor.
Moreover, one should make a sharp distinction between the effects
of race crossing as such and the changes in quality due to the dying
out of the superior strains within the group. Race purity can be
shown to be a negligible factor if eugenic measures assure the
continued fertility of the best stirps and the infertility of the poor-
est. Race crossing itself appears vastly less important than the
qualities of the individuals crossed.

Moreover, when Gobineau asserts: “I can say positively that a
people will never die if it remains composed of the same national
elements,” he merely states a dogma; it is not even obvious that
a stock will go on unchanged if it never crosses, for it may re-
produce unequally from the different elements it contains. One
must reckon also with possible mutations as also with possible de-
generation through close in-breeding. But the statement is mean-
ingless in the world of historical fact, for war and conquest are an
essential part of any group that helps to make history, and these
involve a crossing of racial strains. It is indeed surprising in
view of Gobineau’s fundamental dogmas to note how frequently,
especially in the second volume, books five and six dealing with
Roman and West European civilizations, he concedes that con-
quering “‘Aryan” tribes were already more or less mixed. Almost
all the noble German stocks were polluted by Celtic or Finnic blood
even at their earliest appearance in historical records. Indeed,
“the Aryan family, and much more so all other branches of the
white stock, had ceased to be absolutely pure as early as the birth
of Christ.”?

It is often stated that in writing the Essai Gobineau was
motivated fundamentally by an insistent personal egotism rather

7 Essai, vol. 2, p. 562.
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than by the scientist’s dispassionate search for understanding.
But who can escape the personal bias? There seems little ground
for impugning his sincerity. Mere personal vanity and the in-
evitable implications of his mental prepossessions are sufficient to
explain his most obvious lapses from candor. Though descended
from a moderately successful bourgeois family of the 17th and 18th
centuries, he made a heroic and fantastic attempt to establish his
claim to nobility in his Histoire d’Ottar Jarl, Pirate Norvégien,
conquerant du pays de Bray en Normandie, et de sa descendance,
which he published in his old age (1879) after many years of
elaboration. This is, in fact, a sort of life-long reverie, an escape
from the realities of his humble merchandizing forebears, a com-
pensatory rationalization, in which is displayed all the subtlety and
constructive imagination of a fertile mind. In a letter to Mme.
Wagner, December, 1880, he states that the Essai was written in
consequence of researches begun on the history of his family and
that it was written in part to prove scientifically the superiority of
his own race.! In a passage in the Ottar Jarl he states that it
continues his Essai and his Historie des Perses “which were writ-
ten only to serve as prefaces.”® This family history may cause
one to laugh at his weakness for so vain a foible, or to denounce
him as an impostor, but in neither case do we escape the neces-
sity of examining the validity of his main contentions regarding
the inequality of races. It seems probable, moreover, that his in-
fluence in Germany was increased by this fairy-tale of his direct
descent in the male line from a Teutonic noble, dwelling in the
sacred precincts of Asgard.!®

In any case, it is clear that Gobineau impressed the French
anthropologists and publicists less than tlie German; but it is also
clear that he was one of several agencies instrumental in creating

8 Maurice Lange, Le Comte Arthur de Gobincauw Etude biographique et
critique, Strasburg, 1024, p. 119.

9 Ibid., p. 205.

10 On this point consult J. M. Hone, “AArthur, Count of Gobincau, Race
Mystic,” Contemp. Rev., vol. 104, 1013, pp. 04-103; R. Dreyfus, La vie et les
prophéties du Comte de Gobinean, Paris, 1905; and especially Ernest
Selliére, Le Comte de Gobineau, Livre III.
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a rivalry of scholars of different nationality to prove the identity
of themselves and their fellow country-men with the Aryan
aristocracy who alone had the genius to create civilization. The
world of scholars rang with, the eager claims of many discordant
theorists. The nationalistic bias and a stubborn unwillingness to
yield a position in the face of accumulating evidence were all too
manifest. The extremely complex and often painfully scanty
evidences from philology, archzology, and anthropology were
eagerly surveyed and arrayed as proof of this theory here and
that theory there. With the accumulation of data showing be-
yond peradventure of doubt that even the older populations of
Europe had been composed of several racial types and that the
peoples speaking any and every branch of Aryan were of different
anthropological stocks, and questions of who were the original, the
pure and unadulterated Aryans and what was their original home-
land became at once more important and more insoluble. When it
was made clear that in some way a considerable number of Aryan
tongues had been adopted and adapted by racially different peoples,
much as the various Romance languages to-day represent adoptions
and adaptations of ancient Latin, the way was open for each na-
tion to find in its own antecedents the original sources of the
wonder-working race.!!

11 Sce Ripley, The Races of LEurope, pp. 124-8 and 454-6.



CHAPTER IV
TEUTONISM

GOBINEAU’s historical importance is doubtless due to his pre-war
vogue in Germany. He has since become a sort of prophet for
Frenchmen as well.* But the fact that the Germans had from
the first used the term Indo-Germanic instead of the broader term
Indo-European, in addition to the fact that the doctrine of the
blond Aryan would naturally be pleasing to them, made it almost
inevitable that the doctrines of Gobineau would receive a warmer
welcome there than elsewhere, and accounts in large part for the
growth of the Gobineau cult in Germany. Why should not the
race vanity of a people have been touched by such utterances as
these: “Where the Germanic element has never penetrated, our
special kind of civilization does not exist”; it was ‘“the Germanic
races which in the fifth century transformed the Western mind”;
they were “a race of princes,” the aristocratic race of Teutonic
blood which created the art, literature and politics of the Western
world? The Essai in last analysis must be recognized as a prose
epic, a story of heroic adventure and achievement under a form
demanded by scientific taste. It is no exaggeration to say that
the popularization and expansion of these doctrines into the
Teutonic myth made them factors in the growth of race vanity,
the mounting spirit of imperialism and haughty domination mani-
fested in Germany increasingly after 1890, and thus made them
one of the many factors leading to the Great War.

Littérateur and mystic as he was rather than scientist, Gobineau’s
poetical and prophetic fancy foresaw a gradual recession of all
capacity for civilization in an increasing commingling of the races.

1See Europe. Revue Mensuelle. Numéro Consacré au Comte de
Gobineau, Oct. 1, 1923.
51
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Thus the glorious chapters of the Aryan epopee closed in pessi-
mistic lament over a degenerescence against which no hope could
avail. In the remote past the Aryan race in its unalloyed purity
had been as gods; even in the succeeding age of heroes their purity
was only slightly tarnished ; but after the age of princes, when it
had everywhere become more or less hybrid, there were no pure
sources from which its pristine vigor and power could be renewed.?
The German race was the last of the Aryans but they were being
gradually swallowed up in the sea of race amalgamation.

Some hope for the immediate future might be placed in the
Anglo-Saxons of Britain and America. In England they have
created certainly not the most brilliant nor the most human, nor
yet the most noble of the European states, but one that is still
the most vigorous.! But the English are rapidly undergoing
decay as are also their descendants in America.* These latter
have no doubt whatever of their innate superiority to the rest of
mankind and seem to have an insatiable thirst to rule, to possess,
to seize and to extend dominion. Their climacteric year has not
yet arrived, and yet the hand of fate is upon them for already they
have been invaded by a great mass of heterogeneous racial elements,
Irish, mixed Germans, French, Italians. There is no prospect of
America’s racial regeneration but only of her progressive degen-
eration.®

Thus a sort of crepuscule des dienx still faintly lingered to cast a
weird but entrancing light over the Germanic recreation of civiliza-
tion in the western world, but ere long all would be plunged into
an irretrievable darkness. The history of humanity Gobineau
likened to a mountain range where the peaks are the civilizations;
or better still, to a vast fabric for which the two inferior branches
of the human race, the black and the yellow, furnish the heavy
basis, the cotton and the wool, with which the secondary branches
of the white stock mingle their silk; “while the Aryans, inter-
weaving their still finer threads across the ennobled generations,

2 Essai, vol. 2, p. s60.
3 Essai, vol. 2, p. 467.
4 bid., Chap. VIII.
5 [bid., pp. 530-538.
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apply to the surface, after the manner of a dazzling masterpiece,
their arabesques of silver and gold.”® DBut there was no more
pure gold among the races of men and the end of all human ad-
venture was in sight. Estimating that the total length of man’s
existence on the globe from his first appearance to his final exit
at 12,000 to 14,000 years, of which one-half had already been
lived, and finding in religion no guarantee of an earthly eternity,
Gobineau foresaw the finale of the human episode after a few
thousand years of increasing degeneracy and decimation.” All of
which appealed mightily to the likewise poetical and mystical spirit
of Wagner, who also believed in a steady degeneration since the
ages of gods and heroes, but who sought, not a new renaissance,
but a real regeneration.

But here must be noted one of those contradictions which is one
of the most characteristic and most puzzling features of the vast
literature of Aryanism and its descendant doctrines. Gobineau
took numerous occasions to deny the identity of his heroic Ger-
mans (les Germains) with the modern Germans (les Allemands).
“Les Allemands ne sont pas d’essence germanique.” He even
placed the German people below the French in racial value be-
cause he thought them more mixed. Selliére points out ® that in
later works Gobineau likewise denied that the blood of the Ger-
mans of Tacitus was as abundant in Germany as was popularly
thought. He found no nation which truly belonged to the race that
had created the European civilizations, but thought that, if any
nation might lay claim to purest descent, it was England, the
land of the Anglo-Saxons, who had been partially saved from
corruption by their insularity. If one raise in connection with the
literature of race superiority Shakespeare’s query, “What’s in a
name?” he must answer, “Everything or nothing depending on
your point of view.” In one’s own country the disparagement of
the claims of patriotic sentiment are either readily disproven or
scornfully condemned.

Thus, in the face of the obvious flattery of Germanic blood,

8 [bid., p. 530.
T1Ibid., p. 563.
8 Houston-Stewart Chamberlain, pp. 51-2.
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most German thought ignored Gobineau’s unredeemed pessimism
as well as his direct repudiation of themselves because irretriev-
ably corrupted by race adulteration. German scholars and states-
men alike, confusing a name with reality, swelled with race pride,
and made Gobineau an important figure in the history of nine-
teenth century thought. In the history of ideas importance often
attaches less to their truth than to their influence. Their origins
may be lost in obscurity, but if they become widely accepted and
active parts of popular tradition or ruling class policy, they may
become significant factors in great events. Witness the doctrine
of the divine right of kings and the anarchic individualism of
the natural rights philosophy in the days of the American and
French Revolutions.

It was easy and under the circumstances inevitable that the
German scholars and people should rather completely surrender
to the enticements of an identification of race and culture. Even
before these ideas became fixed in the German national conscious-
ness, however, the expert anthropologists, ethnologists and philol-
ogists, including some of those of Germany, were agreed that, as
Ripley says: “All attempts to correlate the linguistic data with
those derived from physical characteristics are not only illogical
and unscientific; they are at the same time impossible and ab-
surd.”® DBut the doctrine of German superiority was flattering to
those in power ; it was flattering to national conceit; it became an
effective instrument of political preferment, and in consequence
flourished beyond all imaginings. Largely through the zeal of
Richard Wagner, who may be said to have “made” Count Gobineau,
and who gave great attention to the latter’s views in the Bay-
reuther Blaetter, begun in 1878, and also through the “Gobineau
Vereinigung,” founded at Freiburg in 1894 with Professor
Ludwig Schemann as president, the doctrine of divinely-ordained
Germanic superiority became a virtual religious cult. Nietzsche,
who evidently came into direct personal contact with him, was
greatly influenced by Gobineau’s theory of the blond super-man,
though he nowhere in his writings mentions Gobineau. In fact,

° 0p. cit., P. 454



TEUTONISM 55

it is Nietzsche, rather than Wagner, according to Selliére, who
must be looked upon as the truest disciple of the Gascon evangelist
of the gospel of Germanic aristocracy.'

Only a few of the scholarly collaborators to this end can be
mentioned here. Among the most important should be mentioned
Theodore Posche and Carl Penka. These writers are notable for
having given a decided anthropological turn to the Aryan ques-
tion, which had until then been primarily philological. In his
Dic Arier '* Posche made the tall, fair-skinned, blue-eyed, and
heavily bearded people the true Aryans. These he found nearly
everywhere, “from the Atlantic to Lake Baikal and the Indus;
the southern shore of the North Sea is their center of diffusion.” *2
He made the Rokitno Marshes, between Vilna and Kiev, the spot
of origin on the ground that depigmentation occurs there; and
while he considered the Lithuanians, a brachycephalic people, an
extant remnant of the original stock, he was most positive in his
assertion that the tall, fair-skinned, blue-eyed Germans were
the only possessors of both an Aryan language and pure Aryan
blood. At the same time he poured scorn upon those French
Aryanists who had presumed to find in a short, dark people
the original Aryans. He thus joined the ranks of those who

10 For the relationships here suggested, see the remarkably thorough
studies of Ernest Selliére, especially his Introduction & la philosophic de
Pimperialism, Paris, 1911; and Fouston-Stewart Chamberlain, Le plus
récent philosophe du pangermanisme mystique, Paris, 1917. Also Lange,
op. cit,, pp. 277-8. Schemann has collected a considerable quantity of
data on the history and influence of Gobineau in his Gobincaus Rassen-
werk, Aktenstuke und Betrachtungen sur Geschichte und Kritik des “Es~
sai sur l'inégalite des races humaines,” Stuttgart, 1910, in his Gobincau
und die Deutsche Kulture, Leipzig, 1910, and his Gobincau, eine Biog-
raphie, 2 vols., Strasburg, 1913 and 1916. Schemann became the literary
executor of Gobineau. He devoted himself exclusively to a study of an
extensive collection of letters and papers which were ceded to the uni-
versity of Strasburg in 1903 and for which special archives were
established at the university in 1g07. The study of Gobineau by Maurice
Lange, already referred to, is a post-war product of an effort by Frenct
scholars to utilize this collection.

11 Jena, 1878.

12 Quoted by Sergi, The Mediterranean Race, p. 9.
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were finding the original homestead somewhere in Europe and
lent strength to the belief in the supremacy of the dolicho-
blond.*®

Penka’s two works on the origins of the Aryans were written
from like assumptions. He argued that there must have been an
original Aryan race; that it must have been much less extensive
than the Aryan languages; and that the blonds of Scandinavia
and North Germany represent the purest Aryan type. From
their original home about the Baltic Sea they had spread southward
and eastward, established their rulership over the indigenous
populations and improved the languages and cultures of the con-
quered.

Penka’s views made a deep impression on the Aryan con-
troversialists in all countries and especially in England and Ger-
many. Like Madison Grant, long after him, he contended that
the type now exemplified in the tall, blond, muscular Swede had
spread its leadership to ancient Rome, Greece, Persia and India.
He elaborated the doctrine that a race could not establish itself
permanently in a habitat widely different from that in which it
originated, and thus accounted for the complete disappearance of
the blond conqueror in areas he formerly ruled. lle also con-
tended that where two different races cross there will be a decisive
tendency among the hybrids to return to one or other of the an-
cestral types, and that in such reversion the chances greatly favor
the type most nearly acclimatized. HHe concluded that hybrid
types are much less numerous than commonly supposed. Penka
and Posche are also largely responsible for the theory that there is
a close correspondence between race and religion, that is, that the
self-willed, independent and contentious dolicho-blond is Protestant,
while the submissive and conservative brachy-brunet is Catholic.
This theory had a considerable resemblance to the actual cultural
distribution in Europe, and it was possible to explain that the tall
blonds who were Catholic were only nominally so and the short
brunets who were Protestant did not in fact share the true essence
of Protestantism. This. interesting speculation could never ad-

18 Taylor, op. cit., pp. 43—4.
14 Vienna, 1883 and 1886.
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vance beyond a certain hypothetical probability, although it won the
adherence of various writers.!

There was one of Penka’s contentions which though widely
rejected at the time because the attacks of anthropologists and
Palzontologists had led to acceptance of the idea that there never
had been an Aryan “race,” has recently been strongly approved by
Peake and others, just as it had been previously asserted by Max-
Miiller. This was his argument, already mentioned, that the
original, the proto-Aryans, must have been of one physical type.
He held that, in order to create a group of dialects sprung from
one parent stem, there would be required a long period of racial
isolation in a limited and separated habitat. As Peake puts the
case: “The very conditions which would produce a specialized
type of language, would, we may feel sure, have produced an
equally specialized type of men.” ** We shall see that this idea is
basic to the ardent Aryanism of Chamberlain and Grant though
neither of them presents the case for such a view from Palzonto-
logical anthropology. Similarly V. Gordon Childe in a very recent
work '7 continually implies a similar viewpoint without once pre-
senting any evidence therefor, except some very general indications
of blond traits widely dispersed among the Aryan-speaking peoples.
Peake attempts such a presentation ® but has at hand only scat-
tered bits of myths and rather fragmentary and more or less con-
tradictory data from the Kurgans, or burial mounds, of the Rus-
sian steppes. In the following chapter (X1II) he quotes evidence
that during the Kurgan period there were two races inhabiting
the steppes of central Russia (p. 147) and it may be noted in
passing that Professor R. B. Dixon ' finds this anthropological
evidence impossible of clarification at present.

16 See Canon Taylor’s exposition, op. cit., pp. 246-50; for rccent ac-
ceptances of this curious doctrine see Woodruff’'s Expansion of Races
and Wm. McDougall's “Is America safe for Democracy?” See our dis-
cussion, pp. 233-4.

16 0p. cit.,, p. 134.

1T The Aryans, A study of Indo-European Origins, New York, 1926.

18 See his Chap. IX, “Greek Lands and the Basis of Chronology” and
Chap. XII, “The Aryan Cradle.”

19 The Racial History of Man, New York, 1923, especially pp. 118-26.
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It is perfectly correct, therefore, to say that at the present time
the logical argument advanced by Penka, Max-Miiller, Peake,
Childe and others for an original Aryan race of distinctive and
relatively uniform physical type is as sound, or as unsound, as
it ever was. How sound that is will doubtless be for each a
matter of personal predilection. Certainly scientists of all fields
will be skeptical of logic and await the dictum of facts. The facts
for the contention are few and not clear, but on the other hand it
cannot be disproven. On logical or a priori grounds it may with
great cogency be argued that: (1) purity of race must in all cases
be viewed as a relative term; even the Australian aborigines show
evidences of race mixture; (2) it is highly improbable that a race
as adventurous and nomadic as the Aryans or Wiros are pictured
should have kept itself in complete isolation during a thousand
years, or even several centuries anywhere in the central Eur-
Asian plains; (3) it is also highly improbable that a race as
numerous as the Aryans are uniformly assumed to have been (with
the exception of occasional passages in Peake), scattered over the
considerable territory that would be necessary under conditions of
old- and new-stone age cultures could have avoided a good deal of
intermixture ; this improbability is strengthened when one takes
account of the migratory and military propensities of the Aryans.
This reasoning is strengthened by Childe’s admission that even in
Neolithic times, perhaps five or six thousand years ago, central
Europe already contained a mosaic of races and that migrating
groups were almost certainly far from pure, moreover, assuming
that there was an original simon-pure Aryan stock, there are no
facts on which to base the assumption that it was endowed by na-
ture and tradition, with a sense of race superiority so pronounced
that it viewed the mingling of its blood with others as a sort of race
sacrilege. This last contention is advanced by various Aryan-
ists; Gobineau and Chamberlain advance it, but in a self-
contradictory manner ; Grant and Peake put it forward, but with
little proof. From those many centuries preceding recent times
there are no advocates. If, therefore, as seems best, one does not
go beyond the existing facts, he must say that there is as yet no evi-
dence that a pure Aryan race ever existed, while there is much
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logic as well as fact to warrant the belief that such a race did not
exist in a pure state at any time within the last few thousand years.

The works of Posche and Penka seem to have been little vitiated
by any special racial sentiment, but it was very largely due to them
that the doctrine of the racial supremacy of the tall blond became
established in Germany. As we have seen, Gobineau laid little
stress on anthropological data; he clearly pictured the Aryan-
Germans as the saviors of civilization, but he was sparingly cir-
cumspect rather than repetitiously precise in his description of their
physical traits. This may have been due to a too clear conscious-
ness that his own eyes were not blue; or it may have been due to
the fact that he wrote before interest in the anthropological aspects
of the matter became active. In any case, after the works of
Posche and Penka it became the fashion in a rapidly widening
circle of scholars to speak of the Baltic blonds as having con-
stituted an aristocratic minority among the ancient Greeks, the
Romans, and even farther afield. With the rise of the school of
anthropo-sociology under the leadership of Otto Ammon in Ger-
many and Vacher de Lapouge in France,?® showing a predominance
of blond long heads among the upper classes of western European
cities the doctrine of a specially gifted Aryan race entered upon
what scemed like irrefutable statistical proof. Thus the theory
of a special racial aristocracy of Germanic lineage advanced in a
posthumous work by the proud spokesman for the feudal system,
Comte Henri de Boulainvillers (1658-1722), nearly two centuries
before, once more came into vogue, but in a new setting. Every
scrap of evidence from archalogical research and every reference
since and before the days of Homer to fair gods, goddesses and
heroes were eagerly collated to show the supremacy of the blond
Aryan. To this was added the extensive and in many respects
highly meritorious work of numerous anthropologists, German,
French, Swiss, Polish and what not. There was an impressive lack
of agreement among the advocates of divergent views even in any
one country, and yet the theory of the tall, blond, dolichocephalic
Aryan was most warmly and widely supported in Germany, while

20 See special study of this school in a later chapter.
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the theory of the short, dark, brachycephalic Aryan was similarly
supported in France.

The weight of opinion, however, favored the dolicho-blond, who
found powerful advocates even in France in Lapouge, Zaborow-
ski, Collignon and others. France had indeed derived its name
from one of the noblest tribes of this noble race, which had still
many exemplars of its high-born qualities and aristocratic features
among the successful classes in France. At the same time the
valuable work of Von Holder, Lissauer, and especially of Virchow
throughout the 70’s and 80's in Germany, and of Anders Retzius
in Sweden more than a decade earlier, revealing the remarkable
heterogeneity of the very early populations of the Baltic areas
and the existence among the ancient stocks of large proportions of
brachycephals, counted for nearly naught; the myth of a pure and
super-gifted Aryan or Aryan-Germanic race appealed powerfully
to popular imagination.

It is customary to attribute almost solely to the Gobineau school
the amazing outburst of tribal self-glorification evidenced by Ger-
many during the decades preceding the Great War. It would
seem, however, that other important factors must be taken into
account. In the first place, the philosophies of Kant, Lessing,
Herder, Fichte and Hegel fixed firmly in German thought a meta-
physical conception of the state and a mystical philosophy of his-
torical evolution. Kant (1724--1804) developed the doctrine of
a continuous evolution of humanity from the dominion of in-
stinct to freedom achieved through adherence to the law of reason.
Fichte (1762-1814) found in history the revelation of the Ab-
solute, made the state an instrument of the divine purpose in
relation to the individual and thus elevated patriotism to a religion.
Moreover, he found the German nation the only one capable of
true patriotism and true religion and hence endowed with a
special divine mission in the revelation of the soul and purposes
of God to Humanity. Fichte established firmly in political tradi-
tion the trilogy of race, nation and language and may be looked
upon as the spiritual progenitor of all those expansive ideologies,
Pan-Germanism, Pan-Slavism, Pan-Latinism, which have dreamed
of the union of all peoples speaking related tongues into one
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vast, and of course glorious, empire. Herder (1744-1803) laid the
basis for a Pan-Germanic movement when he declared that “His-
tory happily reveals that the system of the Germanic nations has
protected the debris of human culture against the tempests of
centuries, developed public spirit in Europe and slowly and silently
extended its action to all countries of the globe.” And he added,
“We have much yet to do.” #

A powerful factor in fixing racial idealizations in the tradition
of the German people was the literature of the Romantic move-
ment founded by Friedrich Schlegel (1772-1829). His philosophy
of history was founded largely on the doctrine that it was the
purity and vigor of the German blood which had saved civilization
and regenerated it as it threatened to fall to pieces in the hands of
the degenerate Romans. He found the unity of modern history
in a Christianity which was derived from the vitalizing of Roman
culture by the special racial potency of the Teutons, a view that
found repetition in Gobineau and indefinite expansion in Chamber-
lain. It is a view which exhales the essence of the particular form
of race mysticism which slowly developed in Germany in the
nineteenth century.??

But all his predecessors were only mildly introductory to the
apotheosis of the state by Hegel (1770-1831). In his teaching,
the state became, if not God Himself, at least the highest creation
" of FEternal Reason and the clearest expression of Divine Wisdom.
The state became endowed with an absolutism which put the Levia-
than to shame, even transcending the most extravagant claims of
those imperialists who in an earlier day claimed for the emperor
a divinely given right to rule. “Every state, whatever it be, par-
ticipates in the divine essence.” The state, conceived as idea, con-
ceived as the unification and harmonization of generality and in-
dividuality, is the actual God in the world. Universal history is
but the unfolding of Divine Reason, of Universal Spirit. It is

21 Quoted by Ernest Selliére, Le Comte de Gobincau, pp. xxvii and
xxviil.

22 Cf. Theophile Simar, Etude critique sur la formation de la doctrine
des races aw xvii® siccle et son expansion au xix°® siécle, Brussels, 1922,

pp. 119-20.
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an expression of an expanding consciousness of freedom culminat-
ing in the German world which knows all to be free. “An artist
in abstractions” and moving in “an atmosphere of mystical exalta-
tion,” 2* Hegel succeeded not only in reconciling individual free-
dom with a sovereign monarchy but especially in so confusing the
divine qualities of the state in idea with the Hohenzollern state in
fact that a cult of the monarchic state was created.?* The absolu-
tistic and idealistic conception of the state, the mystical doctrines
that monarchy, state, and historical evolution are the outward mani-
festations of an inner essence, the religious consciousness of a
glorious and divinely-inspired mission of the German folk, greatly
strengthened by the zealous patriotism systematically cultivated
after 1870, all prepared for a ready acceptance of the doctrines of
the Gobineau cult.

Strange as it may seem, an early and powerful formulation of
Pan-Germanism in one of its varied forms was made by Friedrich
List in his System of Political Economy published in 1840. He
identified race and language, and held that race, a creation of
nature, should form the basis of the state. Existing states, being
the artificial creations of chance and diplomacy, should be super-
seded by new ones resting on a true foundation. The European
races were the Slavic, the Latin and the Germanic, and hence each
should have an all-inclusive state of its own wherein its special
genius could find full and free expression. List saw in the “German
race” a special genius for the development of power and wealth,
and in this respect contrasted them with the I'rench, or “Gallic
race,” who were obviously inferior in manufacturing, in commerce
and in naval prowess, and devoted to military glory. England,
he viewed as part of the Germanic stock and in England’s success
as a colonial power he saw the possibilities of world domination by
Germany and England when the latter should enter upon a policy
of colonization.?s

28Wm. A. Dunning, Political Theorics, from Montesquicu to Spencer,
New York, 1905, p. 159.

2¢See Dunning, op. cit., Ch. IV, and John Dewey, German Philosophy
and Politics, New York, 1915, pp. 91-132.

25 Simar, op. cit., pp. 120-21.
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The foundation was thus laid by these high priests of learning
and culture for an unquestioning acceptance of the absolutistic and
idealistic conception of the state, the mystical doctrine that the out-
ward manifestation of an inner essence may be seen in the mon-
archy, the state and the processes of historical evolution. At the
same time, immense impetus was given to the development of the
religious consciousness of a glorious and divinely-inspired mission
of the German folk. All this was steadily aided by the writings
of the romantic historians, the poets and the philosophers, the
Schlegels, Goethes and Schopenhauers, great and small. After
1870 the eager zeal of the Prussian nationalistic historians stirred
anew the expectant patriotism of the nation. On account of the
importance attributed to the writings of Ileinrich von Treitschke
it may be worth noting here that in his Politics (1907) one does
not find the slightest trace of Aryanism or Teutonism. On the
contrary he says: ‘““No one would try to maintain that the cre-
ative political strength of Germany resided in these unmixed Ger-
man stocks. The real champions and pioneers of civilization in
Germany in the Middle Ages were the South Germans, who have
a Celtic strain, and in modern times, the North Germans, who are
partly Slav.” Far from being an advocate of the advantages of
racial purity, Treitschke, here as in many other respects like Lud-
wig Gumplowicz, finds the origins of political genius in a mix-
ture of races. He says: ‘“Almost all great nations, like the
Athenians, call themselves autochthonous, and boast, nearly always
without cause, of the purity of their blood. Yet it is just the State-
constructing nations, like the Romans and the English, who are
the most strongly mixed race.” ** One may thus hold that the
state is more than human and that his own state is called to a
world mission of sublimity and grandeur, and yet find the source
of its power, not in the special gifts of a super-race, but in the
qualities arising from race mixture. And under the inspiring
leadership of such subtle forces as Wagnerian opera and
patriotized Christianity, there emerged an exultant and crusading
faith in the inevitable expansion and domination of Germanism.

26 Treitschke, vol. 1, p. 281, Translation by Blanche Dugdale and Torben
de Billa, London, 1916.
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In all this there was nothing unique. The same processes and
the same kinds of influence were at work in other European coun-
tries, Japan and the United States. In each one, popular thought
is composed mostly of tradition and emotion. What flatters the
patriotic vanity is taught, spoken, reiterated until it becomes a
part of popular faith. Witness recent revisions of histories in
this country in order to make them palatable for popular con-
sumption. The violent patriotism that inevitably results is the
most powerful social force in history. This sentiment is a natural
and inevitable expression of man’s gregarious nature and every-
where it makes an amalgam of folk-lore, tradition, history and re-
ligious mysticism which fires the innermost depths of even a
cautious scholar. In times of peace it is expressed in song, cere-
mony, symbol and ritual, while in times of group stress it becomes
an all-enveloping and irresistible passion which makes men heroic
and nations sublime, as it also makes silly asses of men and pestif-
erous nuisances of nations.

Thus by the close of the nineteenth century the original mys-
ticism of Gobineau had been raised to the exalted level of a holy
and increasingly militant faith. In 1899 this was given a power-
ful expression in the writings of Houston-Stewart Chamberlain,
another poet-musician-philosopher. Though born in England of
aristocratic parents, he was educated in France and Germany, be-
came an enthusiastic follower of Wagner, whose daughter he later
married, a member of the Gobineau Vereinigung, and a contributor
to the Politische Anthropologische Rewvue. His most influential
work was his Grundlagen des Neuncehnten Jahrhunderts??

This work rested squarely on the original Gobineau assump-
tions, bolstered up by much of the Aryan tradition accumulated
thereafter, and mixed with a vast amount of historical, philo-
sophical, poetical and purely imaginative material. These loqua-
cious and rambling volumes, making an impressive show of
encyclopeedic learning, full of contradictions, crammed with dog-
matizing and rationalizing relieved by only occasional manifesta-

27 Berlin, 1899; English translation by John Lees, with “Introduction”
by Lord Redesdale, Foundations of the Ninetcenth Century, 2 vols. Lon-
don and New York, 1910. References are to this translation.
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tions of scientific criticism, were so popular in Germany that, in
spite of size and cost, their sales ran into the scores of thousands.
Kaiser Wilhelm was so pleased with them that he appropriated
10,000 marks to further their distribution. They are not science,
but literature; nevertheless, their pseudo-scientific character is
skilfully concealed by the author’s range of knowledge and his
undoubted intellectual power, while their great influence over
popular thought was due to their vigorous and often deeply-moving
style. Chamberlain was a man after Gobineau’s own heart. His
ardor, his poetical mysticism, his vigor of expression and his
sweeping imaginative power of summation and generalization all
evidenced a man of letters of great gifts, qualified to intensify in
one of the greatest nations of all time the sense of superiority and
the consciousness of special racial destiny. There can be little
doubt that his artistic temperament was deeply stirred by that
demonic afflatus which in our day finds its chief expression in racial
and national patriotism. He wrote as poet and prophet to whom
truth had been revealed in all its divine effulgence. And most
of the world prefers the soothsayer to the humble seeker after
knowledge. Poetry and prophecy glow with the warmth and light
of illusion; scientific truth is cold, plain and prosaic. It may be
that man cannot live without illusion; in any case, it still serves
to raise hope, increase confidence, and stir the will to live and the
.desire to dominate. As an outstanding contribution to that liter-
ature which intensified in the German people the illusion of a
special divine mission Chamberlain’s work must be viewed as one
of the remote causes in the background of the Great War.

Only the scantiest illustration of his method and viewpoint is
possible here. The Foundations of the modern world were laid,
he finds, by five great factors: the art, literature and philosophy
of Greece; the law, statecraft, and ideals of citizenship of Rome;
the world-redeeming “revelation of Christ™; the alien and disrupt-
ing influence of the Jews and Judaism; and the saving, regenerat-
ing, reorganizing and ennobling power of the Teutons.

Space requires that we confine ourselves to his doctrines of
Aryanism, Teutonism and race. His Aryanism is obviously much
diluted in comparison with that of Gobineau. Though usually
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classed by American students among the promoters of the Aryan
myth, it is extremely doubtful whether this is a fair recognition of
Chamberlain’s attitude. That he was fully aware of the absurd-
ities attaching to the conception of an Aryan race is clear. But
here, as elsewhere, he is consistently so self-contradictory that one
can attribute anything to him and fortify allegation with an ap-
propriate quotation.

As to Aryanism, it is obvious that Chamberlain found it a
ticklish subject, a bog of receding mirages and shifting quick-
sands: “And what kind of man is the Aryan? Only he who
knows nothing of ethnography can give a definite answer to this
question.” ** He finds the Aryan peoples very much mixed in
blood and quotes Ujfalvi, who made a special research expedition
to central Asia, to the effect that “The term Aryan is purely con-
ventional: the Iranian peoples at the north and the Hindoo tribes
at the south of the Indian Caucasus differ absolutely in type, and
descend, without any doubt whatever, from two different races.” 29
He agrees that the authorities (G. Schrader, Ranke and Virchow)
find the Aryans in Europe from the days of “the oldest trog-
lodytes” and remarks that “The more we study the specialists,
the less certain we become.” *® Hartmann in 1876 had declared
the Aryans “an invention of the study and not a primeval people,”
and there were many who agreed. Salomon Reinach 3! had de-
clared: “To speak to the Aryans of three thousand years ago is
to express a gratuitous hypothesis; while to speak as if they ex-
isted to-day is simply to utter an absurdity.” Philology, anthro-
pology and ethnology have all united to make the concept of an
Aryan people impossible; “who knows what will be taught about
‘Aryans’ in the year 19507 %2

And yet Chamberlain can hardly dispense with the use of the
term. Indeed, there are great authorities, he finds, such as Ratzel,

28 Ibid., vol. 1, pp. 263~4.

2 Quoted from Chas. de Uijfalvi, Les Aryens au nord et au sud de
PHindou-Kousch, Paris, 1896, p. 15.

30 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 265.

81 L’Origine des Aryens, 1892, p. go.

82 Foundations, vol. 1, p. 26s.
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Ranke, Ehrenreich, who hold that “the common characteristics
of the Indo-Europeans, from the Atlantic Ocean to India, suffice
to put the actual blood-relationship beyond all doubt.” 3% 1t is
especially important, he thinks, to emphasize the uniformity and
special character of the conception of law among all Aryan or
Indo-European peoples. “No measuring of skulls and philolog-
ical subtleties can get rid of this simple fact and by it the exist-
ence of a moral Aryanism is proved, no matter how varied are
the elements of which the peoples of this group should be com-
posed.” **  So the term Aryan becomes ever more indispensable
to scientists and historians, philologists and theologians. Never-
theless, if one uses the term ever so cautiously “he is scorned and
slandered by academic scribes and nameless newspaper reviewers.”
But it is best to “trust science more than the official simplifiers
and levellers and the professional anti-Aryan confusion-makers.
Though it were proved that there never was an Aryan race in the
past, yet we desire that in the future there may be one.” 3°

These passages reveal a clear understanding on Chamberlain’s
part of the factual intricacies and theoretical difficulties of cur-
rent Aryan hypotheses. They also show that the concept of a
race patterned after the idealized though fictitious Aryan as the
model toward which western peoples should evolve appealed
strongly to his poetical imagination. In many passages in the
Tloundations he even lapses into the use of “Aryan” and “Indo-
European” as applying to races. DBut the reader of Chamberlain
becomes inured to contradiction and inconsistency. At the same
time, it should be clear that those numerous American critics who,
first arousing prejudice by calling him a “renegade Englishman,”
then go on to accuse him broadly of promulgating the Aryan myth,
are not sufficiently candid and discriminating. This can be made
plain by citing one of those passages in which Chamberlain pays his
respects to Buckle and Gobineau as “two poles of an equally
wrong method.” One explained culture by climate, soil and food,
the other by “a hypothetical Aryan, a being of whom we know

83 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 260.
34 Ibid., vol. 1, pp. 934
35 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 206, note.
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nothing at all, whom we construct out of the remotest, most in-
comprehensible sagas, and patch together from linguistic indica-
tions which are extremely difficult to interpret, a being whom every
one can, like a fairy, endow with all the gifts that he pleases.” *°
On the whole it seems accurate to say that Chamberlain generally
avoided the doctrine of an Aryan race, but that he found the terms
“Aryan,” “Indo-European” and “Aryanism” necessary in describ-
ing certain elements of culture common to India, Irania, Greece,
Rome and Western Europe.

But if Gobineau may be called the great apostle of Aryanism,
Chamberlain may be called the great evangelist of Teutonism. In
fact, he even outdid his distinguished exemplar in romantic idealiz-
ation. The heroic qualities of the Teuton aroused all the eloquent
admiration of his ardent and enthusiastic nature. As Lord Redes-
dale says in the “Introduction”: “The leitmotiv: which runs
through the whole book is the assertion of the superiority of the
Teuton family to all the other races of the world.” In passage
after passage tribute is paid to the marvelous qualities and extraor-
dinary capacity for civilization of the Teutons, Die Germanen.

And what kind of man is this Teuton? He must not be con-
ceived in any narrow nationalistic sense, for he ‘“embraces the
various portions of the great North-European race, whether
“Teutonic’ in the narrow Tacitean meaning, or Celts, or genuine
Slavs.” 8" The author is a little skeptical of Slavs and hence
takes pains to designate as “‘genuine” those whom he would in-
clude within the circle of the elect. He tells us that these have
descended from the ancient Teutons, and must not be confused
with modern Slavs who have lost their racial power through mis-
cegenation.®® Of their racial purity there can be no doubt.
“That Celts, Slavs and Teutons are descended from a single pure
stock may to-day be regarded as certain in the light of anthropol-
ogy and ancient history.” 3 This Teuton may be identified with

36 Ibid., vol. 2, p. 206. In another place, vol. 2, p. 263, Chamberlain puts
Gobineau’s work “in the hybrid class of scientific phantasmagorias.”

37 [bid., vol 1, p. 67.

38 1bid., vol. 2, p. 197.

39 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 499, note.
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the Homo Europeus of Vacher de Lapouge.** Two Frenchmen,
d’Arbois de Jubainville and Gabriel de Mortillet, are quoted in
support of the contention that Gauls and Germans are racially the
same.*!

It was the Teuton who created all that is most worthy in modern
civilization. About four hundred pages are devoted to the story
of Teutonic triumphs in every sphere of human achievement. It
is the story of “the creation of a new world, of an absolutely new
order of society adapted to the character, the needs and the gifts of
a new species of men.” ** llere we have in Chamberlain the
most specific statement of the primacy of race in the evolution of
culture. “It was Teutonic blood and Teutonic blood alone that
formed the impelling force and the informing power.” **  “It is
a definite species of mankind which constitutes the physical and
moral basis of our North-European culture. The less Teutonic
a land is the more uncivilized it is.” ** That European civilization
of the present is “specifically Teutonic” is repeatedly reiterated.

We cannot here even mention all the claims made for the Teuton
as the creator of present civilization. Two out-standing achieve-
ments were the preservation and regeneration of Christianity, a
doctrine at least as old as Friedrich Schlegel, and the renewal of
civilization in the Renaissance. The Teuton is pictured as having
an especially deep religious nature: “No souls thirst more after
religion than the Slavs, the Celts and the Teutons”;** as show-
ing a special affinity for the message of Jesus; as having an in-
stinctive revulsion from the double blights of Judaism and Roman-
ism; and as now being the sole carrier of the true gospel through-
out the world. The Renaissance is presented as the unique work
of Lombard, Goth and other Teutons of Italy and the notable

40 bid., pp. 499 note and 522,

41 The former in Les Celtes, 1904, said, “There is probably more Gallic
blood in Germany than in France.” The latter, in his Formation de la
nation francaise, 1897, is quoted as asserting that the physical character-
istics of the Gauls and the Germans are “exactly the same.”

42 Foundations, vol. 2, p. 187.

43 Ibid., vol. 2, p. 187.

44 1bid., vol. 2, p. 188.

45 Ibid., vol. 1, p. xxviii.
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contributors to the art, science and literature of the twelfth,
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries in Italy were derived from
their “creative blood.” But this is only the beginning of a long
series of varied achievements in Discovery, Science, Industry,
Political Economy, Politics, the Church, Philosophy and Religion,
and Art which includes among the outstanding Teutons the great
creative minds of Western Europe from Marco Polo, Roger Bacon
and Giotto to Galvani, Lavoisier, Watt, Kant and Goethe. More-
over, if one brought together all the great names of recent times
which are by implication brought under the agis of the Teuton
stock he would find that few notable moderns had escaped. It was
thus the blood of Die Germanen from which sprang most if not all
those mighty geniuses, who by their originality and creative power
reared a new civilization on the chaos of the decadent Roman
power, a civilization popularly considered European, but in essence
Teutonic.

Thus the process of poetic idealization ignored all logical limita-
tions. It might have been assumed that a “pure” race would
have more or less highly specialized traits and capacities and that
it would be subject to the limitations imposed by its purity and
specialism. Individuals and animal breeds alike have the defects
of their qualities. No man combines all the qualities most suitable
for every position and purpose. A great scholar may be a poor
administrator ; a great artist, a poor manager. Likewise a Per-
cheron or Norman horse would be a poor entrv for the Derby,
an awkward saddle-horse in a cattle round-up. But not so with
Chamberlain’s Teutons; they led in statecraft and in music as well.

He must, however, be given credit for an occasional note of
caution, such as is shown in his treatment of the Apostle Paul.*
So great a man could not have been “a pure Jew by race”; so
Chamberlain finds his father to have been a Jew and his mother
a Hellene. Now, while the popular notion that a man inherits
his character from his father and his intellect from his mother
may be a bit dogmatic, says Chamberlain, yet, when we observe
its operation in the cases of many great men, such as Goethe and

46 Ibid., vol. 2, p. 57, note.
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Schopenhauer, it may well serve to explain Paul. Likewise, the
discussion of Jesus is typically Chamberlainian. There is not
the slightest evidence of his parents being of Jewish descent; the
Galileans doubtless had an infusion of Aryan blood; and Christ’s
Aryanism is revealed in his message. At the same time, Joseph,
Galilean or not, was not his father, for he had no father!*?

And how may one describe the physical traits of this super-
race? Der Germane, the Teuton, must not be confused with Der
Deutsch, the modern German, though one need not doubt that Ger-
many is the nation in which the greatest amount of old Teutonic
blood is found in greatest purity. Well, it is a matter of widely
accepted tradition that the pure-blooded Teuton is tall, strongly
built, with a large frame, blue or gray-eyed, blond or red-haired,
long-headed, and clear complexioned. In one passage, Chamber-
lain pictures the ideal Teuton, one not found in the flesh, but
such as he might have appeared to one who had before his eyes
all the Germanic peoples of the days of Tacitus, “the still un-
mixed Celts, the Teutons and the Germanic Slavs,” an ideal
representative of the perfect combination of those traits about
which all genuine Teutons vary: “the great radiant heavenly eycs,
the golden hair, the gigantic stature, the symmetrical muscular
development, the lengthened skull (which an ever-active brain,
tortured by longing, had changed from the round lines of animal
contentedness and extending toward the front),*® the lofty
countenance, required by an elevated spiritual life as the seat of
its expression.” #* In this passage the worshipful idolatry of the
poet and lover are clearly manifest. Moreover, there can be no
doubt of the racial distinctiveness of the Teutons, even from the
rest of the Indo-Europeans, and the importance of physical traits
“would perhaps be difficult to over-cstimate.”

47 [bid., vol. 1, pp. 205, 200, 210 ct passim.

48 There is a similar passage in J. Jacobs, “On the Racial Characteristics
of Modern Jews,” Jour. of Anthrop. Inst., vol. 15, 1886, in which he suggests
that the brachyvcephalization of the Jews may be due to their intense mental
activity. Evidently race idolatry and poetical imagination are not limited
to the Nordics.

49 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 535.
50 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 518.
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But here one must note certain limitations. In the first place,
“that man only is Germanic who is descended from Germanic an-
cestors.” % Just why this should be a limitation is not clear, but
its bearing is at once indicated in the contention that any mixture
of Teutonic elements gives a “genuinely Germanic” product. It
is obvious to the reader that this “limitation” greatly broadens the
scope of the arca over which the genius-producing Teutonic blood
may be said to have operated. In fact, our author finds that it is
the very mixture of Germanic types that accounts for the “super-
abundance of rich talents” in France and for “the distinct na-
tional color and the richness of the gifts” of the German people.’?

But there are other “limitations.” Virchow had made much of
the doctrine dear to the heart of all Blondists from Gobineau to
Madison Grant, that the aristocracy of Europe was everywhere of
the tall fair-haired type. Chamberlain finds this doctrine out of
harmony with the facts. He accused Virchow of being blinded by
political prejudice in failing to note “the prevalence of dark color
among the members of the most genuine old Germanic nobility.
In England this is quite striking. Tall, spare-built figures, long
skulls, long countenances . . . genealogies which go back to the
Norman period, in short, genuine Teutons in physique and history
—but black hair.” ** He notes the same in Germany among the
old nobility. He finds the poets frequently speak of dark hair
as a characteristic of the nobility even in the north of Germany.
Indeed, the inhabitants of the German Tyrol, who have been de-
clared to “represent the true type of the primeval Teuton,” have
dark or black hair. In short, “the most genuine sons of this
(Teutonic) race may be black-haircd.” 5

How, then, shall we view the head-form? All investigations
show this to have been very much mixed, among the primitives,
the ancients (Hellenes), and the moderns. Facts compel the
recognition of the existence in Europe from the most remote period
of round heads as well as long heads. These non-Indo-European

51 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 521.
52 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 522, and vol. 2, p. 231
53 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 523.
5¢ Ibid., vol. 1, p. 526.
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races mixed with the Teutons and contribute still to their un-
germanizing. In consequence of the multitude of conflicting facts
“‘science is at the present time like a helpless barque tossing to and
fro on a troubled sea; whoever is led away by its illusions is
doomed sooner or later to sink.” ® The author finds the problem
greatly complicated by the growing belief that the Indo-Europeans
did not immigrate into Europe but were indigenous there. At this
point he pours out his scorn on the racial equalitarians, such as
Kollmann, who reach the astounding conclusion that “the develop-
ment of culture is manifestly the common achievement of all
these types. All European races so far as we have penetrated into
the secret of the nature of race, are equally gifted for every task
of culture.” Any such idea is to Chamberlain unthinkable, and he
warns against following such silly delusions of the younger an-
thropologists. He condemns the whole of craniometry and
anatomical science in relation to the problems of race as a quag-
mire,

What then shall be our guide? His answer is found in the
sections labelled “Rational Anthropology,” “Science of Physiog-
nomy,” and “Freedom and Loyalty.” % Starting with the fact
that there is much variation in any plant or animal species, he lays
down the principle that no instruments of measurement enable one
to pick out what is superior and distinctive. In consequence, one
must fall back “on intuition born of ceaseless observation.” 3  If
then we had before us all the Teutons of the olden days we should
not find them all tall as giants and all dolichocephalous. “On the
other hand, we might well have made the seemingly paradoxical
statement, that the small men of this group are tall, for they belong
to a tall race, and for the same rcason those short skulls are long;
if we look more closely we shall soon see that outwardly and in-
wardly they have specific characteristics of the Germanic people.”
If one is inclined to doubt the infallibility of this method of in-
tuitive determination of what is truly German from what is not,
Chamberlain has a convincing illustration of the working of the

55 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 530.
56 Ibid., vol. 1, pp. 534-50.
87 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 537.
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method in a related sphere. He has noticed “that very small chil-
dren, especially girls, frequently have quite a marked instinct for
race. It frequently happens that children who have no concep-
tion of what ‘Jew’ means, or that there is such a thing in the
world, begin to cry as soon as a genuine Jew or Jewess comes near
them! The learned frequently cannot tell a Jew from a non-Jew;
the child that scarcely knows how to speak notices the difference.”
This will strike the scientifically-minded person as nonsensical
drivel but to our author “it seems worth as much as a whole an-
thropological congress.”

An illustration of this infallible method for discovering the
secrets of human heredity is found in the study of faces. Thus
Dante’s noble countenance betrays his unmistakable Teutonic
origin, a clear embodiment of the creative blood of Goths, Lango-
bards and Franks who had thoroughly Germanized Northern Italy.
Of course, not all German heads and faces resemble Dante’s. On
the contrary, “we find all thinkable combinations, even to that head
which in every particular is the very opposite of Dante’s and by
this very fact betrays the intimate relationship: I mean the head of
Martin Luther.” One recognizes this intimate relationship be-
trayed by directly opposite traits quite readily by noticing “the
mental hurricane expressed in the countenance” in the case of
Dante, but which in the case of Luther “embraces forehead, eyes
and nose.” In other words, the basis of a “rational anthropology”
is found in a sort of spiritual divination. In any case such a
method enables one to prove what he pleases to his own satisfac-
tion and renders him immune to the contradictoriness of facts and
the logic of critics. 'What matters it that Dante’s head is long and
Luther’s round >—their countenances reflect the energy, thirst for
achievement, and soul power of the Germanic spirit at its best.
Hence, “Dante and Luther are at the extremes of the rich
physiognomical scale of great Germanic men.” Which means
that any one, provided he be sufficiently great, may be included
within the sacred precincts of the chosen race.

We may pause here to note the significance of Chamberlain’s
admission that the aristocracy of western Europe was much mixed
in anthropological type, It is an admission overlooked by some
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of his successors, notably Woltmann and Grant, but one which not
only fits the facts—as his own and even Woltmann’s evidence in-
dicates—but also suggests an altogether different view of the role
of the racial factor. The famous French anthropologist, Paul
Broca,®® had a generation earlier declared: “Partout il y a des
hommes grands et des hommes petits, partout il y a des blonds et
des bruns, des tétes longues et des tétes rondes, des yeux noirs,
bleus ou gris, des visages celtiques, germaniques et méme
pélasgiques.” Heterogeneity among these peoples has doubtless
existed for several thousand years. It has at no time been a
question of pure races: even Gobineau repeatedly remarks on the
alloy among the various Aryan groups even at the moment of
the earliest historical movements. It has always been a question,
therefore, of the relative proportions of different elements con-
tained by different groups. The same is true of the various
classes. If the conquering races were, at the moment of conquest,
relatively pure, they straightway ceased to be as much so in con-
sequence of miscegenation. The aristocratic elements would also
be gradually alloyed through the elevation to their ranks of the
more energetic, courageous and capable men of the ranks below.
From the days before the Christian era when such men made
themselves bo-aires and their sons hereditary noblemen among the
ancient Irish down to the present, there has never been a time when
such elevation was not possible and was not occurring. In other
words, men of varied racial background revealed capacities for
the highest tasks. It is again merely a question of relative pro-
portions, a matter considered more at length in our discussion of
anthropo-sociology.

One may hold that character and intelligence of race or in-
dividual are reflected in the countenance and at the same time
reject the puerile nonsense perpetrated by Chamberlain in the
use of physiognomy as an anthropological method. Salaman *°
is not the only one who has believed that there is something per-
sistent and characteristic about the Jewish expression. He even

58 Mémoires d’anthropologie, Paris, 1871.
59 R, N. Salaman, Heredity and the Jews, Jour. of Genetics, vol. 1,

1910-11, pp. 273-90.
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thought to prove it a recessive trait in Jewish-Gentile crosses. But
it was Galton who submitted the only scientific method of studying
the facial expression as a whole in his composite photographs.®
He was able to show that there is something characteristic or typi-
cal about the expression of certain classes. But the method is
cumbrous, difficult to bring under exact statistical control, and
easily subject to special manipulation. It has, therefore, failed
of general adoption. Moreover, a trait that is racial and due to
inheritance must register itself in physical proportions which can
be subjected to exact quantitative measurement. To be sure,
methods of measuring the fleshy parts of the face, as nose and lips,
are still wanting, and might well serve a useful purpose in spite of
the fact that these parts are variable with age and health. At the
same time it should be noted that the resources of the cephalic and
other indexes of the skull are far from exhausted as yet.

But Chamberlain would fain carry his farcical “rational an-
thropology” one step farther and take a look into “the soul of
the races.” Having rejected the methods of physical anthropology
as the means of testing racial affinity, he moves first to the un-
charted field of physiognomy in search of the physical expression
of psychic traits and from there to the even more ethereal and
spiritistic realm of subjective idealization. And with what result?
He finds that the outstanding trait of the Teuton is his loyalty to
his self-chosen leaders. It is not mere loyalty that one observes,
for “the negro and the dog serve their master, whoever they may
be; that is the morality of the weak, or, as Aristotle says, of the
man who is born to be a slave ; the Teuton chooses his master, and
his loyalty is therefore loyalty to himself: that is the loyalty of
the man who is born to be free.” ®* It is then the undying loyalty
of the freedom-loving Teuton that constitutes “the finest touch-
stone”’ for discovering his presence. And the root of this quality
“is beyond all doubt that power of imagination which is common
to all Aryans and peculiar to them alone and which appeared in
greatest luxuriance among the Hellenes.” This is on page 548;

80 Francis Galton, Inquiries into Human Faculty, Appendix A, Every-
man’s Library Edition.
61 Foundations, vol. 1, pp. 546-7.
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but on the preceding page he has told us in equally eloquent style:
“The disloyalty of the extravagantly gifted proclaimer of poetical
and political freedom, i.e., of the Hellene, was proverbial from
time immemorial.” So we end once more in an absurd contradic-
tion. Loyalty is rooted in imagination; but the Hellenes, Aryans
like the Teutons, had a supreme measure of imagination, though
they were notoriously disloyal, while the Teutons are the very em-
bodiment of that noble quality, loyalty. One could offer a prize to
any one who would find five consecutive pages of the two large
volumes in which a contradiction was not expressed, and be certain
that it would never be won.

So much, then, for Chamberlain’s Teutonism. He begins by
extolling the importance of the physical basis of racial power and
the anthropological distinctiveness of the tall, golden-haired and
long-headed Teutons. He ends by rejecting all physical criteria
in favor of intuition and spiritual affinity. But there was no other
way for him to organize and unify the maze of conflicting and
stubborn facts into the idealized creation which his vivid imagina-
tion so gloriously pictured. ‘“Whoever reveals himself German
by his acts, whatever be his genealogical tree, is a German.” This
destroyed all criteria of race, but would not prevent The Founda-
tions from stirring among the German people an intensified race
pride. For Chamberlain, like others who prove to be influential
prophets, was interpreted even more than interpreter. Those parts
of his diverse and confusing pronouncements which suited the
Zeitgeist were selected out, repeated, refined, magnified. The
presence in Germany of a vast amount of careful scholarly work
exposing the absurdities of Teuton worship had little effect on
public thought. His work is a panegyric, the expression of an
idolatrous enthusiast. Though he began his professional career as
a serious student of botanical science, he was at bottom not a
man of science at all, but a romantic esthete whose imagination had
been fired almost to madness by the potent magic of the Wagnerian
circle. The glorification of the Teuton as the creator of civiliza-
tion and as the only hope for the revelation of the Germanic
religion by which the world might be ultimately redeemed,—these
were his themes and he developed them with such power as to
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influence strongly a people already imbued with a mysticism like
unto his own. He transformed the Aryanism of Gobineau into
the Teutonism which lay at the basis of the imperialism and pan-
Germanism of Treitschke and Bernhardi.

It remains to outline briefly Chamberlain’s theory of the role of
racial heredity. He cherished the dream of a great and puie
Teutonic race in the future freed from the corruptions which
had during many centuries increasingly “ungermanized” the Ger-
man people. His five cardinal laws for the creation of a super-
race include first, the necessity of sound material to start with.
To secure the “extravagant,” the super-men, from such material
there must be in-breeding; but thirdly, the in-breeding itself will
not suffice: there must be selection, that is, artificial selection, or
the purposeful elimination of the unfit. But the effects of too close
in-breeding are degeneracy and sterility ; these must be prevented
and racial qualities perfected by crossing. This is a cardinal prin-
ciple with the author, and often referred to. It is best that the
crossing be that of related strains. Thus the intermingling of the
various branches of the Teutonic stocks, Celt, German and Slav,
has been notably fecund in men of genius. The same is true of
the crossing of Teutonic and Romance elements in Burgundy ; of
Teutonic, Frankish and Gallo-Romanic elements in France; and of
similar elements in Swabia, Saxony, Franconia, and Prussia. But
finally, this admixture of new blood must be strictly limited in
length of time, and it must be appropriate. Continued crossing
tends to “obliterate characters” and produces a stock without dis-
tinction. Moreover, not all combinations refine and ennoble, of
which proof in abundance may be seen in the South American
states.

It is not necessary to discuss these principles at this point; some
of them seem sound enough in the light of present knowledge
and some amplification of them will be given later. But it should
be noted that these were set forth as principles whereby a super-
race might be brought into existence. The fundamental signifi-
cance of this liecs in the fervent hope that civilization might again
be renewed by a purified and revivified Teutonic race. This is an
essential part of the mystical race religion of the Wagnerian school.
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For this reason Chamberlain criticises Gobineau’s doctrine that
the races were originally pure and through crossing started on the
downward path. This “fantastic idea that the originally ‘pure’
races crossed with each other” leads only to “a hopelessly pessi-
mistic view of the future of the human race.” The true view is
that every noble race becomes noble by a gradual process.®? This
process the above five principles outline. One might assume from
this that the Teutons also had at one time been impure and only
gradually mounted to true nobility. But it seemed to suit Cham-
berlain’s purposes better to assure his readers that they had
emerged from their original habitat already in the highest state
of purity. In that case, consistency requires that we assume that,
once highly heterogeneous in some mythical habitat, they had
there undergone a long period of endogamous marriage resulting
in their final purification. But in that case one wonders why they
did not produce an unequalled civilization while still in their state
of uncorrupted purity and why it was only after their cross-
fertilization with other FEuropean elements that they led in the
re-creation of culture,

This theory that general decadence followed widespread hybridi-
zation of the population was derived from Gobineau. He made
much of the “Chaos of Peoples,” the period following the decline
of Rome. In consequence of the vast mongrelization of peoples
due to the long centuries of peace and prosperity achieved by
the Empire there followed a millennium of confused impotence in
which all Europe was devoid of leadership and capacity for prog-
ress. In like manner the brilliant centuries in Italy following
the Renaissance gave way to a new era of chaos when the caste
lines that had long protected the Teuton aristocracy from blood
contamination were broken down and all capacity to produce
creative leaders was lost. Exactly the same process is said to have
occurred in Spain resulting in the corruption of the Gothic leader-
ship.®® As regards all such explanations, the careful student
must say that we do not know how much truth there may be
in them. They involve a philosophy of history, and while we

82 Foundations, vol. 1, p. 263.
93 Ibid., vol. 1, pp. 520-I.



80 THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION
have many philosophies we, as yet, have no science of history, or
of social processes in the large. An eclectic spirit here seems the
soundest course. There are many reasons for believing that the
potential fecundity of every civilized nation in men of genius is
far from constant. But at the same time the brilliancy of national
achievement obviously depends much on factors outside its own
borders, as the discovery of new worlds, the opening of new trade
routes, the discovery of new industrial processes or new sources of
natural wealth, the movements of peoples, great climatic changes,
etc. Moreover, the biological aspects of the relation of racial
heterogeneity to racial decadence really involve two problems which
should be kept distinct.

There is, first, the question whether and to what extent repeated
crossing tends to destroy the distinctive character of a species;
and there is, secondly, the question whether a change in racial
traits necessarily involves a reduction in intellectual powers. As
to the first, there can be no doubt that repeated crossing will destroy
the distinctive traits of a species. Such traits can only be main-
tained by selective breeding. The blondness of the ideal “Nordic”
can be reduced or even bred out by continuous crossing with
duplex brunet types. The second question is not so easily an-
swered, for it is as yet not clear to what extent particular mental
capacities can be attributed to the various racial elements in the
European population. As regards physical traits, there is a clear
separation between the ideal Nordic and the ideal Mediterranean
as regards hair and eye color, but there is no mental trait found
in one which is not found in the other. There is in each group a
considerable range of variation as regards any mental capacity, and
we cannot be certain whether they will differ as regards the aver-
age development of any given trait or whether the proportions of
the curves which represent the distribution of the trait will be the
same or strikingly different. If they should be the same, then one
could maintain that repeated crossing will not in itself be a cause
of decadence.

But Chamberlain repeatedly emphasizes the value both of race
purity and of race mixture on a moderate scale. His discussion
of the Jews illustrates his views on this point and also his ubiqui-
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tous inconsistency. He finds them to be originally compounded
of Syrians, Hittites, Indo-Europeans, Amorites (Homo Euro-
peus) and Bedouin Semites from the Arabian Desert, the latter
element constituting about half the total. He is not, however, like
a recent American psychologist, under the delusion that a racial
compound can be broken up into arbitrarily guessed percentages of
the assumed original elements.®* After enjoining caution, Cham-
berlain says: ‘“We shall not be inclined to ‘construct’ the Israel-
ite from percentages of Semites, Amorites and Hittites, some-
what as a cook makes a pudding from a recipe; that would be
childish folly.” ®* The Jews were, therefore, a very impure con-
glomerate to begin with, but they gradually became purer and
purer. He alleges that from a very early date the Jews made
themselves a separate people, enforced penalties against those
marrying outside the fold, especially the males, and thus fixed
clearly and sharply the dominating elements of Jewish character.
This he holds to be the chief source of their genius and their power,
for in spite of smallness of numbers they have exerted a marvelous
influence in the development of western civilization. For this
reason, in spite of his obvious emotional reaction against the Jews,
he occasionally grows eloquent over the results of their assumed
race purity. Speaking of the “genuine Sephardim” he says:
“This is nobility in the fullest sense of the word, genuine nobility
of race! Beautiful figures, noble heads, dignity in bearing and
speech. That out of the midst of such people Prophets and
Psalmists could arise—that I understood at the first glance.” ¢
One might well wish that Chamberlain would not decide so
many momentous anthropological questions by “the first glance.”
Moreover, the inevitable contradiction appears, for we are told
that the Jew is not distinguished by physical traits at all, for “the
term Jew rather denotes a special way of thinking and feeling.”
One may become a Jew without being born of Israelitish blood
and though one have authentic Israelitish heredity he is not neces-

%4 Professor C. C. Brigham in A Study of American Intelligence,
Princeton, 1923, commits this preposterous error.

95 Foundations, vol. 1, p. 408.

96 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 273.
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sarily a Jew.*” And yet the Jew is an alien in our civilization,
unfitted by his very “brain convolutions” from entering fully into
the current of the life about him!® Thus we begin our study
of the Jews with emphasis on the profound and enduring im-
portance of race; we rise to an extravagant eulogy of what ap-
pears to be the finest product of race purity ; but we end by find-
ing that it is all a matter of some mysterious spiritual affinity,
that any one “can very soon become a Jew” ; “it needs only to have
frequent intercourse with Jews, to read Jewish newspapers, etc.” *
This reference to the Jews is cited partly to bring out Chamber-
lain’s eulogy of race purity ; partly to expose another of his hope-
less contradictions; and partly to bring out the fact that all his
eloquence regarding the marvelous results of Jewish segregation
in marriage is based on a very partial statement of the facts. In
the first place, the racial history of the Jews is itself largely un-
known and unknowable, both so far as early origins are concerned
and as regards subsequent infusions of new elements. Woere the
Hittites, Amorites or the Semites any of them a “pure” race?
Since Gobineau’s day, the Semites have frequently been looked
upon as a cross of white and negro stocks, and Chamberlain shares
this view. The Amorites are generally conceded to have been of
blond type—but this is partly conjecture and no one knows whether
they were pure blonds or greatly mixed. LEven if blond, they
may have been round-headed. From what we know of other
nationalities, we may feel pretty certain that they were a people and
not a race and contained a large infusion of brunet elements, even
before the Israelites came into possession of the land of Canaan.
The Hittites were a people but they must remain a rather deep
mystery to the scientist, however useful to the poet, until their
records have been read. Von Luschan? thinks it possible to
classify both Amorites and Hittites as Aryans. It is fortunate
that the Aryan school is passing, for we might have witnessed the

87 Ibid., vol. 1, p. 491.

8 [bid., vol. 1, especially p. 336 et. seq.

89 /bid., vol. 1, p. 491.

70 “The Early Inhabitants of Western Asia,” Jour. Anthrop. Inst., N. S.

vol. 14, pp. 221-44.
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embarrassing spectacle of some Jewish anthropologist proving
that the Jews were after all fundamentally “Aryan” in “race”!

There can be no doubt of Jewish exclusiveness, but like all such
institutions it is relative and not absolute in its functioning.
There has been exclusiveness also of Catholics, and of various
Protestant religious denominations. It is not at all improbable
that a careful and extensive statistical investigation would show
that there has heen an even greater segregation in marriage among
the Irench Canadians of Quebec than among the Jews of any
western community. The operation of a marriage mandate is
dependent on mental attitudes which vary much from time to time
and place to place. It has been statistically shown that Jewish-
Gentile intermarriages have in recent times been less frequent in
castern Furope than in western, reaching the proportion of one-
third of all in the Jewish communities of England and the United
States, they are fewer proportionately in crowded Jewish com-
munities than where Jews are relatively few in number; less
frequent among the very poor and the very rich, and in Catholic
communities than in Protestant.”® Moreover, Chamberlain him-
sclf repeatedly lays much stress on the proselyting activities of the
Jews of the Diaspora, and Lord Redesdale’ reiterates this
statement.

The Church Councils of Chalcedon in 388, of Orleans in 538,
of Toledo in 589, and of Rome in 743 issued decrees against the
marriage of Christians with Jews. This would suggest that inter-
marriages must have been occurring, but such regulations and the
segregation of Jews in the ghettos were reflections of popular
feelings which would have prevented extensive amalgamation.
Ripley emphasizes this relative isolation as a factor of artificial
selection tending to produce a certain amount of racial unity among
a people otherwise highly diverse. In any case, the fact remains
that the Jews are to-day an extraordinarily heterogeneous people.
Sephardim, or Spanish-Portuguese Jews, differ in general from
Ashkenazim, or German-Polish Jews, in that, although blond traits

"t Cf. Julius Drachsler, Democracy and - ssimilation, New York, 1920,
pp. 124-8, and Intermarriage in New York City, New York, 1921, pp. 46-9.
72 “Introduction,” xxiii.
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appear in only five per cent or so of the former they appear in
from thirty to fifty per cent of the latter.” Louis D. Covitt ™
states that Chamberlain, Diihring, Wagner, Woodruff and others
of anti-Semitic bias consider the Jews a race; Wirth, Topinard,
Weissenberg, Fishberg, Neubauer and others think the Jews are
only a socio-theological group; some others think them a people,
and still others a nation or a nationality ; Zangwill thinks they are
neither race nor nation but exist only as a negative unity, by
force of hostile conditions; many Jewish students think the Jews
a race of relatively high purity, but many others, of the same ex-
traction and of equal authority, think them so highly heterogene-
ous that they can by no stretch of the scientific imagination be
considered a race. Von Luschan, Ripley, Lombroso and others
are cited by Covitt as holding that the Jews are not predomi-
nantly “Semitic” but “Aryan,” or indeed closely related to Euro-
pean Alpines.

All of which indicates that, if one choose his samples with suffi-
cient care, he can prove any of a wide varicty of theories. Without
denying a certain specialization to the Jews, one will be struck
with the fact that even a moderate-sized gathering of them will
show Teutonic, Mediterranean, Mongoloid and Negroid traits.”®
When Chamberlain confessed the inability of the experienced adult
to distinguish the Jew from the non-Jew, he confessed their
anthropological heterogeneity. This is not to say that they do not
display certain physical and mental characteristics in more frequent
proportion than other sections of European peoples, but it is to
say that the concept of a Jewish race is no more valid than that of
a German race, an English race, an American race, or a Catholic
race. Judaism is essentially a culture, while the Jews are best
thought of as a people, though many of them aspire also to become
a nation.

But as regards their special psychic or character traits one may

73 Maurice Fishberg, The Jews, New York, 1911, p. 114.

74 “The Anthropology of the Jew,” The Monist, July, 1916.

75 See Fishberg, op. cit., and especially Chaps. VIII and IX; J. Jacobs,
“On the Racial Characteristics of Modern Jews, Jour. Anthrop. Inst. vol. 15,
1886, pp. 23-63; Ripley, The Races of Europe, 1899, pp. 368-400, esp. pp. 308~
400; and A. Ruppin, The Jews of To-day, London, 1913, especially Chap. X.
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well avoid hasty generalizations. Their so-called rationalism and
intellectualism, their relative freedom from religious mysticism,
may be primarily due to cultural factors; these traits may also be
due in part to racial selection and specialization. Their adapta-
bility, nervous energy, and intense concentration may be largely
racial having been accentuated by the inbreeding and selection
which were favored by persecution and exclusiveness. Moreover,
it is equally important to remember that these traits are not pecul-
iar to Jews: they may have them in unusual frequency, but other
peoples also manifest them, and many Jews do not. Their finan-
cial acumen, their capacity to make money and to utilize it as the
Black Magic of the modern world ™ are likewise based on both
biological and social inheritance ; and these also are not a peculiar
possession. Multitudes of Jews live in poverty and reveal a miser-
able incompetency. Their eminence in finance, medicine, philos-
ophy, music, the stage, law, jurisprudence and journalism, in
science and learning 77 finds its biological basis, therefore, in quali-
ties which they share with the rest of mankind. And whether
their notable fecundity in able men is due to their inbreeding or to
their remarkable heterogeneity must remain largely a matter of
opinion. It would seem, however, quite as plausible to attribute
it to the latter as to the former. We shall endeavor in later pages
to show that neither in-breeding nor out-breeding are in itself in-
herently either good or bad; but there is considerable evidence to
show that while continued in-breeding is necessary to the stabiliza-
tion of specific characters, it may result both in an increase of ob-
vious defects and in a general decline of vitality; while crossing
may, on the other hand though not necessarily, result in a sort of
efflorescence or creative synthesis which produces offspring sur-
passing even the superior of the parents.

76 Sombart has said: “The Jews fathomed all the secrets that lay
in money and found out its magic powers. They became lords of money,
and through it, lords of the world.”

77 See J. Jacobs, “The Distribution of Jewish Ability,” Jour. Anthrop.
Inst., vol. 15, pp. 351-79; Ada Sterling, The Jew and Civilization, New
York, 1924; and George Cohan, The Jews in the Making of America,

Boston, 1924. For the theory that the Jews are a selected urban type, see
F. Kautsky, Are the Jews a Race, New York, 1926.
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Similar inconclusiveness attaches to Chamberlain’s discussion of
the cultural and religious aspects of Judaism. He presents vividly
the case for the view that the Jew is an alien in Western civiliza-
tion—that he is at odds with its spirit and will wreck it or domi-
nate it unless he be kept in check or ultimately absorbed. But
elsewhere he tells us specifically that “the Jew is no enemy of
Teutonic civilization and culture.” "® Likewise, he implies in
scores of places an innermost antagonism between Judaism and
Christianity. One is pictured as the cold, formal, hard-hearted
rationalism of the law, which imposes a sort of merciless justice,
the other as the redeeming compassionate mercy of the Cross,
bringing redemption through grace. We are told that Christ is
no Jew,” that, whoever asserts that he is, “is either ignorant or
insincere.” Having implied that pure Aryan blood had been in-
fused into the Galileans who were looked upon by the Jews as an
alien people, he reaches the conclusion that “There is not the slight-
est foundation for the supposition that Christ’s parents were of
Jewish descent.” ® “The probability that Christ was no Jew,
that he had not a drop of genuinely Jewish blood in his veins, is
so great that it is almost equivalent to a certainty.” In the region
where Jesus was presumably born “there was only one single pure
race, a race which by painfully scrupulous measures protected
itself from all mingling with other nations—the Jewish; that
Jesus Christ did not belong to it can be regarded as certain. Lvery
further statement is hypothetical.” ®

But all this is obviously “hypothetical” since certainty is here
impossible. Moreover, Chamberlain on the same page assures us
that “the probability of a descent principally Semitic is very great.”
Thus the Jews are mainly Semitic in race—a term which he tells
us includes a vast mixture of races and is only a little less dan-
gerous than Aryan. Jesus came from a mixed-Israelitish but
non-Jewish population which was principally Semitic, yet he was
not related in blood or race to the Jews and “this result,” though

78 “Author’s Introduction,” p. 1xxviii.
79 Foundations, vol. 1, pp. 201-28.

80 /bid., vol. 1, p. 206.

81 Ibid., vol. 1, pp. 211-2.
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essentially negative, is of great value.”®* Could anything be
sillier? Perhaps not, though his discussion of religion is in gen-
eral equally illuminating.

Here the contradictions are equally puzzling. Christ, though
non-Jewish in blood was, nevertheless, by religion and culture a
Jew; yet he was not the perfecter of Judaism but rather its nega-
tion. It is this, in fact, which suggests his affinity to the Aryan.®*
In any case the Jews are not a truly religious people, especially
when compared with the Indo-Europeans, above all the Teutons.
Dut, nevertheless, Christianity was very badly Semitized. In fact,
the fundamental elements of Judaism were incorporated into Chris-
tianity ; indeed, Christ himself was thoroughly Jewish. “Christ
is a Jew, and He can only be understood when we have learned
to grasp critically these peculiarly Jewish views which He found
and made His own.” ‘“Whoever lived in the Jewish intellectual
world was bound to come under the influence of Jewish ideas”;
hence “the personality, the life and the message (of Jesus), in spite
of His new conceptions, were none the less chained to the funda-
mental ideas of Judaism.” ®# In consequence, Judaism plus the
“dead hand” of Rome nearly wrecked the spiritual character of
Christ’s message. Dut all was saved from final dissolution and de-
cay by the Reformation, “the most important event in the nineteen
centuries that have passed.” # This was no mere ecclesiastical af-
fair but was fundamentally the instinctive revolt of deeply-

82 [bid., vol. 1, p. 212.

83 The doctrine of the Aryanism of Jesus grew by suggestion and imi-
tation from a beginning in fancy and pious wish. Chamberlain, in note
vol. 1, p. 213, quotes from Jhering's [ orgeschichte der Indocuropder:
“There is even in his origin something Aryan in Christ.” At an earlier date
the Bayreuther Blaetter (Jan~I‘eb., 1880) and Wagner, IV ¢crke, vol. 10, p. 232
had openly proclaimed Jesus an Aryan. A recent popularizer of Nordic
mythology in Germany, Otto Hauser, in his Gente und Rasse, Dresden,
1917 and his Der Blonde Mensch, Weimar, 1921, improves upon the doc-
trine that Jesus was a Nordic by finding that Mary also was blond; if
now we assume that the doctrine of the virgin birth is sound, we can
conclude that in all probability God-Almighty, or at least the Holy Ghost,
is also blond.

84 [bid., vol. 1, pp. 246-7.

85 I'bid., p. S11.
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religious, spiritually-minded Slavonic Germanicism against the
alien spirit of Judaized Romanism—or should one say Romanized
Judaism? Thus Western Civilization was saved for true Christi-
anity by the spiritual clairvoyance of the mystery-loving folk-soul
of the Teutons! But no sooner does Chamberlain get us all saved
up in this thoroughly satisfactory manner than he begins to despair
of us again and his romantic spirit finds surcease of apprehension
in the dream of a real genuine German religion that will at last re-
deem the world from the corrupting effects of the large over-dose
of Judaism with which it is still afflicted.

Schopenhauer and Wagner were largely responsible for inspir-
ing in the minds of the German people a belief in their special and
peculiar religiosity. This led on the one hand to the search for
a religion specifically ‘Germanic and on the other to the beliefs
powerfully sustained by Chamberlain that the Germans had not
only saved the true Christianity from complete desiccation and def-
ormation at the hands of the Jews and the Latin church, but had
given it new vital meaning for men in a new age and had spread
the true evangel throughout the Aryan world. In fact, Cham-
berlain, whose work reflects at many points an ardent Christolatry,
quite in contrast to the ardent anti-Christianism of Gobineau,
seems to see the only hope of preservation from the encroachments
of Romanism and Judaism in the complete triumph of a German
Protestantism, a religion of justification by grace through an
ecstatic faith rather than through the calculating works of a com-
mercialized institutionalism. All of which is age old, reveals
Chamberlain as an orthodox religionist and repeats ideas familiar
and dear to the followers of Luther. To assist to this end, Cham-
berlain later published his “Worte Christi.” 8¢

We have given greater attention to Chamberlain than his in-
herent worth would merit, but his work summarizes and typifies
the literature of Teutonism on its anthropological side as does no
other. It illustrates almost to perfection the warp of fact and
the woof of poetical imagination, colorful impressionism and ro-
mantic idealization out of which is designed and woven the fabric

%6 Munich, 1902.
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of Aryanism, Teutonism, Celtism, Anglo-Saxonism, Slavism,
Iberianism, Nordicism and other similar isms that find their ad-
vocates in different countries as popular tradition and historical
development seem to suggest.

It is not true to the facts to deny them any validity whatever,
in spite of an immense amount of exaggeration and other manifes-
tations of race and national pride, for there is a world of difference
between a recognition of the exaggerations, contradictions and ab-
surdities of their respective claims and a denial of all validity to
them. The most obvious error of the racialists has been the claim
of a purity of blood and of a specific civilizing potency which
facts do not bear out. But it is just as great an error on the other
side to draw at once a double conclusion that all the races are equal
in all respects and that, therefore, the differences in European
national histories are in no way related to differences in racial
composition. All historical nationalities have been more or less
heterogeneous in blood, but they have been composed in part of
different elements and in part of like elements in different propor-
tions. This is clear on the physical plane if one compare Eng-
land, France and Germany, in which nearly the same racial
elements have mingled; but the proportions of long heads, of
dark skins, of light eyes, vary from one to the other. It is a
purely gratuitous assumption that there is no corresponding spe-
cialization in the realm of psychic capacities and character traits.
Qur criticism of Chamberlain and of his successor, Woltmann,
must not, thercfore, be taken as an indication of adherence to that
other equally romantic and mystical doctrine, the legacy of Rous-
seauism in one of its manifold forms, which holds that race counts
for nil and may be neglected either in sociological interpretation or
in nation building.

Mr. Ernest Selliére, who has made extensive studies of certain
portions of the literature of modern imperialism, effectively ex-
presses the position of Chamberlain in the history of thought:
“Chamberlainism is a clever synthesis of Schopenhauerism and
Gobinism, which reflected the current state of cultivated German
opinion on the problem of Pangermanism, and which opened the
way for still more audacious and brutal affirmations of the mystical



go THE RACIAL BASIS OF CIVILIZATION

alliance between Teutonism and the divinity of progress.” ** We
need cite here only one example of this discipleship.—Ludwig Wolt-
mann, like his predecessors, was a man of enthusiastic and mysti-
cal temperament. In early manhood he was a Rousseauist with
fervent confidence in the natural goodness of man; he became a
devoted Marxist filled with naive and romantic faith in the re-
deeming power of the proletariat ; but following the repulse of the
Bernstein revisionist movement and in consequence also of an
increasing influence of Nietzsche over him, he became an equally
ardent disciple of the doctrine of the providential mission of the
blond German.®® He was much influenced also by the work of
Weismann and by the theories of the school of social anthropolo-
gists studied in the next chapter. He founded the Politisch
Anthropologische Revue in 1902 and was its editor until his un-
timely death by drowning at the age of 37 in 1907. IHe wrote
some sixty articles besides his books: Politsche Anthropologie,
Eisenach, 1903; Die Germanen und dic Renaissance in Italien,
Leipzig, 1905 ; and Die Germanen in Frankreich, Jena, 1907.
Woltmann carried out an idea which had found repcated ex-
pression in the literature of Aryanism. Ujfalvi had suggested that
a study be made of the numerous paintings of Italy in order to
show that the Lombards and Goths were the leaders in all phases
of the Italian Renaissance. We have scen that Chamberlain
likewise greatly magnified the importance of the blond Teuton in
the revival of culture in the twelfth century. That glorious epoch,
however, was followed by an equally disastrous decline. “This
catastrophe demands only one explanation: the disappearance of
the creative minds, in other words, of the race that had produced
them. One walk through the gallery of busts in the Derlin
museum will convince us that, in truth, the type of the great
Italians is absolutely extinct to-day.” ** Following these sugges-
tions, Woltmann made a thorough study of the great galleries of

81 Houston-Stewart Chamberlain, le plus récent philosophe du Panger-
manisme mystique, Paris, 1917.

88 Ernest Selliére, “Une école d’impérialisme mystique,” Revue des deux
mondes, Mar. 1, 1909.

89 Foundations, vol. 1, p. 193; also vol. 1, p. 539.
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Italy and of France, and thereafter published the above-mentioned
works of 1905 and 1907.

His zeal was unflagging and his credulity commensurate thereto.
For him, “the most distinguished men in modern spiritual history
were, for the most part, Teutons of the full blood,” such as
Leonardo da Vinci, Galileo, Voltaire and many others somewhat
less famous. “Others show an admixture of the brunet race,”
such as Dante, Raphael, Michael Angelo, Shakespeare, ctc. These
latter “were geniuses not because of but in spite of their mixed
blood. Their endowment was an inheritance from the Teutonic
race.” Similarly, Julius Cesar and Alexander the Great were
Teutons ; even “Napoleon was probably a descendant of the Van-
dals.” The reader will not hesitate to award full force to the word
“probably” in this last quotation.

“The Teutons are the aristocracy of humanity; the Latins, on
the contrary, belong to the degenerate mob.” No wonder the
Triple Alliance failed to withstand the test of war! ‘“The entire
European civilization, even in Slav and Latin countries, is the work
of the Teutonic race. The Papacy, the Renaissance, the French
Revolution and the Napoleonic empire were achievements of the
Teutonic spirit.” “Whoever has the characteristics of the Teu-
tonic race is superior. All the dark peoples are mentally inferior,
because they belong to the passive races. The cultural value of
a nation is measured by the quantity of Teutonism it contains.” *
Like his masters also Woltmann found the reason for the decline
of Spain, Italy and France in the gradual reduction of the propor-
tion of Teutonic stock.

Only an elated enthusiast could have perpetrated the following:
Donatello was a Bardi whose German ancestors ought without
doubt to have borne the name of Barth; Vittorina da Fcltre, the
restorer of humanism, was attached to the noble house of Ram-
boldini, whose name appears to be Lombard. Giotto, Alighieri,
Bruno, Ghiberti, Vinci, Santi, Vecellio, Tasso, Buonarotti are in
the German Jothe, Aigler, Braun, Wilbert, Wincke, Sandt, Wet-
zell, Dasse, Bohurodt; likewise Velasquez, Murillo, Vaz were

90 Quoted in Out of Their Own Mouths, New York, 1917. See es-
pecially chapter IV.
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Velahise, Moerl, Watz, Visigoth names, while Aronet, Diderot,
Gounod formerly were pronounced Arwid, Tietroh and Gundiwald.,

The principle followed by Woltmann in all this was that a
single trait was sufficient to classify one with the Teutonic aris-
tocracy. Although the pure Teuton had blond hair, blue eyes, and
a light complexion, any one of these traits would indicate Teutonic
ancestry and therefore account for any genius which their pos-
sessor displayed. Thus the Italian Cherubini had black hair and
coal black eyes, but his complexion was clear, and that was suffi-
cient to mark him, without doubt, as another of the great Ger-
mans of the Italian Renaissance. And one may wonder what
Woltmann would have done with Madame Sevigny with one eye
blue and the other black. Doubtless he would have attributed her
superiority to the one blue ecye. But as Selliére remarks, “Some-
time the Chinese, having become conquerors, may lay claim to
the genius of old Europe through their round-headed Alpine
cousins.” !

With all this and much more as a back-ground, one is prepared
to understand more clearly some of the ludicrous seriousness, the
injured innocence, and the blasphemous religious insanity of many
Germans in war time. Solemn and even world-famous profes-
sors such as Sombart, Preuss, Deissmann, Harnack joined the
church pastors in a laudation and adoration of the German people,
that, while not dissimilar in essence from similar religio-patriotism
in other countries, was nowhere equalled in breadth or depth. God
became “the German God”; therec was even a revival of Thor
worship as more fitting the special character of the German people ;
the Germans became the chosen people, God’s anointed, with a
Divine mission to take the leadership and guidance of humanity.
And when the storm of world criticism over the conduct of the
Belgian invasion broke in upon the German consciousness, the
German nation became “itself transformed into a suffering Christ,”
“betrayed by those to whom we had shown nothing but justice and
kindness,” etc.??

91 Revue des deux mondes, 1909.
92 See for numerous extracts the Gems of German Thought, compiled
by William Archer, New York, 1917, especially pp. 78-84 and 88-94.
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No doubt one must discount a great deal these war-time ex-
cesses. A relatively calm observer of his own countrymen in
America could not but be amazed at the frenzied theorizing of
honored professors, the worshipful praise of ‘“Anglo-Saxon cul-
ture” in contrast to the execration of “German” “Kultur,” the de-
nial of elemental constitutional liberties in the promotion of a war
in behalf of liberty, justice and democracy, and the blood-thirsty
revengefulness of Christian pastors preaching a gospel of hate in
order to arouse the nation to the frenzy of war. Yet the fact must
remain that the doctrines of race purity and race superiority had a
perceptibly larger political significance in Germany than elsewhere.
There they had been somewhat more systematically cultivated and
had to a great extent become foundation assumptions of a con-
scious cult.

Nemesis arrived for all in the Great War, and along with it
most extreme and ridiculous reassertions of the identity of race
and nation. While German writers and politicians, professors and
theologians were busily arousing their people to frenzied zeal
for a holy war in defense of Teutonic “Kultur” and its spread to
the less civilized national races of Europe, the latter were equally
busy demonstrating that the Germans belonged to the race of
Nietzsche’s “blond beasts” according to their own admission, or
that they were not European and Teutonic at all but Asiatic
“Huns” who lacked all elements of true “culture,” knew nothing
of liberty and democracy, were un-Christian barbarians in the
midst of Christian Europe and in the interest of a truly Christian
civilization should be slaughtered to the last man, woman and
child.

This theory of the German Hun, long since exploded, has an
interesting history. In the Franco-Prussian War the partial de-
struction of the Natural History Museum at Paris instigated the
director, de Quatrefages, to write his La race prussienne (1871)
in which he sought to show the Finnic origin of the Prussians.
Through the Finns the Prussians were said to be connected with
the Lapps who were Mongolian invaders of Europe, a theory not
wholly improbable but incapable of proof. The Lapps are strongly
brachy-cephalic of a definitely Mongoloid type, but the character
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of the original Finns is not clear. They were probably brachy-
cephalic, but there is authority for assuming them to have been
“Nordic” conquerors of a pre-Finnic Alpine type in whom they
were submerged. In any case the Prussians are overwhelmingly
round-headed, as are also their neighbors along the Baltic, the
Lithuanians and Esths, all of whom along with the Finns are as
blond as the idealized Nordics. In this connection we may note
that Madison Grant ®® considers the Finns an early Nordic type,
while Dixon ® inclines to the view that the original Finns were
round-heads, though he considers the matter really insoluble.
Moreover, whereas Grant finds the upper half of the Prussians
“Teutonic,” and the lower half “merely Teutonized Wends and
Poles,” Dixon finds them overwhelmingly brachycephalic, prob-
ably to eighty per cent. A reply to de Quatrefages by Professor
Virchow of Berlin, a man of uncommon scientific candor, started a
furious controversy of facts and suppositions which had one val-
uable result in the official census of the hair- and eye-color of over
6,000,000 school children in the German Empire. This revealed
not only a progressive brunetness from the Baltic Sea southward,
but also that the simple combination of light hair and light eyes or
dark hair and dark eyes was even less frequent than some sort of
mixture of lightness and darkness. Virchow, who published the
results in 1886, found also that less than forty per cent of Jews
were characterized by homogeneous hair- and eye-color, just as the
British Anthropometric Committee had found in 1883 that more
than twenty-five per cent of their cases showed a combination of
light eyes and dark hair. Thus the evidence of the extraordinary
racial heterogeneity of the west European population slowly but
certainly accumulated. One may indeed wonder whether con-
sciousness of the utter falseness of their claim to be the Teutonic
type par excellence was the reason why the domineering Prussians
prevented anthropological studies of the present German popula-
tion while encouraging extensive studies of physical types in most
of the rest of the world?

Professor Hans F. K. Giinther in a recent work of great erudi-

98 The Passing of the Great Race, New York, 1916, p. 60.
94 0p. cit., pp. 130-3.
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tion but strong Nordic inclination, Rassenkunde des deutschen
Vélkes, sth Ed., Munich, 1924, concludes that the Nordic ingredi-
ent in the German blood is somewhere around 60 per cent, and that
the other ingredients are: Alpine, 20 per cent; Dinaric, 15 per
cent; Mediterranean, 2 per cent; and Mongoloid, 3 per cent. He
considers this only a scientific guess and adds that nearly all Ger-
mans are hybrids. He estimates the number of pure Nordics at
6 to 8 per cent of the population. (Pp. 208-9.) He is also able
to show in numerous passages that the constitution of the German
population varies greatly from valley to valley. This finding
differs from Ripley’s conclusion of rather uniform gradations
from north to south in stature and complexion. It is, however, ex-
actly in line with the recent work of Fleure, James and others on
the English population, showing a much greater heterogeneity than
had heretofore been supposed. (See our references to their find-
ings, pages 217 and 276 et seq.) I think we may considerably dis-
count Giinther’s figure as to the percentage of Nordic blood in the
German nation. (See Parson’s study of German prisoners of
war, below, pages 192-3 note.)

It may be useful at this point to reflect on the reasons for the
success of such theories as those of Gobineau and his successors
and imitators in ‘Germany, France, Italy, Scandinavia, England
and the United States. There can be little doubt that one of the
primary reasons is our general ignorance of historical processes.
We are victims of our sociological naiveté. In consequence, any
interpretation, written in a glowing, passionate style, enlivened
with picturesque phrases and a sweeping imagination, and all as-
serted with a confident dogmatism, is almost certain to find a wide
following.

Another reason is that the relative simplicity of interpretation
makes such a theory at once readily comprehensible and nearly
self-evident. Amidst the vast maze of historical facts the greatest
variety of theories of interpretation can find substantiation, much
as any theory of life and morals can find its appropriate text in
inspired scriptures. Contradictions are either overlooked or made
to serve the major premise. But of all reasons for the success of
Aryanism, Teutonism, Celtism, Anglo-Saxonism, Slavism, Latin-
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ism and similar isms the most potent, as has been noted in preced-
ing pages, is the appeal to race pride, the subtle flattery of the ego.

All these three reasons are illustrated in Gobineau’s explana-
tion of Chinese civilization as due to an infusion of Aryan blood.
Similarly, if the Aryan Greeks excelled in art but showed defi-
ciency in political organization, it must have been due to an in-
fusion of the Semitic stock with its component of Negro blood,
so characteristic of the Mediterranean basin. Likewise, the practi-
cality of the Macedonians was due to their yellow ancestors, while
the Etruscan ancestors of the practical Romans were yellow Finns.
The beauty and inexhaustibility of this simplicity is realized when
one applies the theory to phenomena unknown or little appreciated
seventy-five years ago. Thus, the art of Japan can be explained
by an infusion of negroid blood from islands further south; while
the art of the Cro-Magnons of a newly discovered prehistoric age
would be certain evidence of their African ancestry.

It seems to the rigorous intellectualists to-day, as it seemed
to their naive forbears in the rationalistic movement of the
eighteenth century, Rousseau, Mably and Condorcet, that educa-
tion and the growth of science will, in the future, safeguard society
from the easy delusions of such dogmatic and simplistic explana-
tions and emotional appeals to pride and ambition. DBut this is to
overlook the profound fact that illusions, especially of superiority
and power, are primary elements in the faiths that men live by. It
is unusual for even the scholar to pursue truth unalloyed in the
fields of religion, history, and the social sciences. Preservation of
ancient values or the propagation of a new heresy arouse the
ardor of contending factions vastly more than love of the truth
which shall make men free. As for the masses of any nation, they
hug their illusions as almost the dearest part of life. The scholar’s
history is not that of the public schools, while Papini’s life of
Christ thrilled millions who had never read a single page of a
critical and objective study of the same personage.

It is aside from our purpose to enter into an extensive survey
of the literature of German imperialistic thought, but it seems
worth while to cite in a paragraph an instance of how Teutonic
idolatry combined with the selectionist doctrines, which we shall
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soon analyze, to create the mirage of a marvelous pan-Germanic
rulership. J. L. Reimer’s Iin Pangermanisches Deutschland is
such a work. It represents only one of many forms into which
were cultivated the imperialistic ambitions of a people who were
taught by numerous currents of suggestion to think of them-
selves as called upon to reorganize the world after the manner
of their own superlative genius. It would be unfair to the general
intelligence of the German people to assume that they were all
agreed on this pleasant fiction; there was much scientific opposi-
tion and a deal of ridicule. Moreover, this particular work is not
typical of the imperialistic literature in that it pictures a proletarian
imperium. Dut its basis is so clearly laid in the myth of Teutonic
supremacy that it partook of the same spirit as did the vast flood
of writing and specaking derived from the same sources.

Reimer is convinced that “the German alone is to the German an
invincible enemy”; and that for four centuries the hegemony of
the world has been in dispute between various European peoples
each of which was led and controlled by its Germanic element.
Like his predecessors, but with the usual variations according to
individual taste, he finds that the Roman Church, the brilliant
reign of Louis XIV, the French Revolution, etc., were all due to
the special genius of Germanic leaders; that France has at times
come very near to establishing a universal Gergnan empire, though
under a false Gallic label.

But Reimer combined with his ardent Teutonism an equally
ardent Socialism. The attitude of the various Teutonists toward
the proletarian movement is not without interest. Gobineau and
Chamberlain looked upon it as wholly alien to the true Aryan or
Teutonic spirit, as tainted with Semitism, or as in some way a
strange expression of inherent brachycephalic servility. Lapouge
had espoused the cause of the proletarian in his earlier days partly
as representative of a much needed revolt against the monopoliza-
tion of wealth by the Jews; but after unsuccessful efforts to get a
following among the workers for his particular brand of revolu-
tion, he discovered that Socialism was a very dangerous and sur-
reptitious form of Clericalism and would in the course of time
greatly assist in the propagation of the morality of slavery through
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an alliance with Catholicism. Reimer, however, follows Wolt-
mann in believing that the propounders of egalitarian doctrines
were not mongoloid brachycephals, and that the very aspiration on
the part of the workers to improve their status is an indubitable
indication of their possession of that German blood which has an
unquenchable need of progress.

He would, therefore, establish a world rulership of pure-blooded
German workers. This would not be based on that ideal of inter-
national equality which was cultivated by the Catholicism of the
Middle Ages, but rather on the acknowledged divine right of the
German people to rule. In order to provide room for expansion of
the rapidly growing German population, it would be necessary
to conquer France, Italy and Austria, but the other smaller
neighbors would be incorporated into the empire by “persua-
sion.”

Permanence and security would be given to this fantasy by the
establishment of a caste system based on varying proportions of
German blood. The upper caste would constitute the Civita Ger-
manica and would be composed of Germans of the pure blood, those
ideal Teutons of the long heads, blue eyes, blond hair, clear skin
and tall stature. While they would have full political privileges,
the caste below, which would be composed of those with more or
less German blood, the half-castes as it were, would have restricted
privileges. The definitely non-German persons would have no
political rights. These last would be treated with consideration
for their material welfare, but the safety of the state and the
future of civilization would require that every effort be made to
insure their sterilization. On the other hand the full fecundity
of the Germanic element would be released by polygyny, which
seems to be divinely ordained for that very purpose, since men are
polygamous by nature while women are instinctively attached to
monogamous unions. Finally, like a true state builder, Reimer
would unite the whole structure by suitable religious traditions.
In order that the lower classes might be happy and content in their
slavery, Catholicism would be encouraged among them. Dut this
would be prohibited for all pure Germans, for whom an optimistic
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pantheism full of affirmation of the joy of living would be
established.®®

Our brief sketch indicates that the historians, the poets, the
philosophers, the race dogmatists, the statesmen and diplomats and
even the scientists contributed their share toward the growth of
those imperialistic ambitions among Western nations which made
the Great War inevitable. But to say that they were responsible
would be superficial and inadequate from the informed sociological
viewpoint. Imperialism is a complex phenomenon and we are con-
stantly finding for it simplistic explanations. In a broad way
one may say that it results from the action of the social milieu on
persistent traits of human nature. In the social milieu must be
included not merely the literary expressions of poets, philosophers
and historians which represent the effects on sensitive minds of
impinging social forces, but also the geographical situation, the
historical background of national tradition, the political environ-
ment with its age-old rivalries, the economic resources and needs,
and the presence of talented and ambitious men. The human
nature factor is fundamentally the desire for life, the will to live.
Out of this grows the desire for security and from this in turn the
desire to rule, to control, for the ends of life and security. Of all
the factors making for imperialistic activities these qualities of
human nature are the most important; but they are meaningless
apart from the perennial fact that life is at bottom a struggle;
not only a struggle for mere existence but for material goods
adequate to satisfy indefinitely expansible wants in a world of
scarcity and toil. It is because of them that such activities con-
stitute an impressive aspect of universal history. Modern im-
perialism clearly is not due solely to the capitalistic form of
economic organization, for there were many imperialisms before
capitalism, while the ambitions of Soviet Russia are a most un-
certain guarantee of brotherly love among nations in that Utopian
age where all are communistic imperiums. In all ages and at all
stages of social evolution men have sought to secure life for them-

95 See Ernest Selliére, Revue des deuxr Mondes, 1909.
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selves by removing all fear of their neighbors through conquest
and domination. Success in the struggle for existence leads to
growth in numbers and economic power ; it multiplies needs, con-
tacts and material interests abroad and thus becomes a constant
stimulus to the use of conscious power to control the territory and
people deemed essential to future security and prosperity. In
consequence, a social group abounding in the vitality and confidence
which success brings, is urged on to further expansion by its ex-
panding desires, its self-assurance, and a mystical consciousness
which it acquires of having a role to play in the evolution of
civilization. Rome found that the limit of this process was set
only by the limits of the then known world.

It may be true that the modern phenomenon of imperialism is,
in many of its superficial features, an expression of the capitalistic
system of industry. But the responsibility of capitalism is in-
cidental. This does not explain the American imperialism of
1803 or 1846. Nor can our imperialism of 1899 be explained
apart from the desire to rid the Western World of a European
power with possessions at our very door. Back of German im-
perialism was the great expansion of German industry, the enor-
mous increase of population and the multiplication of wants.
Equally important was the fact that the world was steadily be-
coming smaller and the opportunities for the necessary continued
expansion in sources of food and materials and markets was be-
lieved to be disappearing. Rivalries were intensified by both
factors. DBut these same factors account for the imperialism of
Trance and her expansion in Northern Africa, the similar im-
perialism of Italy, the imperialism of England and her expansion
round the globe. Human nature in all these nations is so much
alike that the patterns of the group reactions are so similar as to
warrant one in saying that if nations were to change places each
would soon share the feelings of his former enemies. Moreover,
only a naive optimist can hope that the world’s demands for food
and security can be so clearly satisfied at any time in the near
future as to remove the danger of ever new manifestations of
imperial ambitions.



CHAPTER V

ANTHROPO-SOCIOLOGY OR SOCIAL
SELECTIONISM

THERE is a tendency for every science to move from a stage of
vague ideology, through a stage of general observation to a stage
of quantitative expression. If the members of the Gobineau
Vereinigung in Germany gave his doctrines an appearance of
verisimilitude by a vast assemblage of pertinent philological, arch-
®ological and anthropological observations, the statistical test, to
be sure in a sufficiently crude fashion, was applied by a closely
related school of thought which arose during the last decade of
the nineteenth century under the name of ‘“Anthropo-Sociology”
or “Social Selectionism.” They evidently began their researches
with little predilection for Gobinism. G. Vacher de Lapouge, who
was their principal representative in France, appears not to have
read the Essay on the Inequality of Races until 1894 or some
years after many of his characteristic ideas had been published.!
He was, however, familiar with many of Gobineau’s ideas inherited,
as he says, through Broca.? The school came to see in Gobineau,
in any case, their forerunner, “leur homme de génie,” the great
organizer of their system of thought?® Nevertheless, they
represent a new phase of racial determinism. If they strengthened,
at least in Germany, the doctrine of special blond dolicephalic
superiority, they weakened that doctrine from the impartial view-

10tto Ammon, Histoire d’une idée. L’Anthroposociologie, trans. by
H. Muffaug, Paris, 1898, p. 6.
2 Race et mdliew social. Essais d’anthroposociologie, Paris, 1909, “In-
troduction,” p. xxv.
8 See Muffang in I’Année sociologique, vol. 1, 1896-7, p. 521, and Lapouge,
op. cit., p. 175.
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point, and opened up quite an array of extremely interesting social
investigations.

They are characterized by efforts to apply the fundamental
doctrines of Darwinism, as then conceived, to the problems of
population and social life, and especially by efforts to elucidate the
detailed operation of heredity and selection as factors in the social
processes. Thus Lapouge in opening his last important work in
this field, Race et milieu social, defined Anthropo-Sociology as the
science “which has as its object the study of the reciprocal action
of race and environment.”

Broca (“Les selections,” Revue d’anthropologic, 1872, pp. 683~
710) had used the term “social selection” to indicate that in the so-
cial group the processes of natural selection are supplemented or
displaced by social standards of value and success. Natural selec-
tion ‘“develops the traits useful to the individual as a member of a
species”; social selection ‘“‘develops the traits useful to an in-
dividual as a member of a society.” Jacoby * had pointed out the
selective action exerted by the growth of cities. All members
of this school were not in agreement on the question, whether
natural selection has ceased to operate on man, nor as to whether
social selection was a part of natural selection, but were agreed
that in civilized society natural selection was greatly supplemented,
if not overcome, by selective processes set up by the social
milieu. The scope given to these processes was most completely
defined in the writings of Lapouge® who saw all history and the
essential processes of social life in terms of struggle for existence,
elimination and survival, heredity and race substitution. The
drama of history was resolved into a conflict of anthropological
elements. Selection was seen to operate not only through war,
but through various political, legal, economic, moral and religious
institutions, whereby now this racial trait and now that was
given some survival advantage. In these respects his views were

4 Etudes sur la sélection dans ses rapport avec Phérédité, Paris, 1881,

PP. 294 and 395.
8 Les sélections sociales, Paris, 1896, and L’Aryen, son rdle social, Paris,

1899.
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characteristic of the entire school, as they are to-day of the more
extreme eugenists.

But it must not be supposed that the operation of social selection
was viewed by the anthropo-sociologists as always beneficent, or
race improving. For while natural selection strengthened and
perfected racial type, social selection, operating through differential
rates of fertility, too often assured the triumphs of the mediocre
and eliminated the superior, les eugéniques. Lapouge used the
term “internal selection” to designate the varying success with
which individuals and families meet the social conditions essential
to generating and rearing posterity; and the term “interstitial
selection” to designate the invasion of the group by alien elements
which meet with success, propagate their kind, and thus modify
the hereditary traits of the population. Thus, from a study of
seventeenth and eighteenth century skulls in a cemetery at Mont-
pellier he found that those from tombs of the upper class had an
average cephalic index of 74.8, while those from the common
cemetery had an average of 78.3. This indicated the superior
success in internal competition of the narrow-skulled people.
Such triumph was viewed as indubitable proof of hereditary
superiority and as an indication of the operation in social life of
at least a rough sort of natural justice whereby the more able and
energetic are enabled to win the prizes of life. Later he found
constant evidence of “interstitial selection” in the increasing
brachycephalization of the French, and indeed of all the west
European populations, explained by the gradual invasion and
greater survival power of the round-headed brunet. He thus
saw in history a constant process of race substitution. “The pro-~
portion of races in a population varies without cessation.” ® He
saw in Western Europe the continued sterilization of the success-
ful long-headed classes and thus reached a pessimism regarding
the future comparable to that of Gobineau. Thus the final out-
come of the processes of social selection were viewed as ominously
destructive of those racial qualities which create and maintain a

6“La race chez les populations mélanges,” Scientific Papers of the
Second International Congress of Eugenics, Baltimore, 1922, vol. 2, p. 5.
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progressive civilization. Such views were common to the entire
school of social selectionists and this pessimistic outlook is still
often reiterated.

The continental school of social selectionists were thus interested
primarily in the operation of biological principles within the body
politic. They made a vast number of concrete measurements,
mostly of the cephalic index. They were less inspired by poetical
romanticism than Chamberlain and many of his confréres, though
they had their own points of psychic fixation leading them to ex-
aggeration and self-delusion. The bearing of their doctrines on
nationalist ambitions was singularly like that of Gobineau’s in that
their chief French representative was more eagerly listened to in
Germany than in his own country. In fact, Lapouge’ scornfully
remarks that it is only the caricaturists of anthropo-sociology, such
as Chamberlain and Finot, who think it is the theory of the supe-
riority of the Aryan race, “de la race demi-divine aux yeux de ciel
et aux cheveux de lumiére.” Nevertheless, both Lapouge and
Ammon, the founders and chief exponents of the school, spoke
constantly of the Aryan race as superior and frequently implied or
openly asserted the correspondence of their Aryan with the tall,
long-headed blond. We shall see that their data were scarcely
capable of such interpretation, but this did not prevent their in-
terpretation in such manner as to strengthen the belief in blond
superiority. Lapouge® complains that “Chamberlain et d’autres
littérateurs politiques” have constructed false theories out of the
exact data of anthropo-sociology which have become the basis of
German imperialism. Nevertheless, Chamberlain makes no refer-
ence to Ammon and only one to Lapouge, and that has to do
with his classification of the Europecan races, although these men
were at the height of their fame when the Foundations was writ-
ten. It was through Woltmann’s Revue, which received numerous
contributions from Lapouge, that the latter made his impression on
the Gobineau Vereinigung.

In many respects the work of Francis Galton makes him an
English representative of this school. Ammon relied on him for

7 Race et milicu social, pp. vii-viii.

80p. cit., p. xxiv,
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both statistical and biological principles, but his work 1s so free
from any characteristic racial and nationalistic biases that it stands
somewhat apart. Founder of biometry and eugenics, he was from
the first primarily interested in the differences of individuals
within racial and social groups rather than in the hierarchy of
races. Thus, instead of explaining the decline of Spain after the
manner of the Gobineau school as due to the dying out of the
blond Gothic strains, he emphasized the dysgenic selective action
of religious intolerance and persecution in destroying the creative
and originative minds arising within the Spanish population.
Galton was as much a devotee of selectionism and heredity as
Ammon and Lapouge, and was, indeed, the predecessor and
mentor of both; and in his work and that of his successor, Karl
Pearson, we have the outstanding representatives of these doctrines
in the English-speaking world. But neither of these writers con-
tributed to the doctrine fundamentally characteristic of Aryanism
in its various forms, that there is a definite rank of inferiority
and superiority of racial types within the European peoples.
Pearson has strongly asserted the general superiority of white
over primitive races,’” and Galton endeavored to state the quanti-
tative superiority of classical Greeks over modern Europeans and
of whites over negroes.’® Neither of these inquiries, however,
had any relation to the special doctrines of dolicho-blond su-
premacy whose history we are sketching. Galton was, however,
responsible for inspiring Lapouge to emphasize the possibilities of
positive eugenics through selective mating and the purposeful
elimination of the unfit, possibilities which the latter’s vivid im-
agination and energetic spirit led him to sketch in the most fan-
tastic fashion. Moreover, Lapouge and Ammon, like the English-
speaking eugenists, were alarmed lest the growth of public as-
sistance and other forms of social solidarity in checking the
beneficent operation of natural selection in eliminating the less
capable members of society should exert a deleterious influence on
the future physical and mental powers of man.

By all odds the most conspicuous representative of this school

9See his National Life from the Standpoint of Science, London, 1902.
10 [{ereditary Genius, London, 1809.
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was G. Vacher de Lapouge who began his literary career by a
series of articles in the Revue d’Anthropologie for 1887 and 1888
in which, in the manner of Woltmann nearly twenty years later,
he claimed that (1) the periods of greatest activity and progress in
France had followed fresh infusions of Teutonic blood—Norman,
Frankish, Gothic; and (2) that the superior individuals belonged
to the tall blond stock or were hybrids closely approaching it.!*
At this time he also advanced the theory that the declining birth-
rate in France was due to the low fecundity of hybrids.?? In
1889 he began a series of measurements of crania of the seven-
teenth and eighteenth centuries with comparisons with modern
crania and between noblemen and peasants. He was able to show
an increase in the cephalic index with the passage of time and
the greater dolichocephaly of the upper class.’”* While at first he
shared the doctrine of Gobineau, which he inherited from Broca,
that the social superiority of the Teutonic types in France was
due to conquest, he became convinced that race substitution and
social stratification were the current results of a perpetual con-
flict of anthropological types carried on within the structure of
the established social order.!* His data and theories were ex-
panded in Les sélections sociales.’®> Three years later appeared
his U'Aryen, son role social,'® a work which in some respects rep-
resents the apex of blond-dolichocephalic Aryanism in France.'

11 “Les Sélection Sociales,” 1887, pp. 519-50, and “De [Pinégalité parmi
les hommes,” 1888, pp. 9-38, especially p. 17.

12 g dépopulation de la France, 1887, pp. 69-8o.

13 Results published in Revue d’anthropologie for 1889, and U'Anthro-
pologie for 1891, 1892 and 1893. For a comparison of early German,
Reihengraber skulls and modern heads by Ammon showing the increas-
ing brachycephalization see his Natirliche Auslese, p. 6.

14 See Race et milicu social, pp. xxv-xxvii, and 293.

18 Paris, 1896.

18 Paris, 1899.

17 For an available summary of Lapouge see articles by C. C. Closson,
especially “Social Selection,” Journal of Political Economy, vol. 4, 1896,
PD. 449-6; also, “Recent Progress in Social Anthropology,” tbid., pp. 410-12.
See also his “Ethnic Stratification and Displacement,” Quarterly Journal
of Economics, vol. 11, 1896, pp. 92-104; and “The Hierarchy of European
Races,” American Journal of Sociology, vol. 3, 1897, pp. 314-27.
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His classification of the principal European races is of consider-
able interest. It was similar to the classifications coming into cur-
rent use in the writings of Beddoe, Broca, Livi, Topinard and
afterwards adopted by Ripley, with some change of name, thence-
forth to become the generally accepted classification. Likewise
his characterization of these types has been widely accepted.
Ripley *® cautiously accepts it as probable, while Madison Grant
and his school have faithfully and whole-heartedly repeated it in
almost school-boy fashion. He found as many as ten distinctive
types in the European population of which three were of pre-
eminent historical import—Homo Europeus, Homo Alpinus and
Homo Meridionalis or Mediterraneus. The Homo Europeus
was described *° as the tall, blond, long-faced, dolichocephalic stock
which originated in the North Sea basin, probably in consequence
of climatic selection, and spread all over Europe, North Africa,
into Persia, India and even China, and now dwells in greatest
purity in the British Isles, Northwest Europe, America and
Australia. This race is synonymous with the legendary Aryas.
It is psychologically extremely variable, but in its better types,
which are most characteristic, it is domineering, self-reliant, enter-
prising, ambitious and courageous. This race has great needs
but possesses energy corresponding thereto. It is adventurous and
filled with an urge for progress. It excels in the creation and the
preservation of wealth; it is gifted with great foresight and
capacity to take into account distant places and events. In religion
it is Protestant; in politics it loves liberty and individual independ-
ence of action.

Sharply contrasted is Homo Alpinus. This type is shorter in
stature, medium to dark in skin-, eye-, and hair-color, and has
round head and round face. It is typified by the Turk and the
Auvergnat, predominates in France, Switzerland, North Italy,
Southern Germany, Poland, Austria, the Balkans, and farther east.
Though it has become a fixed type through in-breeding and selec-
tion, it was originally a hybrid. Psychologically it is frugal, cau-
tious and industrious ; gifted with common sense (le bon sens), and

18 The Races of Europe, Chap. VI, pp. 103-30; also pp. 457-75.
19 Les sélections sociales, pp. 17 et seq.; L’Aryen, p. 370.
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attached to tradition. Tt absorbs rather than creates ideas ; though
industrious, it works slowly and without intensity. While the
Homo Europeus has the aggressive solidarity of the hunting pack
where each seeks to be first in attacking the prey, relying on his
comrades for aid, Homo Alpinus knows only the timid defensive
solidarity of the flock of sheep where each seeks to hide himself
behind his neighbor.2 The Alpine has for generations been “the
perfect slave, the ideal serf, the model subject, and, in republics
such as ours, the citizen most highly praised because he tolerates
every abuse.” 2 It varies little and hence produces few geniuses.
It is Catholic in religion, dependent on state action in politics, op-
posed to individual excellence and superiority, worships mediocrity,
and is fearful of progress. Its foresight does not extend beyond
the immediate needs of self and family, while problems of state-
craft are beyond its powers. It was Homo Europeus which ac-
counted for the civilizations of the Greeks, Romans, and Western
Europe. It has for many centuries been the dominating race,
and even to-day, when pure types are very rare because of the
mixture of blond and brunet, those individuals who play the most
mportant roles in society greatly resemble the master race of other
lays.??

_Lapouge also distinguished Homo Mediterrancus, the dark
lolichocephal, exemplified in the Neapolitan and the Andalusian,
>ut gave it less pre