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Thomas Hobbes (1588-167Y) es-
poused 2 different noton. In his books,
and paxticularly in the famous Lemathar
he proposed that mechanical processes

cantrol hurnan actions, which are in-

ately featful and viokene Consequentdy;

the onty hope for humans is to subrsit
enu.a.lymaﬂorgamsadsmtt {and rli-
gious authority), 56 (0 be forced to live
in & reasonable way. This1s not a favery
from the fght-wing politics woplicitly
or explicitdy adopred by some socal sci
entists involved in the modern debare,
such as Arthur Jensen, R | Hermseen,
and C Nharray

Of course, modern philosophers and
scientists readily acknowledge that ho-
mun traits age in fact the result of bath
nacare and ousture, bus they are usually
alse guick #0 add that one of these two
component takes precedence. For ex-
ample, Gould, Lewonta, and others
think that the ervironment is the reajor
determinant of human tatere, Their
positon could hardly be summarised
more concisely than by the dide of one
of Levondn'’s books, N ix Gur Genes.,
It the causes of ineelligence, agaression,
ot whatever other aspect of our hebav-
iour are not in our genes, they must
surcly be found i the environment. On
the other side of the divide, Jensen,
Herrnstein, Murtay, Wilson {albeitin a
category of his own) and many others
are convinced that genetics and namural
selection huve shaped the physicat as well
a5 mental characteristcs of all bving be-
ings, including humans. When Murray
suggests {in the dtde of ong of bis ard-
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capable concusion is that raze-ranning
ahility in rats is very phastic, and that dif-
ferent genes may kead to similar behav-
iours depeading on enviroamentsl con-
ditions.

So, why is thete suil suchan ACYITICH
nious debate among philosophers and
scientists about pature and metere in
Inenans? Because for both technical and
ethical reasons we simply cannot per-
foren on cusselves the sort of clear-cat
cxperimerts that Cooper and Zubek
carred out on tats. Mot onfy do huarnans
have a very long life spanand eneounter
typical lifetime, butitis obviously unac-
ceptable to expenmentally breed buman
beings and control their enpvironment
for the sole PLIPOSE of sclentific or

philosophical invesdgadon {or for any
purpose, most woukd atgue).
Uinformunately, this means thatwe are
leftwith no senstble mswer to a cracial
question. Ouar educagional policies, for
example, may be more of less fruitfol
depending on the precise shape of hu-
man reactitn DOMMS. Fhe Same can be
said for policies concerned with corbing
critne, or for a hostof other fundamen-
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