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1. . Scientists are generally agreed that all men belong to a s8ingle

.species, Homo sapiens, and are derived from a common stock, even though

there is some dispute as to when end how different humen groups diverge
from this common stocke. : S
The .concept of race is u:aanmously regerded by anthropologists
as a classificatory device providing a zoological framework m‘bhin which
the vo.rious groups of mankind may be arranged. Anthropologically, -
"ro.ce" should be reserved only for groups of mankind possessing well- .
developed and primarily heritable physical d:n.fferences from other groups.
While such groups exist, it is ‘also clear that, because of the
complexlty of human history, there are many populatlons wh:.ch canncrt

- easily be f:.tted into a raclal clessiflcatlon.

A2. Some of the physical dii‘ferences between humen groupe are

- dus to differences in hereditary constitution and some to differences.
in the environments in which they have been brought up. In many
caées,“ both influences have been at .work. The soience of genetics
suggests *Bha‘b .the hereditary differenoes are the results of the

ection of two sets of processes. . On the omne hand, isolated populations
are consfantly being altered by natural selectioh a.nd- by occasional .
chonges (muta‘tlons) in the material particles (genes)

which control heredity, Popula'blons are also affected by i‘ortuitous
changes in gene fraquency and by merriage customs and breeding structure. -
On the other hand, crossing is constantly breaking down the
differentiations so set up., The new mixed populetions, in so far

as they, in turn, become isolated are subject to the same processes,

' and these may lead to further changes. Existing races are merely |
the result, considered at a particular moment in time, of the total

. offect of all these processes on the humen species. The heredltery

" characters to be used in classification, the limits of variations

permissible mtlnn the groups, and hence ‘bhe size of the sub-d:.visions ‘o
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be adopted for purposes offci_Lassification,' moy legitimately differ

according to the scientif'ic purpose in view.

3a National, religious, geogrcphical, linguistic and cultural

groups do not necessarily éoinc:}de *‘gvi'bh racicl groups: ond the cultural traits
of such groups have no demonstrated connexion with racial traits. Americans are
not o race, nor are Englishmen, nor Frenchmen, nor aeny other national

group. Moslems,o.r_ld‘ Jews tore no more races than are Catholics and , ‘ _
Profestants;' nor are people who live in Iéeland'or Britain _brlIndie. or

who speﬁk English or any otﬁuer languoge, or who are culturally.

Turkish or Chiness and the like thereby describeble as races. Seridus :

_errors of this kind are hebitually cormitted when the term "race is

used in popular parlance: ‘bhe term should never be used when speo.king

of .such humen groups. .

et Human races can be, and have'been,' ciassified by different
anthropologists in different ways. Most ogree in classifying the
greater part of exiéting manki:nd into at least thres large units, which
mey be called major groups (in French, grand races). Such a clas‘.sif‘ica't.:ion
does no‘c depend on any single physicai character, nor does, for example, skin
colour by itself necessarily distinguish one major group from another.
From the ﬁornhblogicel vpoint of view, moreover, it is v:‘.mpossible. to regard one
part:.culo.r roce as superior or inferior to another.

» Broadly speaking, individuals belonging to different major
groups of menkind are distinguishable by virtue of their physical _
characters, but indiw'ri.dual memi)ers , or smell groups, belonging to
' different races within the same major group are usually not so
di_stinguishable. Even the major groups grode into each other, and the
physical traits by which they and the .races withinl ‘them are ch’aracte_fi_zed
overlap con31derably. With respect to most, if not all, ‘measurable
characters s the dlfferences omong individuels belonging to the same roce are
_greater than the differences tho.t ocour between the observed averages for

two or more races within the same major group.

5. Most smthropologists no longer try to include mental -
chaorocteristics in their classification of humen reces. - Studies within
a single roce have shown thet both innote capacity and envirommental
opportunity determine the results of tests of intelligence end

temperament, though their relative importance is dlsputed.
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When 1nte111gence tests, even non-verbal are made on a group
of non-l:.teru‘be ‘people, their scores are usually lower than those of
more civilized people. It ho.s also been recorded thet even different
groups of the same race occupyino' smllo.rly hlgh levels of c:.v:Ll:Lzutlon
mey yield gonsidercble differences in intelligence tests. When, however,
the two groups have been brought up from childhood in similar
enviroments, the differences are usually very slight. _Moreover, there
is good evidence that, »given-similar,opportunities-, the median performance
(that is to sy, the performence of the individual who is representa’cive
because he is surpassed by as meny os he surpasses), and the varlo:bion
around it, do not differ o.pprecn.a‘bly from one race to onother. .

Even those psychologists who clam to have sometimes fou.nd the .
gre'xtest differences in 1n‘belligence between groups of d1fferent raciel
origin, end have contended that they are hereditary, alwoys repor'b that
neny members of the group of inferior performance not merely surpass
the lowest ranking member of the superlor group, but most of its members.
In any cese, it has ncver been possible "to. seoarute members of two groups
on the basis of mentel cap-acity, as they can often be separated on a
basie of religlon or skin colour, hair form or languoge. 1t is possible,
though 'not proved, that some tyj)es of inmate capacity for intellectual
end emo‘bienul responses are commoner in one people than in ﬂnother,

“but it is certo.ln that, mthln a people s innate capacities vary as
much as, if not more than they do between peoples. )

" The study of the heredity of psychological charocteristios
is besot with difficulties, We know that certain mental disenses and
defects are transmitted from one generation to the mnext, but we are '1ess
femiliar with the part plo.yed by heredity in the mental - life of normal
individuals. The normal 1ndividual irrespective of race , is essentially
educsble. It follows that his intellectual ond moral life is largely
' conditioned by his training and by h:.s physical and. soc:Lal enviromment.

It often happens that a national group moy o.ppear to be
charocterized by partlcular psychological attributes., The superficial
view would be thet this is due tec race. Secientifically, however, we
- retlize that any common psychological ‘attiibute is moi'e likely to be due
to & common historicel and social background, and that such attributes

moy obscure the foet that, within different populations consisting of
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many humon types, one will -find the same range of temperomént and

intelligence. !

' * The sclent:.flc mo.ter:.al ava:.lable to us at present does not
Justify the’ conclusion that inheritéd genetlc differences are o magor
fector in producing the differcnces between the cultures and cultural
achievoments of different peoples or groups. It 'does indiéate s on the
.cohtrary‘, that the major factor in explaining suoh differences is the

- history of the culturnl experience which each'group has uz:defgoné.

7.. . - There is no evidence for the existence of so-called i’;[')ure"

races, e know the earlier races chiefly from skeletel remcins and our

N kncwledge is therefore limited, In regard to race mixturc, the evidence

. po:m'bs to the fact thot human hybridization has been going on for an .
Aindefinite but consideroble tine. Indeed, one of the processes of

.race formation and race extinction or absorption is by mems of hybridization
~ betweon races. Ls there is no rellable evidence that disodvantageous
effects are produced thereby, no biologicel justification exists for

prohibiting inter-morriage between persons of different racese.

8. - We now have to consi:der the bearing of'theée statements
on the problem of humen equality. We wish to emphasize that equality
of opportunity and equelity in law in no way depend, as ethicel principles,
upon the assertion that human beings cre in fact equal in endovmente.

‘We have thought it worth while to set out in a formal manmner
vhat 'is at present sdientifically established 'concerniﬁg individual and

' group differences.

(1) In ﬁatters of roce, thce only churo.ctoristiés‘ Wilich'
anthropolaglsts can effectively use as a basis for clessification are
phys:.ca.l (ano.‘bom:.cc.l cnd physmlov-:.cal) . - i ’

(2) ALvailable scientific knowledge provides no basis for
belicving that the groups of mankindg differ in their innate oapo.o:.ty
for 1n‘bellectuo.1 oand emotlonal development.

(3) The blologlcal differences betueen hmmm ‘beings within
singlo races' may be as great as the biological differences between
roces. ' C ' Lo

(h) Vost soclal chn.nges hove occurred whlch were not in any way

conneoted with chonges in rocial typoe. Hlstonce.l o.nd soclolog:.cal
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studiesl thus support the view that genetic differences are of little
significance in determining the social and cultural differences between
different groups of men. .

(5) There is no evidence that race mixture as such produces
disadvantageous results from a'biological point of view. ' The social
results of race miitwe, whether for good or ill,-éan generally be

traced to social factors.

(Text drafted, at Unesco House, Paris, on 8 June 1951, by:
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