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Stt hject Races und " S u t i v e s . "  

The subject races of whom 1 speak in this paper are  those 
people whom, likes Miss Tox in Bornbey u ~ d  Son, w e  are content 
to call "natives." This term is surely a s  a b ~ u r d  as i t  well could 
be, for a, man who was not a native of some part  of the  globe 
wmld indeed be a lusufi rtatztrm, b u t  after all it seems t~ convey 
one's meaning well enough, and, when we talk of natives, every 
one knows tha t  we refer t o  those races of men, of different 
culo~ur from ourselves, whom we, I suppose rightly, regard as our 
inferiors. 

Incal~acit!~ for' .Self-Go~ue~.q~ntent, 
I n  tlie opinion of th'e average Britisher, all foreign nations 

are obviously incapable of self-government, b u t  the " nativ'es " 
1 refelr t o  really d o  seem to' suffer from a peculiar unfitness in 
this regard, for they appear t o  have1 little, or 1101 idea, of nationality 
or patriotism, and, in spite' of their tribal organization, they 
ofteul have but  a rudimentary notion of subo'rdinating individual 
intelrests to' those of the genelral body. Consequently i t  probably 
is desirable, even in  the' inte'rests of these r a c e  t'henmdvw, tha t  
they should ble under European domination, although, as Sir 
Sydney' Olivier has pointed out, t'his is a consideration which, 
however t rue  i t  may be!, has never by itself c a u d  any race to 
annex the  ternitmy of anohher atr t o  assume i t s  govmment  
(Olivier, 1,T;hite Capita2 a.nd C'oloq~~~ect La.bowr, p. 136). I t .  is 
a t ru th  which looks suspiciously like hypocrisy. i t  is as old as 



Aristotle ("Politics," Book I . ,  ii .),  and i t  has often assisted and 
served as a pretelxt; but ,  where there are no other inducements, 
the1 consideration or̂  the  duty which the  civilized man fe~ds, or 
affects to fee~l, for t h e  uncivilized has, in the  words olf S i r  Sydney, 
I ( been impotent as a colonizing force and has never effelctually 

operated to  induce any white Power to take u p  the  white man's 
burden. " 

Z'tr~o T l - ~ t y s  im zuhich ~ V a t i a e  Races 7nuy be Beynrderl--(I) 4 s  
t h e  "Li,uin,q Z'ooi~"  of O t h e v  111en; (ii.) As .Ifen in, t h e  Fzell Sense.  

Still, the, white man's  bsurden has beten tak,eln u p  prettty elxten- 
sivelly, and tshere a re  few, if any, olf the~se native. races who are 
not. und'e~r the whitel man's rule to#-day; and the  white man, 
therefcjre~, is force,d t o  assumq some definite, at t i tude towards 
them. Now, there are  two ways in which these "natives" call 
be consider.etd. They may be  considere~d either as t he  "natural- 
born slaves" of Aristotle, '~ "Po1it.i~~"-nien, indeed, but  nleri 
whose f ~ n c t i o ~ n  i t  is t o  be  merely the, "living tools" of other 
m e n ;  o'r they map be regarde'd as men in i h e  full se,nse of the 
word, as  posse~ssing rights of their own, and as entitleld t o  be 
regarded not  melrely as a meaa.ns to a n  .end but  as an  end in 
themselves. The forinelr view is thonsaiids of yelars old, and found 
it,s final and crude~st ~e~xpression in  the, .decision olf t he  Supreme' 
Court o'f the, United States i n  t,he Dred Scott case, t ha t  "the 
~oloure~d man has no rights which a white, man is bound to 
respect." It is, i n  fact, pa r t  oif t he  sosphistrpby which a nation. 
praotising' slavdry and knowing \ in i t s  'helart thalt slavery is 
wrong, end.e~avours to make pelace with its co~nscience. I n  the 
Dre~d &cott ,delaision t h s  sophistry has practically disappeared, 
and unrelieveld brutality has take'n its place); but  in the  older 
and more highly-civilizeld society of Greece one' seles t he  struggle, 
one sew, how Aristoltle! tries t o  justify slave~ry by an appeal to 
"phusis," and how he, co l~ l fo~ t s  himself with the1 smug reflection 
--so ve~ry unlike his usual style o~f thought-bhat i t  is re'ally fo'r 
the, slave's good after all. 

Of course(, slavery is a thing of the past, but it has left 
behind i t  a rather near relative 111 the system of indentured 
labour;  and I do not think tha t  i t  is an exaggeration to say 
tha t  just as much hypotcrisy has been displayed in defence of 
indentureid labour as evm was shown in support of slavery. 
Unfortunately, inde~ntured labour is for the  time being a 
necessity in some1 places-e q . ,  in New Guinea-but i t  is not an  
institution which any one who knows anything about i t  would 
care tot perpetuate Iridentured labour goes far  to keep u p  tha t  
feeling of arrcgant and innate supeiriority which is really the  
basic idea of slavery, and which, I suppose, cannot die out so 





Bl.itish Tliezo t h e  O,r~ly  O n e  t l ~ c ~ t  C ~ L T L  be Kec.o~tcilecl zc~itlt. 
S c i e ~ ~ t i f i c  d nt hropobo!/y. 

For  et>hnology knclws nothiiig of natural-bolrn slams, olf essen- 
t,ially supe,rio~r races, of Herrenvalk and Sklavelnvo~lk. Scientific 
et,hnology is unLhinkable except upon the  hypothesis that  all man- 
kind is more o'r less closely relat,ed, a,nd thaf what is true of me 
race a.t some, place and some time, past or prwent, may be equally 
t.rue c'f anchher ent'irely diffe.re'n.t race a t  sctm,e ost,her~- times or place. 
I do nct, intend to' embark upon a disquisition on mo~noge~nism and 
po'lygeniem, nor upo~n th,e relation of ma'nkind to1 the lo~wer 
a.nirna.1~ ; wha,t I wis'h to  assert, is tha,t the  va,lue and even the 
possibility c~f alithro~pcllogy in gene'ral, and e.lhnollogy in  part'iculay, 
de'pends upo'n the u-nity of the  human race-no't necessarily, I take 
i t ,  upon unity osf .descent, but  oln unity of spiritual and mental 
as,pirations-and t'hat ev'ery advance in t,hese science's affords addi- 
tio'nal evidence od this unitjy. 

l i n i t y  of t h e  Nunran I t ~ c c e .  

To the1 pract'ical ma,n, the  busy man o~f affa,irs who p'ridey 
himse81f upon his common sense1 and his f~re~e~do~m from hurnb'ug, 
the, argumefnt from the  unity of man must appear to be the 
Inelrest acadermic trifling. H a  is prcbably pepareid to1 accept 
tha t  hypothesis as he  accepts, for instancel, the dogma of the 
Incarnation, as something which hel will admit to be true, but 
only on cc'izdition tha.t i t  is deprived of a,ll shbstance and reality; 
and he would wnsider i t  as little less than an outrage if he 
were asked to' draw fr'orn eit'her of them an inference) which 
could have the  slightest e~ffelct upon the  actions of his ordinary 
life. H t  would argue (if he condesce~nded to  argue a t  all) that 
whate\v,er may have. b'een the1 origin of mankind, however closely 
all men-bla,c!c, white, yelllow and  red-may be resla.ted if you 
go f a r  enough b,aok, still, as a matter of present fact, they are 
obviously d i s t i n c t i n  colour, in appearanoe, in habits, in ways 
of t.holught, and in ino~st o~the~r' particula,rs that  can be enumerated. 
W e  should reply that  i t  was tru.e that  there were differences, 
but  that  they were aa naught cwmpa,red with th,e fact of our 
common humanity-in ot'helr words, w,e~ should say that  what is 
common to all men is not merely morel important, but  is infinitely 
inore, irnpo~rtant,, than t'h'e a.ccidents by which mein differ. To 
t'his, if he did no~t becolme spe~e~chlelss with rage a t  being compared 
with an adjective niggeir, he, wo~uld retort by accusing us of a 
,;etitio yrincipii ,  inasmuch as i t  is the importance' of this common 
humanity which is in disput'e. 

And so the  controlversy would continue, bu t  i t  would lead to no 
result. for b0itth ~ a r t i e s  are  in the  r ight ;  the practical man is - 
absoll~tely right in objecting most st~renuorisly to anything in 
the natrlre of a doctrinaire administration, and we are right 




































