Morgan 1501469 AHAC6015
Essay 2
Question five.
The human evolution story is inherently racist and sexist- discuss.
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Introduction
Looking at the past and how we used the story of human evolution evolved gives a good insight into the mindset of the scientists and practitioners of the subject since. At the time of these great thoughts on the subject of human evolution the scientists of the time were mainly white males. Could this have influenced their thoughts, is it the white male scientists who are to blame for the human evolution story being inherently racist and sexist? Charles Darwin is the person who everyone focuses on when they speak of human evolution and this is rightly so, but is he to blame for all the racist and sexist discrepancies in this story? Darwin was born in 1809 and died in 1882, the story of human evolution did not when Darwin died, Darwinism theory expanded with different thoughts based on Darwin’s theory of human evolution. These doctrines have been used for different purposes ever since their existence. By looking at the way these theories have been used, it will be possible to see how racist and sexist the story of human evolution has been. 

Racism has been prevalent in the story of human evolution from the time people started to think about theories of human evolution. Lorimer (1988), says that it was not until the mid-twentieth-century that an assault on racist doctrines challenged the scientific standing of racialist theories (Lorimer 1988:405), it was this that suggested that the ideology of racial inequality owed its expansion to the actions of Victorian scientists. Looking at Charles Darwin who himself was a Victorian scientist, shows how some of these racist and sexist doctrines were born.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Although Charles Darwin is rightly considered to be the ‘father’ of ‘Human Evolutionary Theory’ (Ruse 1998), his works, ‘Origins of Man’, 1859 and ‘The Descent of Man and Selection in Relation to Sex’, 1871 had taken the world by storm and started to shape the basis for the story of human evolution. Works such as ‘Races of Man’ by Robert Knox (1791-1862) were already in circulation. Races of Man concentrated on polygenetic theory, Knox was the principle creator of polygenetic theory in Great Britain (Lorimer 1988:405). Polygenetic theory centres around the thought you can classify the varieties of man by racial type, with white Europeans being at the top of the hierarchy. Polygenists supported an extreme racialist position by identifying the differences between racial groups and arguing that anatomical differences proved that different races were a species coming from separate origins (Lorimer 1988:405).
Darwin’s theories although different from the polygenetic theory of a hierarchy, were right in thinking that we are all derived from one species, homo-sapiens. Darwin’s theories although ground breaking, are also heavily tinged with racism and sexism, a major critique, especially by feminists is that Darwinism is sexist (Ruse 1998). (Lorimer 1988:406), says that the histories of racism tend to overestimate the impact of mid Victorian polygenist typologies, with evidence of polygenesis after Darwin’s works being not as common in Britain as other parts of the world.    
In ‘The Descent of Man’, Darwin shows a very sexist bias, when he argues that evolution has made man superior to woman, claiming that if two lists were made up with the most eminent men or women from any intellectual or artistic realm, then they would bear no comparison (Rubin 2017). Darwin makes many references about the differences between male and female. with another example of Darwin’s sexism in the descent of man ‘Man is more courageous, pugnacious, and energetic than woman, and has more inventive genius’ (Darwin 1871,2:316 in Ruse 1998).
Why was this though? During the period of Darwin’s great thoughts on the way humans have evolved, the world was a very different place. White man conquering was all the rage, colonialism was strong on the agenda and so was exploring too. In the past such great explorers as Christopher Columbus, Francis Drake and James Cook were all white explorers who set of to find new lands and people, and who did so with great success and fame. The explorers who discovered these new lands were always seen as superior, coming back to tell stories and to describe the people they found to be savage like animals. These famous explorers who found new lands such as, Hawaii, and Australia were mostly white European males, with very few being women or people of colour.
Darwin’s revolutionary theories are still the basis for many current thought on the theory of human evolution, but they were written in a very different world from today. Gender norms in nineteenth century, were very different to today, women were not allowed to gain the same level of professional or academic accomplishment as their male counterpart (Hu 2016). The nineteenth century is also often believed to be the great age of scientific racism, where there was great interest in human variation at a time of colonial expansion and slavery (Smith 2013:443). Early in the 18th century people were trading by sea and going off to far off lands and coming back with tales of foreign people, some of who could not speak,  some may be covered in hair and not only that, they had tales, this was because the people of the time were not knowledgeable on the extant of the human variation (Ingold 2006:260). 
 The world of science at the was dominated by men with women being barred from some institutions and therefore were unable to get a degree. Antoinette Brown Blackwell, in 1875, published the book, The Sexes Throughout Nature, this directly challenged Darwin’s and the other elite scientists of the times sexist ideas about evolution, this was the first feminist critique of Darwin’s work to be published (Rubin 2017). Although not a scientist, Blackwell believed she had the one quality to address the male dominated bias theories of evolution and this was that she was a woman.  She implied, that men by virtue of being men, made them biased and so too were their scientific theories. If women were not allowed scientific training, then there is no alternative to challenge the male thoughts but a woman who hasn’t had scientific training. Only women could approach the subject of evolution from a feminine viewpoint, and because of the rules of the time there were no women qualified in the subject (Rubin 2017).
 In the origin of species Darwin argues that all races are of modern human stock which had gradually evolved from one common origin, once we had reached the stage of homo-sapiens we dispersed around the world (Valencia 1997:30) Unfortunately this school of thought did nothing to extinguish the racist thinking of the time. Darwin thought although we came from one common ancestor, it did not necessarily make us equal, intellect still separated us from other races. Darwin’s views on equality gave craniologists the means to revisit old theories that Caucasians had larger cranium than that of non-whites and were cognitively superior (Valencia 1997: 31), by doing this it enabled them to resurrect a part of polygenesis theory. 
Following on from Darwin’s theories of human evolution was Social Darwinism the theory that individual people and groups are subject to the same Darwinian principles of natural selection as plants and animals. Although not directly linked to Darwin, Social Darwinism was emphasised by people such as Sir Francis Galton (1822-1911) the father of eugenics, who firmly believed that by the use of eugenics, being controlled and selective breeding, he would be able to racially regenerate his native England, his eugenics programme encouraged child bearing just among the wealthy Anglo Saxon upper class, which he thought of as the fitter stock of western society, discouraging breeding among  the lower classes and people of colour (Dennis 1995:246).
Social Darwinism was accepted in England and the United States, due to the national interests of the two countries. Social Darwinism supported practises and policies that were beneficial to both, even though England did not suffer the same internal racial problems as the united states, the theory helped create racist colonial and imperialistic policies based on social Darwinism in Britain’s vast empire (Dennis 1995:245). (Hawkins 1997:31) says that social Darwinism has the same four elements of Darwinism,
1. “Biological laws governed the whole of organic nature including humans. 
2. The pressure of populations growth on resources generated a struggle for existence among organisms.
3. Physical and mental traits conferring an advantage on the possessors in this struggle (or in sexual competition), could through inheritance spread through the population.
4. The cumulative effects of selection and inheritance over time accounted for the emergence of new species and the elimination of others” (Hawkins 1997:31).
But crucially Social Darwinism had a fifth element and that was, 
5.  “This determinism extends to not just the physical properties of humans but also to their social existence and to those psychological attributes that play a fundamental role in social life, for instance, reason, religion and morality” (Hawkins 1997:31).

The downfall of social Darwinism and eugenics came from Hitler and his use of the theories. Hitler believed that the Aryan and Nordic race had evolved to a higher level than all other races because of natural selection was influenced by the harsher climatic conditions (Weikart 2013:537), believing that especially the Nordic race that had in the last ice age sharpened the struggle for existence with the weak dying out and only the strongest surviving (Weikart 2103 538). Hitler had used social Darwinism to justify his atrocities such as the persecution of the Jews. Theories such as social Darwinism have often been used for political purposes by countries trying to justify why they are the master race, Germany with Hitler and the United Kingdom in the days of colonialism, when we were trying to grow our empire and the united states with the slave trade. 
Even in 1957 in The Uniqueness of the Individual by Medawar (Medawar 1957:122), he devotes a whole chapter to the ‘imperfections of man’ without mentioning women once but comparing man’s imperfections in evolution against many types of animal. Richard Dawkins in his book the Selfish Gene (1976), which popularised the gene-centred view of evolution, in which he claims that females have two options to them. One where they can go for the ‘he man’ approach, where they mate with the biggest hulk in hope that their offspring in turn will also be big and able to breed well. Or the other alternative of the ‘domestic bliss’ tactic, where females act the little woman whilst offering the male a taste of home-life joy (Ruse 1998). It is not only the Victorian scientists that can have a sexist approach to evolution.

Conclusion.
The way of the world at the time should never excuse racism or sexism but we cannot change history, we can only change the present, and thankfully the world is a slightly different place right now. The world of science is not now a field mainly dominated by males, it no longer excludes women from practising science, science has also moved on greatly in the past few decades. We still live in a sexist world with men often earning more than women just because of their sex. If Blackwell is correct in thinking that men by being virtue of men will always be biased, then the same could no doubt be said for women in their thinking. That can no way be a bad thing as it may balance out the biased thoughts of man. Hu (2016) says that ‘scientists are socialised and influenced by the same societal pressures as the rest of us, even though the scientific process tries to be as objective as possible, scientists are human beings with implicit bias’s (Hu 2016). Because of this science can never be purely objective, it can be sexist or racist depending on the race or sex of the scientist. The world is still a very racist place, and again, if men are biased to their sex then why not be biased towards their race also. 
Social Darwinism and Darwinism do not have as much in common as their names suggest, apart from a few basic concepts. Darwin is the father of evolutionary theory, his scientific explanations are the basis for the explanation of human evolution even today, some 159 years later. Not all his theories proved correct although Social Darwinism, on the other hand seems to have been used for very racial means. The British used Social Darwinism to rationalise colonialism, imperialism, racism, poverty and by any means to justify the expansion of the British Empire. In the united states social Darwinism had a significant impact on the way slaves were treated and Hitler used it in the most extreme way to try and further the Aryan race. 
Darwin is not to blame for all this, I am sure he would be horrified to learn what has been carried out in his namesake. Darwin did not construct a social theory on his own, he did adopt positions on the issues of his day and these do reflect his own prejudices and preferences (Hawkins 1997:36). There are papers devoted to discussing whether or not Darwin was sexist and a racist and undoubtedly, he was, the period Darwin occupied seemed a very racist and sexist time throughout. It is hard not to remember the importance of time and place in the history of racist and sexist thought, this is by no means an excuse. Darwin had faced ridicule before when he suggested we came from apes, Darwin may have just been fitting his theories around the widespread thought of the time among scientists. It seems every human evolutionary theorist before the 1950’s and some beyond are all a bit sexist and racist, Robert Knox, James Hunt, Alfred Russel Wallace, Richard Dawkins et al, it would be stupid to think Darwin was any different. 
The story of human evolution will never escape sexism or racism, it cannot if scientists are biased in anyway, which they are. There can at least be a feminist view to go alongside the male view. Sarah Blaffer Hrdy (1981) ‘The Woman That Never Evolved’, has a presented a feminist view of evolution that may not have gone down that well in Victorian Britain. She argues that the reason women conceal their ovulation, they do not come into heat like animals, is to keep the male on a paternal care-giving string. She goes on to explain, that a male cannot know and does not know from one sexual encounter if he is the father of the child, this means that he has to stay to fend off rivals and help with the child, if not she will cut him off. (Hrdy 1981).
In this essay if have used parts of the story of human evolution to highlight the sexism and racism that is inherent within it. Darwin shows sexism and racism within his work, he is not alone though, I am sure if he was alive today his thoughts would be in keeping with what is required today, race and sexism would still come in to it I am sure but maybe it would no be as prevalent as it is today. I think Ruse (1998) says it best when he says, we have a contradiction that Darwinism is sexist, and Darwinism is feminist, I will add Darwinism is racist. Why is this? Because Darwinism is simply a clotheshorse that anyone can hang any ideology on that they feel comfortable with. He says, If you are a feminist Darwinism can accommodate you and if you are a sexist, it can also (Ruse 1998), no doubt if you are also racist, social Darwinism is for you. 
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