g_u'ls dre either

. about ariything? .
" As long as ‘this -behavior is en-

eulogized by certain media, politi-
ciags, and ph:(anthropusts, how
- can we expect anyone to.change a

-multlphcatwn of so-called victims

‘ whese  nimbers  afe- increasing

« ¢ven faster than the pational budg-
et and trade deficits?

What this néw initiative will in-

sure, we hope, is a tough-love poli-

exercise program: no pain, no gain.
- Helpmg people always feels better

results. When we allow the govern-
ment to do our giving and our help-
ing, it all becomes de-pefsonatized.
- Yes, we may see some bureaucrat-
ic welfare operations bite the dust,
- as'well they should. -
Nobody wants to see children
hungry, and I prédict we’lt see few-

feel -optimistic’

. coliraged, subsidized, and atmost-

llfe style .that can only léad to a:

cy that wifl begin to help people to
their feet. It is very much like ar

when it occurs much closer to-
home. It’s also nice' to see some -

er hungry people as a result of a;
tougher program. Certain so-cailed

philamhroplsts ‘have made forfunies -
frotn. our caring people. 1 believe .
this. shake-out will get rid of the’
dead wood and revitalize the real '

prehmmary scientific dis-
of a genetic basis for dys-
lexia to hroad-hased claims for a
gernietic detemunanon of intelli-
gence, Lenkowsky implied that
this re]at’vely conimon reading dis-
order can be equated with prob-
lems with intelligence.

Infact, as virtually any teacher
who works . with dyslexic children
and aduits will tefi you, extremely
bright and able people often suffer
from the disability. Mareover, ai
least one coramonly used textbook
defines dyslexia as “‘a dizorder in
which a person fails to leam to read
in spite of adequate intelligence.’”
So dyslexia may or may rot have
anything at all to do with that
vague characteristic we call ioteili-
gence.

More importantly, perhaps,
Lenkowsky's own admission that
many dyslexics “have successfully
compensated for their disability,
completed demanding programs of
study, and performed at high.levels

i imeﬂ'cctuaﬂy challenging ca-

reers” powerfully suggests that
perhaps grant makers should spmd
more time and effori, not less,

examining how manipuiating a per--
son’s education and environment
can shape social success. 1f this se-
rious. cognitive problem can bz

- overcome by changes in the social
cuvironment, what about others?

As Lenkowsky wnotes, the con-
sensus view is that a large share—
from 20 to 60 per cent, he wrote.
of intelligence is the result of envi-
ronmental factors. Before prant
makers go charging off into the
brave fiew--but stiff poorly uader.
stood-—world 'of genetic manipuia-

. tionvin humans, they should satisfy

themselvés that we've taken full

. advantage of workmg with these
" -environmental factors in attacking
). social problems that Lenkowsky
* and others appear to blame on a
<. person’s SCoTe on an 1.Q. test.

DAVID MALAKOEF
Shepherdstown, W.Va.

- - To THE EptTon:’

The siren song of genetic deter-
mhinism_has unfortunately led Les-

" li¢ Lenkowsky te some very dan-
. gerous conclusions. He suggests

that . philanthropists should rely
upon the long-discredited science
b he Bell Curve and: re-

lem that Muriay and Herrnst

; ?"-opy should not leam from ¢

for™ many years Yet' Mr Len-

- kowsky chooses to biithely assure

us that “‘most of these conclusions
< are ... . now \mdely accepted
by experts.“ :

Even if one gmnts the corr ect-
ness .of The Bell Curve's findings,
Mr. Lenkowsky and any allies he
mray find in the philanthropic com-
mumity are left with the same prob-
k3113
faced: They have no solutions. Ia
the book, Muwiray aud Heristein
vaguely suggest some Lind of poi-
mangint ghetio’ where owr genetic

unfortunates cau be warchoused

end kept out of ths sight aad away
from the wallete of thoge of us who
bavve tho right shedf, VVithout overt
references to genetics, Mewt Ging-
rich has supgested orohanages for
this pwpoes. Mr. Leakowsky of-
feiz po stgnestions at all in his arti-
cle.

Ower the next decade, as the Hu-
man Goncme Program finds more
gencs that really do predispose
their ovracys to develop napravent-
able and incorablz ilnzsses such us
Hoatingion's, polyeystic kidney
dizeage, and some cancers, philan-
theopic institutions will hear more
calls foir abandoament of cfforts to
help those whose genes are not
beneficial.

In fact, the Lenkowsky article
provides one hinit of such a devei-
opraent. What, one might ask. is
going to happen to children who
caity this dyslexia gene (it should
be noted that therc is no agreement
within the scientific community
that dyslexia is a discrete entity,
much Jexs caused by a single gene).
Will school systems label these
children as slow, before they even
enter first grade? Will prospective
parents abort them é&ven before
they are born? Will universities
and professional schools regard
those who are predisposed 10 this
or other ilnesses as bad invest-
meuts?

Philanthropy i< one of socisty’s

chief cfforts to achieve equality.
Genetics is the science of inequal-
ity. Thare is 24t inhereat coatradic-
tion here that cannot be resolved
by advocating surrender to, or
cvea incoi poration of, genetic de-
terministic views iato philanthrop-
ic thought.

As the political leaders of this
couati ¥ seem more likely to blame
theie failures on genctics, philan-
thropic leaders must remain vigi-
lant that they do not fall into the
same trap. Hang §. Gogrry

Director

The Genethics Center
Hagerstown, bd.

To TRE Entron:

Leslie Lenkowsky writes that
the recent publication of The Bell
Curve chall the philanthropic
community to reconsider its ‘‘core
commitment to improving social
conditions in order to improve hu-
man wejfare.” In my opinion—as
professor of biological sciences
and former dean of the College at

. Columbia University, and as a

trustee -of the New York Founda-
tion—Mr. Lenkowsky is wrong.
Hls essay shows why the philan-
m umty had best pre-

our fellow citizens kept at the bot-
tom of the socio-economic heap by

continuing racial and-ethnic preju- -

dice. .

" - Mr. Lenkowsky shows us this in

his opening argument,. by giving
away the sleight-of-hand that the
authors of The Bell Curve used to
such damaging efiect. He begins
with the discovery of 2 pua se-
quance (vot, iucidentally, a gene,
but shitply a stretch of DA which
differs from fawily to family) that is
i i 2 mwabar
ilies, with the progeasiiy io devel-
ep dyslexia. This is a corvelation,
aot a causal conncction. and he
}:now it: He says that one “may
asgctiated”” wiih the other.
insn a few sentences later, he
juinps froi conslation 1o cansal-
ity, without any cause to do so, re-
stating the results of the same sin-
gle exporisecnt as a claim that dys-
lexia **can be traced to a pasticular
genetic abacrmality.” Ou what
arounds? Hone in his article, and
nonc in The Bell Curve.

The problem with making onc
unjustified ieap frown correlation o
causality is the freedom it gives one
to make another, and another, This
leads to ritualistic pseudo-science,
and to self-righteous but circodar
explapations after ihe fact: OF
course we sacrifice the virgin avery
titne there is an eclipse, you dum-
my; that’s why the eclipse goes
away.

Thus by the end of the first para-
graph, we find that this small piece
of real science “‘powerfully sup-
ports’’ the thesis that *"much of in-
telligence is inherited.” 1t does
not. Rather, it supports the thesis
that, since our bodies and our
minds are the products of both our
genes and our experiences, we
should continue to work w0 im-
prove that which can be improved,
that is, the likelthcod that the espe-
riences of a child will be nurtuiing
and nourishing in all senses of the
word,

Once a person of means gets up
a head of steam on the issue of
the undeserving. genetically-driv-
en poor, the arguments start (o take
on a characteristic and faniliar
tone.

First. there is the claim of a
“eonsensus view, ' in this case the
view that intelligence is inherited,
coupled with the complaint of a co-
bal to disguise this conseusus.
There is no consensus, of course,
because there can be no data
arouad which to form onc, since
the definitions of intelligence are as
vague as the mechanism of gene
action in the assembly of a con-
scious brain is indeterminate.

And then, in the absence of ei-
ther data or a good cabal to hide it,
one expects to see the surfacing of
simple, raw prejudice, usually of
the racial sort.

Since people from different con-
tinents do leok different, we can at
least understand the impulse to
sort ourselves that way. But when
we try to sert people by race and
compare their intelligence, we run
smack up against the strong—de-
pressingly strong aad invariant—
correlation between resources and

race ip this country.

'_I'lle . presumption that darker

_mean: -fower marbles but

is -almost -always:

‘ Qym ,m ovv: 39 -

e Bell Curve’

built mw such studies. Presump-

tions like these -are always dicey

when they are closely examined: -
Africaris now living:in-Africa score -

higher on' American “intelligence™

tests than those - African-Ameri-

cans who arc the descendants of
hundreds of years of American

slavery.

But Lenhowshy, with a youag
black rosu lu a booded sweatshit
pogstably hovering bofor his
mind’s eyc. zetuaily clainis that in-
nerited  “latelligen ard  not
aeprivation, lack of hope, roy bid
examples. critically effects “th-
lielitcod of bocoming a ciinu-
nal,” Lot him tell that (o Webster
Hubbeil.

We know the game 5 up. and
that 1t is just @ 2ame ol a s¢
when the ar, ganent stips from re-
to ethaicity. By his aame, var. Loo-
Lowsly shaves with mic a Polish an-
eastry, 1 do not know his ethaiaity
beyound thai, bul T do know npy
own,

My arandperents left the Rus-
sinn Pale to escaps the relisious
aud sthnic pegjudice of their non-
Jewish fellow Poles. Russiuns, and
Ulrainians. They hed ao wealth,
no educatiou accepiabie to the
lareer society they

Flived in, and ne
prospzcts: us this was the case for
their ancestors, many Americans.
thought their condition was inhenit-
ed. [ndeed, [ am fortunate that they
arfived here before the sthnically-
tited immigration laws of the
1920°5. which would have kept
them out on the grounds that they
carried putative Fusiera-Curope
an. Jewish “genes™ for poverty,
disease, and avarice.

‘their friends ard relatives who
did aot make 1 out b ame died, of
course, ai the hands ofa reut Ger-
man caperiment oo !
neering. the remosval of
genes’

e by the axeg

! » generalions and
fess than 2 century of acoess to
safety. food. 2 Lilals al 4
highey education, Wy felow
Amerian Jews ar L up by The
Bell Curve as inheritors of “genes

for high intellizence ™ Shat nighi-
marish. ol poas2ase dus is to
me.

What mean-spirited rhetoric it is
as well, and finally what aninsult it
is to my grandparents and to the
rest of those miifions of prople who
came to this country and who still
come in the hopes of the chance my

.grandparents were given.

1t is insulting and wrong to give
my ancestors’ “genes’ credit be-
cause the prejudices they faced
have cased in my generation. and it
is an even decpst—and wholly
contradictory—-insult to blame my
African-American friends’ aaces-
tors’ “‘genes’ for America’s nehil-
ity to give up the prejudices that
still block their path.

Surely philanthropy has a signal
responsibility to work against the
damaging effects of prejudice on
the hopes of young people of all
genetic makeups, as it has an obli-
gation to work against the underly-
ing prejudices themselves.

Ronsn'r PoLLACK
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