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l a~ rdc rs  on sr111hi~rn. 'l'hz 
complexin r h n ~  .Air. Iierlin- 
ski n[~pxcntl!. fears Ihnl,ls ns 
truu i n  r l l r  < lcvu l ,~p~ i~cnr  

lecnlal alle~rancec h u v -  
\~-har a mlicf-it is a q~ur i r~os  
rcvnlutic>n. 'Ti~imc 10 sleep. 

1i.i criucs t ~ ~ ~ i c t l l y  (nil u1 

cncc. n r ~  rncm mncIi:~nt dian 
aitici.l.ing w<dntionar). psy- 
chnln+ts Iir not wc~r ing lnh  
cnats. Sciences p r n q c w  no t  

os? are essentially "trivi;~l." 
T h i s  k the s lant l~rd clailn o r  
cr i t ics who \rich t o  he cva- 
sivcly d v f l : ~ ~ i u t i n n  \r,itliout 
ha ring ti^ :x;unie IIIC l~un len  
ancl risl;nfsllo\vinq how any 
specific findinp nrcncnc1lly 
lt~ilnp. ~-\lrh<?ugh slltne find- 
in9 c ~ l ' r v n l t r t i ~ ~ n a ~  P\>TIIoI- 
npistc ni:ly 11tr11 tmt  t o  I>c 
n-nwg, rlrc cli:trqc tlf m\ in l -  
in. IXLRI!S at1 clclnennry un- 
f i i t ~ ~ i l i : r r i ~  ~ v i t l i  tllc field. 

f lcrc arc wtnc n w ~ t r i v i d  
r l isco~eries. T h c  la\vs o i  
rhcl~tght are n o t  the laws o f  
loyic, and do not nmsisr pri- 
111:1ril!' ~ ~ C g c n c r n l - l ~ i t r ~ ~ i ~ s e .  
conrent-free lclrnin,n rilles 
(as prcvio!~s\y I,clic\ccl). 1111- 
rnan rarinn:tlit? i, nrhic\.cd 
rhcrug~l n hcrcroy.ncu)~ls cxll- 
I c r d ~ ~ ~ i  c~f re. iu~ninr  .;pccial- 
imri<uls, wit11 i hc~ rc rw t~  dic- 
n r cdc~ l l i .  prcdicicd. ~ i ropr i -  
clvnc n~in\r.ital:ml lo:icx Gin- 
n:lte idc:~~") .  v , l i ~ ~ r e  diverse 
*rnlcnlrc.i r c f l c c~  the 5rruc- 
turn ofclriouc endtlring, nn- 
ccs tn l  :ldapti\.e prnl i let~is. 
l ' he  inund:~t ion III' I i ~ l ~ n a n  
ccclriotnic :~ct i \ i r)-  i s  :III 

e\folveii neural nirchanism 
sl,cci:~lizeJ 6,r re;~s<,ninp 
al~ctur evcll:~ngc.. 1.r-iclctlcc 
o ~ n i i n n s  the pre~licrcrl c~i.;- 
tcncc o f  a prerinosl!. un- 
biaran mcrllanistn desirmed 
rn LLW i n m m l l l y  n-liahlc c~lcs 
tn detect cl<~*.c pmet i r  re l l -  
iivcs, tn  inreilsil) I ltmilylc~ve 
ttw-.rnI IIIOW in~liri~I~t:tl~, ;III<I 
tn :mivan: sexual :~,,er;ion m- 
wan1 them (i.c., 1:rclrll h:ld il 
ex:~ctly wrong). I'IIC tnor:lI 
scncinienr~ sn iar i n v c ~ t i p t -  
ed have l hc  rhnr:~creristics 
prccliete~l I>!. the Ii!.p(~tI~c~is 

. that tlic!. e\.ol\;col ac g:lnie- 
rhcnrct ic s,~lutions t n  the 
a<lapdvc pml~lcm.: pmed I,!. 
s n ~ ; t l l - , ~ ~ ~ u l i  intcr.tcri<mc. 

O t l i c r  studies l i : t ~ v  un- 
pckecl the cv,~lvc~l i;~lic%on- 
al k,$c i,l';mqcr. m :~p lw l  the 
eog~ i i t i vc  r~~ach ine r )  t l ~ a r  
c2tl.;es i iuni:~nc t r t  scc cnch 
nt lrcr as rnernl~ers o fcno l i -  

I ~inns. \ I ~ ~ ~ ~ r i t ~ y l i r , n  illis nlrn.; 

the hcirt i r  ii dttes in rhc , take the one step that i s  in- I I,? s!~pc~ti t iously tr~ing rhc 
I ~ ~ i t ~ . - t r ~  fnr c x : ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ l e ,  t o  . I  
l>n l ic t  rhc cxac~ Iclc.1iion ol 
c;~pill:~rics i t1 iclcntical twins. 

Hut we #In not neetl miti- 
yokc t i i ~ . ; t c ~ o r  rnagienj ex- 
I1lairl tlie Jcvelrrplncnt ol'tllc 
, , 1 .  e r l l s  . 
er 11s :I cr,gcnt rcaqon 
lor l\,in&ng rll:,t sit,,:1. 
tinn any <li(icrenr u.;dl I\le 
~ , ~ ~ i , ~ .  ~$i,,l,,;~ I ,~  nl,,re 
c,,mlllicntcll mnr~,c. 
lllnt;e~,,l. , i e  . 
enre tllat ,,,lr, ~ ~ ~ l i ~ ~ ~ k i  I~,,,~, 

11,11 tile bet that some. 
Ill;ny is i.nlnlrle, ,llIcs ll,,t 

Ine:ln ic llc,t la,,.hll, 
<;.ins .\.IAH(:LIS 

.\iZ I i r k  (.',?;?,.,s;IY 

.Y,7:. 1:rI.k (.?t! 

.li> .THE l:.unrr~c 
T l l c  prc,spcrl t l i ~ r  cell- 

rurics nl'rcligi<>tt.;, itircllcc- 
tual, atid r i i l ~ ~ t r . ~ l  rekrence 
11oint~ wi l l  t11c.11 into :In un- 
r e c ~ ~ ~ m i z : ~ I ~ I ~  nc\r I:tnrlscapc 
'lf scretltiiic i'n"ulc'i?c 'Ir1- 

ders~andaldy prov~rl;cs un- 
rcsistallcc~ 

n r l l  l s e  l 1  

scnsc t l ic t n a q ~ i r u ~ l c  111 tlic 
c"lrlin?chan~c';.~lhcyc fccL 

i l i ~ p c n s ~ l ~ l c  a, inakiilp their . . .  
cr lr i r isrn authcrrirrtivc o r  ! 
even germane: they c!o nnr 
:lctunlly rcxl the primnq' lit- 
cclnrrc nr kno\v is content, 
nnd * I ,  i loorn themselv~s t o  
: r r p i ng  u.ith h e i r  I)ICTI con- : 
li~cinn.;, m t r i c k i r~?  i n  myrh, 
I T ~ ~ I V ~ ,  n ~ i w l u ' ; ~ ~ c r i ~ ~ i i i n ,  
nnc1 irrclc\.mcF :\ h r i c i  let- 
ter CWI cnt:~Io? only :I few 
x ~ c l i  c o n l i t r i o n ~  prcgcnt ill 
U w i d  Ikrlinski's ess:~y 

S:~nimI wlecrion ic not "a 
frreflo:~rin!r li,n~i o f l y c n q "  I 

I w t  at, olr;cn-al~lc.~vrll-m~xl- 
cled ph!l-ic~l [~nn ! s% like OF- 

nxn i \  or con\-cctinn. deduc- 
tivcly cntxilcd I,? the :lppli- 
cat i r~n '~l'cct theor?. n, sclf- 
rcp l i c~r ing  l~h!.;ic-~l system\;. 
\lr. IIcrlincki's claim that 
"helrl sni<lic.; have pn,vcd tic,- 

ttrriollsly iztconclusi\.e shcn  
it comes rn  llnhlcll wlev3011" 
I r m ) s  :i 5mkit1g i~na i l l i ng-  
nus.: r11 cvprsc l l i t ~ ~ w l i t o  h e  
prirnttty l itcnrurc. i n  u.hich 
~,rcrli~-tinns ,lerive<l l i nm  se- 

, leeti,,nisr tllc,,rics ~ ~ ~ ~ , j h , l -  
I!. cuplain tl~rrusands c>Fol~- 
V.N:II~~~F with ecx>nnmyand 
tnnr~,c,nalic,l 

.\,lore ~t t l~scat~t ia l ly ,  cvo- 

sort:~cc lorti is o f  past strc- 
~ T W .  llur Ih!.npphin5or in- 
vcnt ing a,hntc\,er lornmnl 
~<x> ls  arc m i ~ l e  necessity I,! 
t l ~ c  nanlrc o f d ~ c  l ~ l ~ e n n ~ ~ i u -  I 
tla under sn~<ly.'ll,c erolvcd 
i nh~n~ l :~ t i onn l  and m ~ l a t o -  
r). functions nf ~ l i c  tlrain are 
lutncr capiurcd lym!npurn- 
d~malk,rniali~latinm ihin I,!. 
clin'ercnti:tl cq~lations. 

Sinm KCVTI)II, n h m d  ar- 
ray o f  new ~n;tthernntic:~l 
trwls hns I r e t i  dm loped  . m c l  
i l l { i l icc l  ni an cnornlous 
r a n F  of scicnca. Im$ic. set 
d~rc,gr r r~ml, in~tnr ia,  l,m!)- 
a l > i l i n  tliec10; sraticrics, al- 
r,ritl;t~iic;. vornctr): in&- 
~II:IUOII 111e0n; S~~I~I-IIC~CC- 
rion theon; conrrol theon. 
p m c  tl~mry--illl pl:~yan ic- 
ti\.c mlc in cvdutinnnn. psy- 
cholng, alonpi' lc clilTrren- 
till eq~f i~t i~rns.  I.uilm[,lcs in- 
cl~zclc Linern=ticqconicq i r ~  
I<crpcr Shcl,:~rdS cvol~ l r ion-  
n n  apprnach to psy- 
CIII)PI~!T~CS. urliich lee1 t o  his 
Yatit,l~:tl ,\Ic<l:~l c , f  Science; 
I'reqoentist npproaclie.i to 
pml)al~iliry, IIW~ I~~oul-.*.lvm 
; ~ n d  (;crd Gi<ercn7,er rr ,  cs- 
plnre cvolvcJ n~cchnt~ isms 
l i ~ r  judging risk: and OI I~  re- 
liance on pomc rhrnr?. 2nd 
v:irir~us st~ndarc l  2nd non-  
mtrdnrd lo+ t o  inw~csdpte 
cvolvecl re~wning p r o ~ m n ~ c  
cn~I,Iirrg 111~11:tn m ~ p x i t i o n .  

1 3 iuch d d ~ c  cdifin: ot.nind- 
ern scicnce, From the Jis- 
mve~.l). (if t l ie yetietic c ~ d c .  
to h i r d i c n ~ i s ~ r y ~  cell l,iolr,p, 
devclc~pmcnwl l r io loy .  im-  
inunoloq, neumx<ence, .m- 
IIIII~, :II~II ~ ~ o l n ~  ~cr,lrLl not 
pnsc .\lr, Bcrl inrki i  slt1,cmi- 
rious t ~ ~ t ,  l te~.~l tse [heir r ich 
c<>ntent is nnr e ~ ~ r c s c i l ~ l e  I,? 
diffcrcntinl cqusrivns. 

,\.IF. llerl inski i  other ma- 
jnrarptrnent is  liar the fincl- 
inpr~icvr, l t~r i l~nary p y d i n l -  

in~:lrecycn sll:l"lrr lilrcvrl- I I u t i nnay  [~ ryc l~ , r lo~ is ts  are 
lutionar?. ~ l ~ ! ' ~ ~ ~ ~ l l ~ l ~ " ~ .  IIC- s ~ ~ p p c ~ e d  15) I,c nl,a.;Iieil be- 

"Irr \vr'rlc f"rces us Irr 
lit.? u-ithin tllc rtmnk! rd i -  
tie.; d ' t l l i s  I ~ r c I y  C\ I~I [>~L,~ 

cause .Mr. Hcrlitl\ki has held 
,,, 111, to his I'rocrus~ean 
*.rnocIcI i;,r w\-hat science 

ncn. a,orhl. I b i s  sense o f  in,- rImuItI ix7-~e\vron'\  use of 
~"tl'lin? dislocatinn crc:ltrs I ,liifcrctitial cquntir~ns tn dc- 
:In a l ' l~ l i t c  i;~r~cenlillgl!. 2x1- 

tlloril:~tivc ilicmi~s:tlc u f  thc 
11riny~!ry claim., oic\-oludlltl- , 

a n  . p?'clr~loy, . u.hicll le:lJ- 
Ins ~nrel lccnt i~ l  journals ic- 
cor t l i~ i r l y  iec(l. 'l'lic appeal 
~)fthcsc i r ~ l i c d  dismissals i 5  

that ll>ey $\-c (icrniission tr, 
inwllccnnl.; m iliink the mri- 
vcnient: that they IIU nnt  
have ti] den1 \\,it11 this ne\v 
svorld. o r  rcviw orsurrenrler 

scriI,c t r~erhnnin l  h?xrenic 
; ~ n d  i;~un,l uc L ' t r i l y  i n  his 
imnrjnatinn nf an innl l i i l icnt 
usc;rl',liiicrcnri;~l cquauons. 
1 lo\vcver itnprcssivu thih is 
me.lnt rowtxntl to the nl:lrIi- 
cn~aric~ll!. uncrjined, it pro- 
\.r,kcs laucliier in pnct ic ing 
scicniisis, u-llo itse 2 \,r<l:~tl 
nrrny r > i n ~ : ~ t h c ~ t ~ : r t i c ~ l  rind 
fon~lal mils in their tvcjrk. It 
rcvealc a l,:~sic t ~ i i s ~ ~ n c l e r -  

:In!. r l i r l ic i r  1,cliek or intcl- I snnclin!:c~f the nature oixi- 
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~ l l i t ~ s ,  IV~CII S t ~ w i  I'itiker 
wri tes tha t  "nature does 
not d i m r e  whnt we s l ~ o u l ~ l  
~ c c c l i t  or how  we < I i oo l~ l  
l i ve  o u r  lit-US." l ie  i s  cx- 
1Irc$3in~ 3 holw c n t i r ~ / y  at 
rxltls n i r h  h i s  pmic.;sion~l 
conimitnlenn. I l ' t~rc l innn 
rnen 2nd u,orncn i re .  lik 
[I'inkcr] Iiitnsclf, free 1'1 
rcll their e n c s  "m p, iomp 
in  lie Inkc." why rlien pay 
rhe cl igl i rert arrenrion tn 

r111 :rncl o f f r l i c  renden? t t t  I "Na t t~ ra l  selection." he  in- 
categorize others nc in l l y :  fr~rnts us, "is cerrainly no t  a 
:~nd identified t h e ~ ~ r c t i n l l y  1 forcc o f  nnrurc" henuse the 
~ ~ r u l i ~ . r e ~ l .  ~ ~ r e r i o u s l y  un -  r ~ n l y  I,ncic ibrces o f  n n n ~ r c  

e ln l~ i t i r~nnry  ~h,chnlo~-  
why  pny t l ic  .iliglitect nr- 
tenrion to Pinker? 

knou.11 f.lctorc t l inr pl:~cc 
chilalrcn a t  sp!~tly inc re ;~r t l  
risk r t l  pliycicnl and scxunl 
a l i ~ ~ c e .  O u r  COIIC~L~IUC' re- 
scirch on  unir-cr;nlc in ninr- 
in? :incl scxunl :ifrr:tction, 
\\,liicli \Ir. Rerlinski derides 
ac trivial. f i l l s i i t c~ l  nrain- 
sucnm n n t h n r p l o ~ c n l  h e -  

srluml c~?i<lirr. lnd T h e  nnsuwr i s  cnmpletclv 
l ~ u t  rt, the wientict anspa rc~ r r :  nature smmely 
~opli<,mnric and nffccts, hut m o n  likely dcrs 

arc pv i r a r i on .  the elecml- 
magnetic iorcc, nnJ  the 
vrrone ant1 t l ie \venk force. 
'l'liis is l i k c  claini i t ig that  
I l en i i npvny  was n pnrrr 
u,r i ter hecause l ie use<! 
w~ rc l s .  \vhcrcns we know 
that r l ie r ~ n l y  hasic un im o i  
written co~iitnonicnrinn nrc 

Why Is the US Holocaust 
Memorial Museum Silent 

About Arab Anti-Semitism? 

The US Holocaust Museum has NEVER 
had a program, exhibit, lecture or web 

Yeliuda Rauer, director emeritus of Yad 
Vashem, writes: "71ie languase of 

Yet theHolocaust Museum, the US 
authorit). on genocide, is silent It is 
the silcm of tlie 1YXl's. It is the silencc 
that pretends tlicre is no danger, and 
encourages inaction. 

The core of the Museum's mission is 
public ducation. It applies this to 
Rwanda, the Sudan and Darfur. Rut 
on Arab gencridal incih,nient against 

The Murum Director challen,p audiences: 
"M'haI wroul~i \.ou hatre done then?" 

We ask the Museum: 
What are you doing now? 

silence. 14'rite or call: 
Fred Zeidrnan, chairman of the Board 

202488-aUK) ext.489 
fzeidrnan~~oodrodc.corn 

Sara Bloomfield, executive director 
202-488-04()0 ext.415 

Holocaust Museum Watch 

r~riec :in11 l i rm i c~ l  die II:LF~? of lcttcr; o f  tl ie ~IIJII~IwI. 
1 s\recping cl,l:rnation I,< .\lr. Rerlinski rellr us that 
cultur:rl s s i n ~ s  i n  scsual ' 

Inons (w la rncs  Q. \lilm. 
"Sex :ind the , \ lar r inb~ :\l:rr- 
k t '  t i  ~ I : R  

\ larclr ZOO?). . \ lc~rc htncla- 
tncnt:tlly .;till. t l ic  tl icorcti- 
c.11 tenets t h a t  li:tve n~lccl tlic 
sr)cial scicnccs for the Inst 
ccntttn-for example, thnl 
l iuninn rnenrnl carrircnr ic 
p re~ l r~min : rn t l~  the nr l~ i t rary 
Iocil l i r ~ r l u c ~  r , l 's~r in l  tun- 

I i t i ~ i n g : i c t i ~ i g  n : I : i -  
~1:ite ~nin~l -h:~vc I ~ e n  clcri- 
siveiu k\l\if ie~l. 

I l l i s  i c  nor n mr ia l  h n n m  
for I\VO cln7en resenrclicrs. 
\!nrkin::ilt~antcnnn.lr. with- 
r i t ~ n l i  I I s t  n o  
cleciclcs. suclt 1 srnnli ~m~m,tll> 

trrrulJ 1i:ir;e had n n  ~~I[I:ICI if 
rhc ~ ~ l c a s  wcro no t  i,r<~nclI!. 
~ x ~ m c t a . c l l - ~ m u n c l ~ r l  i ~ r d t c  
r x i r t ~ n l  science<. ant1 r l ieo- 

the great I ~ i o h y i s t  : l l onro  
l i i m t ~ n  rhrwed that rlic 1n~Ik 
of geneticerolution i.; clue to 
"rantlorn rlrirr" r;ttlicr than 
to nnturnl sclectic~n. T h i s  
mny IW m~c-die qrrcnglr rd 
w l m i o n  :at p i e d c  lkd is dl 
oc~ r  hlly unrlerctur,d-lrut 
l i i n~ t l r -  an<l his col lenpes 
never c l o~~h tcd  t h a t  lilient>- 
typic r a i t s  rl int itnpoce fit- 
ness costs o n  their 1~e;trcrs 
(e.g.. the human Ihmin, with 
irs I i l ~ g e  energy neerlc) nn-  
nm persist except throush 
natunll cclection. 

Mr. Ik r l insk ik  F C I ~  is t o  
r r i r i r i ~ c  t l i r  cfi i~rnofcvo111- 
t ionag ln>rh<,l~yinr m m3t 
rhc I111111:rn n~inal  .IS an o.o- 
l l l t ionng ndnptttirm. But he 
shrnvs hi.; mist~mlcrsmntliny 
o f t h c  real iscuc in the fc,l- 
lowincpnn>mph: 




