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Summary and Discussion Questions for Onwuegbuzie & Daley

Onwuegbuzie and Daley (2001) scrutinize previous research showing intelligence differences among ethnicities. The authors recount and subsequently refute eight premises of past intelligence research among ethnicities, using historical, sociological, psychological, and statistical evidence (2001). They believe major problems exist in intelligence research that generally keeps African Americans and Latinos in a lower social caste than that of Caucasians and Asian Americans. They also believe that when data are made known to the masses, as in the case of Herrnstein & Murray’s best-selling book from 1994, intellectual discrimination is inevitable. The authors make valid points against the prevailing research of intellectual differences between ethnicities, but there is an obvious slant in their writing that makes them anything but objective, which is a goal they say intelligence researchers must meet. Herrnstein & Murray (1994) conclude that there is clear evidence for ethnic intelligence differences but inconclusive evidence as how to account for the discrepancy, though on several occasions, they strategically mention that whites have higher IQ scores than blacks. In fact, they even show that Asian Americans, while ranking higher than whites in overall intelligence, are inferior in verbal intelligence. Yet, Onwuegbuzie and Daley (2001) are just as guilty in their bias to explain away intelligence differences among ethnicities. Upon careful reading, one will notice that they use decimals to illustrate the heritability of intelligence but emphasize the remaining environmental component with percentages. While 0.2 and 20% are equivalents, the “2” followed by a “0” will appear to be greater, when the average person is glossing over the content. Moving away from the authors’ prejudiced writing, the discussion of the environmental role in intelligence reminds me of the concept of a reaction range. I believe this is a completely just argument, no matter 
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one’s heritage, because if a person is in a nourishing environment his/her genetic intellectual capabilities will shine and the converse is also true.
Discussion Questions
1. Would Herrnstein & Murray ever argue against educational programs that are designed to help those with a genetic predisposition towards low intelligence?
2. If African Americans were shown to have higher IQs than Caucasians, what would white America’s response be?
3. What is the point in researching intellectual differences among ethnicities if someone will inevitably contest the results, no matter what they are, leading to no progress in the field?
