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1. Central quotation:
“Racism is conceivably a case of culture ‘hijacking’ genes which were selected for different ends (e.g. skin pigmentation regulating exposure to sun radiation in different latitudes), and making them serve a totally different social agenda. Yet, that social agenda itself had an underlying biological programme: fitness maximisation through nepotism.” (p. 62)

2. Argument: Berghe´s main argument is that ethnocentrism and racism are primarily a behaviour defined by culture (culture ‘hijacking’ genes) and that this behaviour however is an extended form of biologically rooted nepotism even in contemporary societies. This argument has its theoretical starting-point in biology and Darwin inspired ideas that perceive social organism (including humans) as “evolved to be nepotistic because altruistic investment in unrelated organisms is biologically wasted and therefore could not evolve...” (p. 57). People will feel closer to their own kin and the degree of solidarity and discrimination is thus defined by the degree of kinship. People need markers (cultural or biological) to determine their kinship.

Berghe combines this theoretical starting-point with racism as a social behaviour. Berghe sees racism as one of several social agendas constructed by the nepotistic human-nature to make a distinction between in-group and out-group to exclude potential competitors from competition for scare resources (p. 62). Thus Bergheargues that racism as a marker primarily will appear after long-distance migration where variance in inherited physical appearance is greater between groups then within groups (p. 60). In other societies biological markers are unreliable and cultural markers are used instead.

To summarize Berghe generally argues for a combination of racism (seen as a cultural, social agenda) with an underlying biological programme of fitness maximisation through nepotism. He wants to put focus on the co-evolution of genes and culture to make sense of human behaviour such as racism (p. 63).

3. Question: Berghe stresses the combination of genes and culture as the main explanation for racism as a social behaviour. But his theoretical explanation of this combination seems a bit too simple. On one hand Berghe is trying to explain why culture is ‘hijacking’ the genes but on the other hand he does not go much into detail. He is just giving a very simple biological explanation about an underlying biological programme of maximisation through nepotism. But the question is if such a biological program exists at all? If yes, is its function or mechanism then as simple as Berghe argues? Are there really no morals, norms, laws etc. that prevent humans from using racism as self-maximising mechanism?

4. Experiential connection: Berghe´s explanation has it advantages as to simplifying a difficult topic but I think that his simplification makes his theory more useless for deeper analysis. There is a tendency to biological determinism towards racism as a social behaviour. Furthermore the argument that racism will occur when people don’t feel a certain degree of kinship  is  not necessarily true. Laws, morals, norms and the general society’s attitude towards the “different” people have in my opinion also a big influence on the development of racism e.g. it is in my opinion above discussion that laws separating whites and blacks in US or South Africa were of cause a result of racism but also contributing to institutionalizing, promoting and maintaining racism. Another example is the anti-discrimination laws which have not exterminated racism but in my opinion however have influenced and reduced racist behaviour. In my opinion these examples show that racism is not necessarily determined by an underlying biological programme of fitness maximisation through nepotism but that racism is a fare more complicated sociological phenomenon. 

5. Textual connection: Thomas H. Eriksen regards races as a social construct and yet ?  what do you want to convey here?  Is this conjunction correct? biological races do not exist. He describes the complicated relationship between race and ethnicity which can be understood as connected (as Berghe) or separated (as Michael Banton) but Eriksen does not regard the difference as crucial because both race and ethnicity are social constructions perceived differently according to various societies - “Discrimination on ethnic grounds is spoken of as ‘racism’ in Trinidad and as ‘communalism’ in Mauritius, but the forms of imputed discrimination referred to can be nearly identical.” (p. 30
). 

6. Implications: The implications of Berghes ideas are strongly pessimistic – racism is seen as an inevitable part of society determined by an underlying biological programme of fitness maximisation through nepotism. This point of view is too pessimistic and lacking proof well this is not very academic formulation. It is thus necessary to criticise Berghes ideas e.g. from a more social constructive approach which leaves room for humans to construct a world with less racism e.g. through laws, morals, political institution and the educational system.
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