
Genetics. - Heredity of mental faculties, By J. F. VAN BEMMELEN. 

(Communicated at the meeting of December 18, 1926) I). 

In his interesting book: "Mental and moral Heredity in Royalty", 
WOODS makes an attempt to estimate the proportionate influence of the 
three great causes that are believed to govern mental and moral development 
as weil as physical characteristics s.c. heredity, environment and free~will. 

As might be expected, the latter cause being of an "ultranatural 
character" proved to be unfit for scientific investigation, so th at only the 
two former causes remained to be outweighed against each other. Of these, 
hereditary predisposition was found to be far the most powerful causation, 
in fact to be the primary moving agency, the effects of which were only 
modified or counteracted in a superficial way by outward circumstances. 

In many cases the evidence adduced by the investigation of the ancestors 
of his objects proved so complete and was so convincing, that WOODS 
repeatedly could point out how the peculiarities in the offspring of a certain 
royal couple were in perfect harmony with what might have been predicted 
from the character of the parents. In two cases: that of the great CONDÉ 
and that of TURENNE, he even went so far as to state that they appear in 
the very place in the pedigree where they might have been expected 
(compare pag. 491, when he says: "the greatest of the grandchildren (of 
WILLIAM THE SILENT), TURENNE, occurs where he would most probably 
fall") . 

Notwithstanding this apparently brilliant result of his investigations, it 
seems to me that WOODS' rnethods are open to severe criticism. He applies 
a system of estimation or valuation, providing each of his study~objects 
with two gradings, one for intellect, the other for morals. His scale of 
gradation runs from 1 to la, and his denotation may be best understood 
by an example: CATHARINA OF RusslA is labelled 10 for intellect, 1 for 
morals, and moreover is marked with a black cross: indicating depraved~ 
ness, licentiousness, cruelty and other detestable aberrations of human 
nature. 

Now from a biological point of view - the only one that can be admitted 
in matters of heredity, as WOODS himself fully acknowledges, when he 
says: "History is really but a branch of biology" - this method is utterly 
unscientific. For mental qualities should be defined and measured according 
to their own special character exactly like corporal properties, th at is to 
say they are to be studied with no references whatever to their social merits 
or demerits, or to their appreciation by contemporaries or posterity. In 
biology, a moral standard is entirely out of place. Indeed the effect of a 

1) Dutch publications in "Verslag van de gewone vergadering" of September 1927, 
Section of Science, Royal Acad. Amsterdam, Vol. XXXVI. p. 787. 
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certain inborn quality or endowment, both on the welfare of the organism 
possessed by it and on that of its surroundings, can never be utilized as a 
standard for determining its biologica I nature or for measuring its grade. 

All phenomena of heredity depend on the presence or absence of innate 
factors, which can only be defined in accordance with their own specific 
constitution, not with the desirability or the danger of their influence. By a 
slight modification of circumstances (internal as weIl as external) one and 
the same hereditary property, occurring in different members of the same 
family, may assume diametrically opposed aspects: it may appear as a 
virtue in one of them, as a vice in a second, while in a third it may remain 
perfectly hidden, and yet all three are equally likely to transfer it to their 
offspring. 

This consideration moreover shows us the misleading effects of any 
attempt towards gradation or valuation of mental qualities. For this reason 
no mental endowments any more than somatic ones, should ever be 
characterized or classified according to the variabIe impression made by 
their different manifestations on the minds of contemplators. To give an 
example: it cannot reasonably be doubted th at JOHAN SEBASTIAN BACH 
belonged to a family, which in several succeeding generations produced an 
extraordinary number of musically endowed persons. It is equally well
known that all of his fourteen children were more or less gifted in this 
direction. But the words more or less make it evident, that there existed 
certain gradations in the amount of musicality of these different children, 
and in deed it would be difficult to understand how it could have been 
otherwise. For musicality can scarcely depend upon a single hereditary 
factor, or even on only a few and intimately correlated ones. This must 
form a serious obstacle against the application of Mendelian principles to 
such intricate cases of mental heredity. The same objection, according to 
my view, may be raised against almost every case of apparent segregation 
of these psychic qualities in human descent. The chance that a special 
giftedness for certain qualities should remain concealed for a certain period, 
and therefore escape notice, is so great, that it must exercise a very serious 
influence on the results of statistical investigations. 

I myself have witnessed the fact, that a medica I man with a large rural 
practice, nearly fourty years of age, quite accidentally became aware of 
his being gifted with a fine talent for the plastic arts. He had bought a 
box of plasticine for a christmas present to his children, and in showing 
them the use of this materiaI. he modelled the pet goat of the family in 
such a masterly way, that it was at once clear that he was greatly gifted 
as an artist. Had he ended his days without making this discovery, and 
had the hidden talent manifested itself in one or more of his offspring, this 
phenomenon might have been considered as a well-authenticated case of 
spontaneous variation. The misleading effect of this souree for mistakes 
becomes clearly apparent in one of the main conclusions of WOODS, where 
he contends that WILLlAM OF ORANGE, in contradistinction to his numerous 
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offspring female as weIl as male, was a novum. His own words are, p. 87 : 
"The father and mother of WILLlAM THE SILENT were both excellent 
characters, and the son doubtless inherited many good qualities from them, 
but neither the parents or other ancestors were in any way remarkable, so 
WII.L1AM THE SILENT must be considered a new variation (mutation or 
sport). Although he himself cannot be taken as an instance of heredity, all 
his descendants can". 

The utter improbability of this conclusion need not be pointed out. Every 
Dutchman moreover who knows anything of his national history, is at 
present in a position to show that WOODS , in this particular instance, is 
totally wrong. Exactly as in the case of GOETHE, the genius of the son can 
almost completely be explained as a higher differentiation of the great 
qualities of the mother, the difference between parent and child not arising 
from constitutional contrast but being mainly one of fame. It is only thanks 
to the lucky and quite accidental preservation of the correspondence of 
JULIANA VAN STOLBERG with her children (recently published) th at to-day 
we have an insight into the admirable and heroic character of this won
derful mother of WILLlAM THE SILENT, and know her to have been 
endowed with all the qualities of brain and heart, that brought her son 
immortal glory throughout the world. 

In the choice of the mental qualities, that can serve as tests in tracing 
the course of heredity, we should therefore take no notice whatever of 
public appreciation and prevailing opinions. We should by all means try 
to prevent ourselves from being influenced by moral conviction and 
traditions, and never agree with the popular explanation of a certain 
phenomenon, merely on the ground that it is generally believed to be right. 
Popular explanations and convictions are nearly always erroneous, just as 
in the case of bodily qualities and conditions. To cite an example: when 
in the succeeding generations of a family a majority of its masculine 
members choose the same career, say the military profession, this is 
commonly attributed to the influence of education and tradition or even 
moral pressure on the side of the parents. That it might with much more 
probability dep end on a hereditary predisposition of ten manifesting itself 
quite apart and unconnected with or even in plain conflict with the outward 
circumstances, is far from being generally recognized. Yet I am convinced 
th at the latter view is the right one, and th at it will be susceptible of proof 
in every case, provided two conditions to be fulfilled. The first condition 
is that the quality which is chosen as an object of investigation, must 
possess a well-marked special character, enabling it to be' distinguished 
from others near akin to it, under whatever outer appearance the said 
property manifests itself. 

The second condition is that all these different manifestations must be 
considered of equal value, without admitting even the slightest influence 
on our judgment from the si de of moral conviction, social tradition or 
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general approval, and what is even more important, without enquiring if 
the quality under discussion possesses a normal or abnormal. a physiolo
gical or a pathological character. 

The merits and the difficulties of a system of investigation, which keeps 
to the above-mentioned conditions, can best be illustrated in the case of 
hereditary talents. IE a series of generations of artists occurs showing a 
talent of the same nature, nobody doubts that this phenomenon can only 
be explained by the presence of a hereditary tendency for the art in 
question. The greatest painter or musician will never be able to raise his 
children to his level. if they are not specially gifted by birth in the same 
direction. On the other hand, we shall never be able to get a complete 
insight into the course of heredity, if we do not pay attention to all the 
descendants of a certain gifted ancestor, down to the least gifted among 
them. But this unavoidable necessity places us for the difficulty, that by 
extending our researches to the whole of the offspring, without any 
exception, we are encountered with a host of descendants that show the 
mental property in a mediocre degree not exceeding or not even reaching 
its average level among the majority of mankind. Most people are musical 
to a slight extent, and are ab Ie to draw a rough sketch of a simple object. 
But even so th is method may yield reliable results, if we succeed in 
specialising the character of a certain hereditary feature, by restricting our 
attention on certain details in its constitution. 

Of this kind of research, I wish to give two instances, both taken from 
my own family . In biological matters, the family- and christian names of 
course are without any significance whatever, and had better be altogether 
omitted. Wh en I mention the names of the members of my pedigree in a 
table at the end of this paper, I only do so to facilitate later controle, alld 
to enable fut ure generations to extend the list. 

The pedigree itself forms a so-called Parentela, which means a survey 
of all the descendants of a certain pair. The members of the parentela have 
been numbered in a continuous series, in connection with their places in the 
pedigree, but without paying attention to the date of their birth. 

The quality I. wish to discuss I should like to define as: "Tendency 
and fitness to administer instruction to people". From a genetic point of 
view, the tendency towards didactic occupation seems to me of still greater 
importance than the fitness for it. For th is latter may be handicapped or 
checked by numerous circumstances, inner as weil as external. and thereby 
sink to a level low enough to make its presence doubtful. On the other 
hand, the criterium which should be applied in deciding whether the quality 
under discussion is present or not in a certain person, should never be 
restricted to the question, if he or she had really been occupied in practical 
instruction or not. Ainong women especially there must be a very large 
percentage of cases where the natural tendency towards didactic occupatioD 
does not find an outlet for lack of opportunity, thus escaping notice. 



773 

The number of potential errors, resulting from this, may be reduced if 
we take into a.ccount, that the inbom tendency towards instruction may 
manifest itself in various other ways than the actual giving of lessons or 
other forms of practical teaching. Writing didactic works, or giving active 
support to public institutions for the promot~on or the distribution of know~ 
ledge, or - the reverse to some extent and yet the same - the private 
instruction and education of one's own children, are just as convincing 
proofs of the presence of the mental tendency in discussion. 

Nor need the idea "instruction" be restricted to what is usually conside~ 
red as the essential and characteristic object of it: imparting the know~ 
ledge of science and letters. It may as weil be extended to the occupations 
of the clergyman explaining the doctrines of religion, the musician, the 
draughtsman and even the artisan and skilled labourer, teaching their 
pupils the elements of their art or handicraft. But especially in these latter 
departments the ability for personal achievements must be strictly separated 
from the fitness and still more from the desire to impart their knowledge or 
art to others. 

In the course of my investigations, it became clear to me, that I might 
go even further, and include in it all tendencies to offer advice and to act 
as a mentor to one's fellow~creatures. Fitness for directorship, for com~ 
manding (in civil life as weil as in military service) for administering legaI. 
financialor commercial advice, may all be considered as manifestations of 
the same mental disposition. 

Yet 1 thought it advisable to keep the latter categories apart from the 
capacity for instruction proper. For th is reason I have compiled two 
columns in addition to those tabulating the fitness for instruction in its 
restricted sense, viz. one column for "Fitness for Directorship", and 
another for "Influencing public opinion". 

As for the grounds on which I feit justified to assign the positive mark 
in one or more of the five different categories of my list, to special members 
of the parentela, it would evidently be impossible and quite out of place to 
discuss them here for every case in particular. 

In the majority of instances, especially among the male members, the 
public office of the person in question, his publications or his social 
achievements, made the decision self~evident and reliable. Wh ere these 
direct proofs failed, my personal acquaintance with many of the younger 
members of the parentela of ten helped me in the choice. Yet 1 am fuUy 
conscious that I must have committed errors, but I am convinced that these 
more of ten consist in omissions, caused by ignorance of the real nature of 
the persons in question, than in false attribution of presumed qualities. As 
for partiality in my estimate, I can only say that I have done my utmost 
to keep my judgment as unbiassed as possible. 

Therefore I will now only set forth some general conclusions and special 
remarks, which seem to me deducible from the parentela as a whoie. 

In the first place it tells us in a very conclusive way, that parental 
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influence and family-tradition only play a very subordinate part in the 
choice of the career for the offspring. Mark e.g. the three sons (Nrs. 45. 
47. 48) of N0. 26. who lost their father very early. and were exclusive1y 
educated by their mother. who be10nged to a patrician merchant family. 
in which aptitude for instruction had not become apparent up to that time. 
and a didactic career was in no way predilected. 

Or in the other branch of the family tree the th ree daughters (Nrs. 95. 
96. 97) of NO. 59. who returned to the practice of teaching. though the 
vocation of following this career had long since disappeared. if ever they 
and their ancestors had consciously been aware that it existed in the family. 

Similarly the son (N0. 122) and the eldest daughter (N0. 123) of 
N0. 79 both took up giving lessons at a time when they themselves we re 
still students. They did that of their own free will. with no animation 
whatever from the si de of their parents. who indeed were surprised at their 
success in teaching. 

Among the children of N0. 84. the younger brother of N0. 79. the same 
phenomenon showed itself in a somewhat modified way. The e1dest son 
(No. 128) and daughter (No. 129) first went in for drawing and painting. 
but though they proved to be gifted as artists. and even produced some 
remarkable works in that way. they both of their own free will abandoned 
the idea of an artistic career and took up e1ementary teaching. for which 
they both turned out to be especially fit. 

But the most convincing case according to my view is that of N0. 92. 
a man crippled in his youth - I presume by the same hereditary disposition 
that caused the death of so many of his uncles and aunts at an early age 
- and who remained unmarried. 

He started coaching his fellow-students while he himself had not yet 
finished his legal studies. and continued this successful occupation till far 
advanced in lik besides teaching his favourite subjects at several high
schools. Even when his health began to fail. and all his friends advised 
him to retire from a task which he evidently was na langer equal t~. he 
could not decide to yie1d to the unevitable. and kept to his duties until four 
days before his death. 

In a third branch of the parentela. formed by the issue of N0. 22. a very 
interesting case occurs of what might be called reawakening of a latent 
faculty. This N0. 22 had five sons (N0. 35 to 39), one of whom only 
(No. 35) may be counted among the persons directly interested in didactic 
work. as he became a clergyman. Yet the rest of them. in their manifold 
occupations. all showed a tendency - and greater or lesser ability - for 
giving direction to other men. 

The next generation (N 0. 66 to 77) besides th ree women. counted nine 
men. of wh om no less than eight followed a military career. while only 
one became a clergyman like his father. Without any doubt this sudden 
predominance of the military element may be mainly attributed to 
straightened financial circumstances of the parents. Moreover. as the 
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occupations of a military commander mainly con sist of directing others, 
these eight men all fit in very satisfactorily with our scheme. But in the 
following filiation (N0. 104-121), counting eighteen members, eight males 
and ten females, the number of military officers decreased to two. Now 
one of these N0. 114, in the prime of his manly age, was forced to retire 
from military service by an accident. Though already father of a family, 
he turned to academica I studies, and in a remarkably short time passed all 
his examinations for the medical degree, and intended to become a 
practitioner. That howeve~ his real vocation lay in the ,direction of didactic 
work, had already become so clearly apparent, that he was appointed a 
University professor only a few years after taking his doctor's degree. 
Moreover it was proved by the fact, that he became the author of several 
learned treatises, and a great number of popular articles. 

As already mentioned, I wish, in connection with my subject, to avoid 
even the appearance of an application of Mendelian principles about 
segregation of features. Therefore I have given up my original plan of 
arranging all the members of the parentela in the well-known schematic 
table with black and white sex-marks, indicating the presence or absence 
of the property in discussion. Had I do ne so however, a glance at the table 
would have taught the reader that though the faculty in question had in 
fact been apparent in an unbroken succes sion of five generations, this had 
only occurred in one single branch of the parentela. This particular line 
may be summarised as follows : 

TABLE A . 

Parentation No. 1 cf (?) Decorator of Delft-pottery. 

I Filiation No. 2 cf (7) 

II Filiation No. 14 l Headmaster of a boardingschoo\, author of many treatises for 
elementary instruction. 

III Filiation No. 26 : Doctor of letters, headmaster at a Grammar-school (Dutch gymnasium) 
(N.B. died young), 

IV Filiation No. 47 .l Doctor of chemistry, headmaster of a secondary schoo\, I UIiiversity professor, author. 

~ I. I. I 
V Filiation No. 79 : No. 80 + No. 81 + No. 84 l 

Doctor of 
Zoology Teacher 

of sec. school. 

Student of mathe
matics Elemen
tary teaching 

Authoress Doctor ofphysics. 
Director Meteoro
logical Observa
tory. University 
lecturer. Author. 
(talent f. drawing). 

University 
professor, Author. 
(talent f. drawing). 

VI Filiation I 
I 

No. 122 : 

Doctor of law 
secondary 

teacher. Author, 
(talent for 
drawing). 

I 
No. 123 ~ 

I 
No. 128 I 

Student of music. Elementary 
elementary teaching Author. 

teaching (talent for 
drawing and 

painting). 

Proceedings Royal Acad. Amsterdam. Vol. XXX. 

I 
I 

No. 129 ~ 
Elementary 

teaching. 
(talent f. drawing 

and painting). 

t 
No. 130 l' 

Doctor of geology 
assistant-lecturer 
Technical High
school. Author. 

50 
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It should be expressly remarked th at neither this tabIe, nor the other two 
given below, can be considered as Mendelian schemata in the strict sense 
of the word, as they nowhere contain both the parents or their complete 
offspring, but only those members of the pedigree that either showed the 
property under discus sion themselves, or transmitted it to their descendants. 

When dealing with simple soma tic hereditary features , such an uninter
rupted recurrence of the same quality would undoubtedly be considered 
as a proof that the feature in question possessed the character of a 
dominant. But in our parentela the mental disposition under discussion 
appears likewise in several other lines of descent, only here it does not 
show itself in a continuous sequence, but with intervals of one or more 
filiations , in which the faculty was apparently absent. This may be seen 
from the following two examples. 

TABLE B. 

1 Ó (7) DecoratoT of Delft-pottery 

2 Ó (7) 

Parentation No. 

I Filiation No. 

n FiliatIon No. 14 /' Headmaster of a boardingschool, author of many treatises for 
elementary instruction. 

22 SJ (7) 

36 Ó (1) Industrial director, station-master. 

III FIliation No. 

IV Filiation No. 

V Filiation No. 75 : (1) Army-officer, instructor at military school. 

VI Filiation No. 113 /' Army-officer, afterwards doctor of medicine, university-professor, 
author. 

So here the 3d , 4th, and perhaps the 5th generation are overlapped. 

TABLE C. 

Parentation No. 1 Ó (1) Decorator of Delft-pottery. 

I Filiation No. 2 Ó (1) 

n Filiation No. 16 /' (brother of No. 14) lecturer at technical high-school, author. 

III Filiation No. 30 : Doctor of medicine, physician, lecturer medical school, director 

IV Filiation of a library. 

I 
No. 59 r:! 
Merchant, 

Banker 

V Filiation I 
I. I. I. 

No. 95 + No. 96 + No. 97 + 
Boardingschool (teaching and 

directing) 

VI FiliatIon 

I I 
No. 99 r:! No.lOl/, (1) 

Merchant 

No. 146'+ 
Elementary 

teaching 

Naval officer, 
Bank-director, 

(Author) 

I 
I I 

No. 149 SJ (1) 150 SJ (1) 

I 
No. 58 SJ 

No. 92 /' 

Doctor juris, Teacher 
high-sch.,Tutor of stud. 

(no issue) 

I I I 
151'+ 152 r:! (1) 153 SJ (1) 

Element. Naval Stud. 
teaching olf. of law 
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Here only the IV Filiation gives no case of positive evidence, In the 
different faUs however where apparently aparent destitute of the 
property gave rise to offspring provided with it, I presume that the 
difference between table A and the tables Band C, however striking, is 
in fact more apparent than real, as the peculiarity in question may have 
been present in aU the included members of the parentela, but may have 
remained dormant in some of them, being subdued either by outer circum~ 
stances or by lack of stimulating reinforcement on the side of the partner 
in the marriage. 

The inclination for instrQction, in whatever form it shows itself, may be 
considered a special manifestation of the general parental instinct for the 
education of their offspring, which man has in common with the majority 
of animals. It is only the somewhat heightened tendency and thc wider 
extension of this instinct, which form the remarkable features in the 
parentela in question. These features become all the more prominent, when 
we remark that among this rather numerous congregation of consan~ 
guineous persons of both sexes, which counts such a high percentage of 
members devoted to one and the same kind of mental occupation, (and, it 
should never be forgotten, without the least indication of a family~tradition 
or other influence of the surroundings), there occurs in the higher 
generations only one single physician (N0. 30). Now even th is man, who 
had a large and successful townpractice, found leasure to teach anatomy 
at the clinical school then existing in his native town, and to administer a 
scientific library of a public institute. 

It was only after I had remarked with surprise the striking scarcity ot 
medical men among the numerous persons with a university training in the 
parentela, that I remembered how I myself af ter having finished my 
university studies in natura I history, had attempted to take up the study of 
medicine, but had soon abandoned that line of study from want of interest. 

Something similar had happened to my father, who entered the university 
as a medical student. but soon turned to the study of chemistry, to which 
he devoted his whole further life. 

Seen in this light, the fact becomes of interest, that also N0. 59, the son 
of the above~mentioned practitioner, had the intention to foUow his father's 
career, but soon turned to other occupations, for mere dislike of the duties 
of a medical man. And the same has happened again with N0. 161. the 
only one of the sons of N0. 59, who, though he never took up teaching as 
a profession, yet showed a marked ability for exercising a didactic 
influence on society in genera!. 

From this course of events in three succeeding generations, it may be 
fairly concluded, that the choice of social occupation is far more the 
consequence of inborn qualities than of family~tradition or mere chance. 

Tabulating the conclusions from the Parentela as a whoIe, we arrive at 
the following numerical results : 

50* 
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Total number of descendants 232 
Unfit for consideration on account of early death , youthfulness, men-

tal aberrations or by lack of informations about their mental qualities 95 

Remaining for investigation 
Males 
Females 

Positive mark attributed to 
Males 
Females 

66 
71 

51 
24 

Distribution of these 75 persons over the different categories : 

137 

75 

Instruction Direction Study Authorship Influencing pub!. opin. Tota\s 

32 30 60 17 13 152 

males 

females 

19 27 39 14 12 111 

13 3 21 3 41 

So on an average the same person entered into two of these five 
categories. 

By an unsought-for coincidence I obtained the occasion to compare the 
phenomena of mental heredity in the Parentela VAN BEMMELEN-BLANS 
with the corresponding data in another sequence of descendants. In order 
to investigate the course of facial resemblance, I studied the en ti re offspring 
of a pair of consorts living about the same time (sc. the middle of the 
eighteenth century) as did ALBERTUS VAN BEMMELEN and his wife 
JOHANNA BLANS. This second pair were FLORENTlUS CAMPER FLORENTIUSF. 
and SARA GEERTRUIDA KETTING, the parents of the famous Anatomist and 
Anthropologist PETRUS CAMPER. Iintend to publishthe results of this 
investigation in another paper, but here I only wish to give the number of 
persons who devoted themselves to scientific study and to teaching. 
Total number of descendants 174 
As yet too young to be taken into account 

Persons studied 
Died early 

Remain 
Males 
Females 

Of these 112 the positive mark could be assigned to 
Males 
Females 

42 

132 
20 

_ ._-
112 

63 
49 

40 
35 

5 
But among these forty only ten were marked for didactic talents, while 

the number for study in general was no less than 33. 

The second mental gift that I believe can be traced in part of the 
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succeeding generations of the parentela, is one of the artistic endowment, 
and this has a much more restricted range. It is a very amateurish and 
dilettante ability for drawing in black and white, without any tendency to 
using colours, which shows itself in quite the same manner and in an 
equally restricted grade in two brothers N0. 79 and 84, whose three sisters 
(80, 81. 82) did not possess it in the least, while for the third brother 
(N0. 83) who died long ago in adolescence, the question can no longer 
be solved. 

The special character of this faculty, which could hardly be called a 
talent, lies in the choice of the subject, which is exclusively the human face, 
drawn with the purpose of obtaining as faithful a likeness as possible. A 
second characteristic is the close resemblance between the drawings as far 
as the manner of execution is concerned, reminding one of the marked 
correspondence in hand-writing that so often exists between blood-relations. 

With re gard to heredity the most remarkable feature of this tendency to 
draw faces is, that it returns in some of the children of these two brothers, 
namely in the only son of N0. 79 (N0. 122) and in one of the sons 
(No. 129) and one of the daughters (N0. 130) of N0. 84. In the last two 
however the faculty appears decidedly as a talent, which may possibly be 
explained by a hereditary influence from the side of the mother (N0. 84a). 

Now neither the father (N0. 47) nor the mother (N0. 47a) of these two 
brothers showed any natural talent for drawing, or any similar artistic 
faculty, and no more was this the case with the four grandparents. It is 
only in the third parentation of the aforesaid brothers that a well-marked 
case of a similar but far greater aptitude for the drawing of the human 
face , combined with a very poor sense of colour, shows itself in the brother 
of the second wife (N0. 14b) of N0. 14. This man was called DANIEL 
PIERRE GIOTTINO HUMBERT DE SUPERVILLE, who in his time was fairly 
weil known as an artist, especially as a draughtsman. The same faculty 
appeared to a les ser degree in his brother JEAN, a military engineer, who, 
while building the fortifications of TUNIS, surveyed and mapped out the 
ruins of Carthago, in his leasure hours. Of the sister herself no proof exists 
that she had any talent for drawing. 

The father of these two talented brothers was JEAN HUMBERT DE 
SUPERVILLE, a portrait painter of some renown, few of whose portrait
paintings have come down to us. They show that he must have been a 
clever draughtsman with but little sense for colour. 

With the HUMBERT DE SUPERVILLE'S we have passed the limits of the 
parentela, and consequently lost the contact with its other divisions, con
taining the descendants of N0. 16, the brother of the husband of ANNA 
FRANÇOISE HUMBERT DE S., and of N0. 22 and N0. 25, the daughters of 
NO. 14, from his first marriage with N0. 14a. As far as I know,no marked 
case of talent for drawing human faces appears in these parts. This 
contrast between the two branches of the parentela might possibly furnish 
another argument for attributing the origin of the ability for drawing to 
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the influence of the HUMBERT family. Unfortunately both DANIEL and his 
brother lost their only child before these had an opportunity of showing 
that they possessed an artistic gift of any kind. 

In the older generations the names HUMBERT and DE SUPERVILLE pass 
over to different families, but neither in the one nor the other do we meet 
draughtsmen. 

We need not however consider this as a proof, that the talent started as 
a new variation in the person of JEAN HUMBERT the pa inter. For when we 
take into consideration that from this man, that ranks alongside with the 
members of the first generation of the Parentela, down to his two 
descendants N0. 79 and 84 in the fifth, there is an interval of three 
generations, in which we do not meet with the slightest trace of a talent 
for drawing, ex cept in the two side~lines of DANIEL and his brother, the 
children of both of whom died at an early age, we need not be astonished 
if we cannot retrace it among still older generations of which we possess 
very scanty data. 

Had our forefathers left us documentary evidence of the mental and 
bodily peculiarities of their offspring, instead of leaving us a set of names 
dates and titles, we would see more clearly the reason for the repeated 
occurrence of hereditary properties and features in succeeding filiations, 
and in that way get a better insight into the predisposition for certain 
faculties in our own descendants. 

As to general conclusions which might be drawn from special obser~ 
vations like those mentioned in this paper, I think it would as yet be 
premature to try to frame them. Bio~genealogy is a very young branch of 
science, and should for the present restrict itself to the collection and 
critical examination of the immense material afforded by the life~history of 
the human race. This task in itself is overwhelming, and can only be 
achieved by careful organising the system of investigation. The various 
aspects of the subject: the physical and the psychic properties of 
mankind, must be taken up by different observers, who co~operate by 
way of distribution of labour. 

Before finishing , I should like to make a few remarks on the character 
of the genealogical unit which I call aparentela, and its value for the 
science of genetics. It need not be pointed out, that in the majority of cases 
the differentiation amongst its members will increase with every succeeding 
filiation. This is caused for the greater part by the continual in flux of 
foreign blood as a consequence of marriages with partners not belonging 
to the parentela. This progressive differentiation must needs cause the 
false impression that the influence of the "parents" of the parentela 
gradually decreases, or, stating it in other words, that the quality 
of the hereditary properties, introduced by the parental pair, changes in 
course of time, either for the good or for the bad. That this impression 
must be false, is conclusively shown by the laws of MENDEL, which have 
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taught us the constant and unalterable nature of the factors, which are 
the bearers of the hereditary properties. But the impression I mentioned is 
so strong that we are constantly led astray by it. The force of this 
misleading conception of heredity becomes c1earest to us when we mark 
the ra Ie it played in the views of former students of genetics, as yet 
unacquainted with the doctrine of MENDEL. 

GAL TON'S system e.g., which he applies everywhere in his Hereditary 
Genius, is entirely based on the gradual incretion and diminution of mental 
endowment, the first culminating in real genius, the latter leading in a 
downward direction to the level of mediocrity. On page 83 he gives the 
well-known table for the "Percentage of Eminent Men in each Degree of 
Kinship to the most gifted Member of distinguished Families", which 
should show us that for a hundred of these rea I genius es the number of 
eminent men among their fathers was 26, among their brothers 23, their 
sons 36, while for the grandfathers, unc1es and grands ons these numbers 
diminished to 7.5, 4.5, and 9.5. GAL TON remarks with regard to this result : 
"The table shows in the most unmistakable manner the enormous odds that 
a near kinsman has over one that is remote, in the chance of inheriting 
ability. Speaking roughly, the percentages are quartered in each successive 
remove, whether by descent or collaterally. Thus in the first degree of 
kinship the percentage is about 28, in the second about 7, in the third I~Ç. 

GAL TON'S conception of the influence of foreign blood, entering the 
parentela, may be c1early understood from what he adds to the above
cited conclusion : 

"The table also testifies to another fact, in which people do not com
monly believe. It shows that when we regard the averages of many 
instances, the frequent sports of nature in producing prodigies must be 
regarded as apparent and not rea!. Ability, in the long run, does not 
suddenly start into existence and disappear with equal abruptness, 
but rather, it rises in a gradual and regular curve out of the ordinary 
level of family life. The statistics show that there is a regular average 
increase of ability in the generations that precede its culmination, and 
as regular a decrease in those that succeed it. In the first case the 
marriages have been consentient to its production in the latter they have 
been incapable of preserving it 1) ". 

"After three successive dilutions of the blood, the descendants of the 
Judges appear incapable of rising to eminence. These results are not 
surprising even when compared with the far greater length of kinship 
through which features or diseases may be transmitted". 

"Ability must be based on a triple footing, every leg of which has to be 
firmly planted. In order that a man should inherit ability in the concrete, 
he must inherit three qualities that are separate and independent of one 
another 1): he must inherit capacity, zeal. and vigour; for unless these 

I) The italics are mine, 
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19 I II 8 & 8a I VAN EEMMELEN Pieter III 1778 1814 BROEKMAN, 19a clergyman + + 
Johanna Elisabeth 

20 I II 8 & 8a I VAN BEMMELEN Abraham IV 1779 1842 HUMBERT. 20a 32-34 clergyman + +1+ 
Aletta Jacoba 

21 III 14 & Ha VAN BEMMELEN Jacoba 1784 1790 
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Frans 

23 III 14 & Ha VAN BEMMELEN 1788 1790 

24 III 14 & Ha VAN BEMMELEN 1791 

25 III 14 & Ha VAN BEMMELEN Johanna Jacoba 1794 1832/1 VAN DER VALK. 25a 40-41 
40 Harmannes 

26 III 14 & 14b VAN BEMMELEN Jan Frans 1803 1830 DE KEMPENAER. 26a 45-481 headmaster of 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 
Antoinette Adriana second. grammar-

schooi 
27 III 14 & 14b VAN BEMMELEN Anna Françoise 1804 1838 SERRURIER 27a 49-54 

Daniel 
28 III 14 & 14b VAN BEMMELEN Frans Anton 1805/6 1840 RIVEAUX. 28a 

Cornelia 
29 III 14 & 14b VAN BEMMELEN Annette Françoise 1807 1869 / 

70 
30 III 16 & 16a VAN BEMMELEN Jacobus Albertus 1792 1853 1 BEGRAM.Henriette 30a 55-65 med. dr. pract. 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 

Cordula Catharina lecturer clinical 

31 III 16 & 16a VAN BEMMELEN Johannes Cornelis 1796 1824 
school. librarian I 
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32 III 20 & 20a VAN BEMMELEN Jacoba Maria 1807 1850 

33 III 20 & 20a VAN BEMMELEN Emilie Christine 1808 1853 

34 III 20 & 20a VAN BEMMELEN Abraham 1810 1845
1 

student. theo!. 1+ 
Leonard afterwards 

1876[10. BREDERO. 35a 66-69 revenue-officer 
35 IV 22a& 22 I VAN LEEUWEN Paulus Theod. 1808 clergyman 1+1 1+ 

Marius Cornelia Adriana 
20. FISCHER. 35b 70-71 

Wilhelmina 

36 IV 22a& 221 VAN LEEUWEN Johannes 11814 118981 Mos. Hendrica 36a 72-76 factory-owner 1 I: Jacobus Lucretia aft. station-master 
37 IV 22a& 22 VAN LEEUWEN Daniël Marius 1815 1895 BATENBURG. Her- 37a captain merchant-

manna Wilhelmina ship. aft. manager 
Dorothea of brick-works 

38 IV 22a& 22 VAN LEEUWEN Ewoud Marius I 1817 1878 VAN PELT. Anna 38a 
Cornelia 

77 lawyer. banker 1 1+1+ 
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45 IV 26 & 26a VAN BEMMELEN Pieter 1828 1892 LEVOIR. Hortense 45a dr . of law. judge. 
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57 IV 30 & 30a VAN 8EMMELEN Hendrik lacob 18~1 18i5 1 artiLLery lieUt. 1+1+ 
(Henri) 

58 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Dorothea 1823 1908 VON BAUMHAUER. 58a 90- 93 
Wilhelmina Theod. Karl Matthieu 

59 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Jan Cornelis 1824 1915 ROLAND HOLST. 59a 94-1031 merchant. dir . 1+ 
Catharina Agatha Insurance Cy 

60 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Henriette 1826 1873 
Jacqueline 

61 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Abraham 1827 1830 
Theodoor 

62 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Cordula Judith 1829 1830 

63 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Jeanne Madeleine 1830 I 1832 

64 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Willem Lodewijk 1833 1856 

65 IV 30 & 30a VAN BEMMELEN Jacobus Albertus 1834 1875 
1 

horticulturist + 
66 V 35 & 35a VAN LEEUWEN Frans 1834 1904 BLOM. Johanna 66a 104-107 clergyman + +1 1+ 
67 V 35 & 35a VAN LEEUWEN Cornelis 18?i milit. officer + 
68 V 35 & 35a VAN LEEUWEN Cornelia Adriana 1843 1878 DE KANT~R. 68a 108 

Hendrik MachIi-
nus Anthony 

69 V 35 & 35a VAN LEEUWEN Anna 

70 V 35 & 35b VAN LEEUWEN Paulus Theo- 1883 I planter (7) 

I 1+
1 

'1 
dorus Marius 00 

71 V 35 & 351 VAN LEEUWEN Johan 1922 BUN ING. Clara 71a 109-IIOf milit . offieer 
U1 

72 V 36 & 36, VAN LEEUWEN Antoinette 18i6 1895 
Catharina 

73 V 36 & 36ë'. VAN LEEUWEN Frans Willem 1847 1871 milit. officer + 
7i V 36 & 36a VAN LEEUWEN Arnoldus 1849 STERN. Anna ?ia lil milit. officer + 
75 V 36 & 36a VAN LEEUWEN Daniel Marius 1850 1906 VAN HOYTEMA.Alida 75a 112-116 milit. offieer + +1 1 1+ 

Maria Catharina 

76 V 36 & 36a VAN LEEUWEN Johannes 1854 1904 VAN DRIEL. 76a 117-118 milit. offieer + 
Jacobus PetronelIa 

77 V 38 & 38a VAN LEEUWEN Frans 18H 10. PELTZER. Mary 77a 119-120 mil. medical officer +1+ 
L. C.C. E. C. 

78 V 43 & 43a VAN DER VALK Johanna Jacoba 1822 ID. BUSCHMAN ... 121 
0 ••••••• 0 ••••••• 

79 V i7 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Johan Frans 1859 PAULUS. Adriana 79a 122-1241 dr. zoöl., univ. 1+ 1 + 1 + 1 + I -I-
Jacoba professor 
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80 V 47 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Jenny Jacoba 1861 1913 graduateinmathe-

matics. teacher 
81 V 47 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Anna Françoise 1861 1926 

82 V 47 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Jacoba Maria 1874 1904 
10. RAPPARD. 82a 125-126 

Joan Machiel 
20. VON LIEBEHERR. 82b 127 

Ulrich Bogislav 

83 V 47 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Karel Anton 1867 1892 agriculturist 

84 V 47 & 47a VAN BEMMELEN Willem 1868 DE JONGH. Soetje 84a 128-132 Dr.ofphysics.Dir. 

1 85a 
met. obs., Uni ver-

85 V 48 & 51 VAN BEMMELEN Antoinette 1859 OP TEN NOORT. 133-134 sity-lecturer 
Jeanne Florent Sophius 

86 V 48 & SI VAN BEMMELEN Elisabeth 1861 PIEPERS. Willem 86a 
Daniele Abrah. Marin. 

87 V 48 & 51 VAN BEMMELEN Catharina 1865 REUVENS. Louis 87a 135 
Wilhelmina Caspar 

88 V 52a& 52 SCHEPPER Daniel 1871 NUNES. Elisabeth 88a 136-137 

89 V 52a& 52 SCHEPPER Louise 
Josephine Emilie 

1874 LOHMANN . . . . . 89a 

90 V 58a& 58 VON BAUMHAUER Apollonia 1852 CAMPERT. Jan 90a 138-141 

91 V 58a& 58 VON BAUMHAUER Henriette Jacoba 1855 1924 
ID. PENNINK. Math. 91a 

Mar. Wilt. 
20. FABIUS. Elias 9lb 

92 V 58a& 58 VON BAUMHAUER Pa ui Matthieu 1859 1920 Dr. of law. tutor 
of students 

93 V 58a& 58 VON BAUMHAUER Odilia Emilia 1861 1899 hospital nurse 

94 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Henriette Cor- 1850 VANWI)NGAARDEN 94a 142-144 
dula Catharina 

95 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Catharina 1852 boarding school-
Agatha proprietor 
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96 V 59 & 59a I VAN BEMMELEN IJacoba Gerardina 1854 

I I 

I boar~ing SChOOI-I + I + I + Albertina propnetor.teacher 
97 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Wilhelmine 1856 id. Id. + + + 

Louise 
98 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Johanna 1858 1858 

Cornelia 
99 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Jan Cornelis 1859 WENTHOLT. 99a 145-148 merchant. Dir. 1 1+ 

Alida Maria Insurance Cy 
100 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Adriana Saapke 1861 1862 

lOl V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Henri Marie 1863 GUÉPIN. IOla 149-153 naval officer. Dir.1 1+ 1+1 1 + 
Maria Anna Insurance Cy 

102 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Cordula Jeanne 1865 SMIT. F .... 102a 154-155 
MadeJeine 

103 V 59 & 59a VAN BEMMELEN Theodora Car. 1866 I hospital nurse 1 1+ 
Wilh. Matthea 

104 VI 66 & 66a VAN LEEUWEN Johan Frans 1860 1920 GOLDSBURY. Edith 104a merchant (U.S.A.) 
Jozef 

I hospital nurse 
1 1+ 

105 VI 66 & 66a VAN LEEUWEN Cornelia Adriana 1863 

106 VI 66 & 66a VAN LEEUWEN Paulina Theodora 1866 BOERMA. 106a 
Maria Roelf Herman 

107 VI 66 & 66a VAN LEEUWEN Ernst George 1869 HUGENHOL TZ. 107a 156-159 agriculturist 
Elisabeth (U.S.A.) 

108 VI 68a & 68 DE KANTER Cornelis 1869 BETZ. 108a 160-162 quartermaster- 1 1+1+ ---- Machlinus Maria Henriette general 
109 VI 71 & 71a VAN LEEUWEN Pa ui Tjaarda 1899 SOLZER. Sophia 109a 163-166 colonial civil serv. 

Hendrik Johanna Wilhelmina 

I I I I I 
'-l 

110 VI 71 & 71a VAN LEEUWEN Louise VAN LISSA ... . . 110a 167-168 00 
'-l 

111 VI 74 & 74a VAN LEEUWEN Anna c. ... P .... C 1895 OE STURLER. lIla 169-171 
(STORM V. L.) Carel Adriaan 

112 VI 75 & 75a I VAN LEEUWEN Henriette Lucretia 1880 KUYPER. GuillaumeII12all72-174 
(STORM v. L.I Wijnanda 

113 VI 75 & 75a VAN LEEUWEN Willem 11\82 KLERK DE REUS. 113a 175-1781mil. officer. dr. of[ + [+ 1 + 1 + 1 + 
(STORM V. L.) Anna Judith med .• univ. prof. 

114 VI 75 & 75a VAN LEEUWEN Hermanna 18 . . BAKKER. H . ... 114a 179-181 
(STORM v . L.) W.O 10. v.D.MADE. Thile 115a 182 11 'i VI 75 & 75a VAN LEEUWEN Arnold 18 .. 20. CRAMER. W .... 115b 183 1 antique dealer 
(STORM V. L.) 

116 VI 75 & 75a VAN LEEUWEN Alida Marie 18 .. CRAMER. W . .... 1I6a 
(STORM V. L.) Catharina 

117 VI 76 & 76a VAN LEEUWEN Hendrika 1887 TERWOGT. 117al 184 1 teacher of music 1 + 1 1+ 
(STORM v. L.l Lucretia Joh. H. L. 

118 VI 76 & 76a I VAN LEEUWEN Petrus 1888 VAN LOKHORST. [118a[185-190[ planter 1+ 
(STORM v. L.) Laurentius Johanna 
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119 VI 77 & 77a VAN LEEUWEN Anna '" . MEIJERINGH, 1I19a 191 
(STORM v. L.) Willem 

120 VI 77 & 77a VAN LEEUWEN Carolina .... VALOIS, H ... .. 120a 192 
(STORM v. L.) 

121 VI 78a& 78 BUSCHMAN PetronelIa 1904 
----- Berendina 

122 VI 79 & 79a VAN BEMMELEN Jacob Maarten 1898 KLUIT, Clara Adr. 122a 193-194 Dr.of law,pr.tutor 
Petr. teach. second. sch. 

123 VI 79 & 79a VAN BEMMELEN Maria 1901 MAHR, AdolfMarie 123a 195-196 teacher of music 

124 VI 79 & 79a VAN BEMMELEN Joziene Berendina 1904 ANTONIUS, Julius 124a 197 - 198 dip!. graduate for 

ID. V. DRUMPT, Jan 125a Univ. education 
125 VI 82a& 82 RAPPARD Maria Mathilde 1889 199-200 

---- 20. WILSON, John 125b 
ID. POLAKDANIELS 126a 201 

126 VI 82a & 82 RAPPARD Elizabeth Louise 1890 
Eduard 

20. V.D.STADT,Jacob 126b 202 
Adriaan 

127 VI 82b& 82 VON LIEBEHERR Bogislav Ulrich 1903 1925 agriculturist 

128 VI 84 & 84a VAN BEMMELEN Daniel Johan 1899 SMIT, Emilia 128a 203 teacher 
I 

129 VI 84 & 84a VAN BEMMELEN Hermina 1902 IJZERMAN. Egbert 129a teacher 
Wouthera 

130 VI 84 & 84a VAN BEMMELEN ReynoutWillem 1904 dr. of geology, 
assistant-Iecturer 

131 VI 84 & 84a VAN BEMMELEN Frans Johan 1913 1915 
Techn. highsch. 

132 VI 84 & 84a VAN BEMMELEN Anna Françoise 1916 

133 VI 85a& 85 OP TEN NOORT Ad,;"". An<hOOY

I
I886 

134 VI 85a& 85 OP TEN NOORT Dina Adriana 1893 SICKENGA, Nicolaas 134a 204-207 

135 vr 87a& &7 REUVENS EIi .. b.,b G.org. I JOOSTING. Johaoots 135a 208-209 
Marg. WiIh. Th.od. 
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136 VI 88 & 88a SCHEPPER Dsnid· 

137 VI 88 & 88a SCHEPPER Eduard Albert 

138 VI 90a& 90 CAMPERT Petrus Jan Remko 1874 1921 VAN HALL. 138a 210-213 medic.practitioner + 
139 VI 90a& 90 CAMPERT Dorothea 1875 

Johanna 
DE RANITZ. H. 139a 214-215 teacher + + 

Wilhelmina 
140 VI 90a& 90 CAMPERT Johanna 1879 WASZINK. 140a 216-218 assistantBotanical + + 

Berendina Jan Hendrik Laboratory 
141 VI 90a& 90 CAMPERT Henriette Jacoba 1882 teacher + + 
142 VI 91a& 91 v . WIJNGAARDEN Adrienne 1877 1908 

Marthe Henr. 
113 VI 91a& 91 v . WIJNGAARDEN Johanna Cath. 1880 WAGTHO. 1 143aI219-220 

Corn. Johan Willem 
111 VI 91a& 94 V. WIJNGAARDEN Catharina 1883 DE JONGH, lHa 221-222 

Agatha Will. Hendr. Dan. 
145 VI 99 & 99a VAN BEMMELEN Jan Cornelis 1892 

146 VI 99 & 99a VAN BEMMELEN Meike Alida 1893 
I I I teacher 1+1 1+ 

147 VI 99 & 99a VAN BEMMELEN Ludolf Reinier 1891 

148 VI 99 & 99a VAN BEMMELEN Henri Marie 1896 

149 VI 101 & 101a VAN BEMMELEN Maria Anna 1891 hospital nurse + 
VI 101 & 101a VAN BEMMELEN Cordula Cath. 1896 QUARLES V.UFFORD. 150a 223-221 I ~ 

150 I 
00 

Agatha Louis Jacques \0 

151 VI lOl & 101 a VAN BEMMELEN Catharina 1900 teacher + + 
Marianne 

152 VI lOl & IOla VAN BEMMELEN Henri Marie 1902 NUBOER. 152a naval officer + + 
Ida Elisabeth 

153 VI lOl & IOla VAN BEMMELEN Theodora Cath. bachelor of law + 
Wilh. Matthea 

151 VI 102a& 102 SMIT Cordula 1890 REMMELTS. Remmelt 154a 225-227 
Frédérique 

155 VI 102a& 102 SMIT Wilhelmina 1901 
Marie 

156 VI 107 & 107a VAN LEEUWEN Frans 1897 

157 VI 107 & 107a VAN LEEUWEN Anna 1901 I I WARD. Paul 

158 VI 107 & 107a VAN LEEUWEN Betsy 1913 

159 VI 107 & 107a VAN LEEUWEN Ernest 1913 
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160 VII 108 & 108a DE KANTER Susanna 1894 VAN HOLTHE. LeD 160a 228 
Antoinetta Johan Dignus 

161 VII 108 & 108a DE KANTER Cornelia Adriana 1897 VAN STRAATEN. 161a 229-231 
Ger. Lamb. 

162 VII 108 & 108a DE KAN TBR Godefrieda 1901 v. D. POLL. Hendrik 162a 232 
Hendrika Willem 

163 VII 109 & 109a VAN LEEUWEN Tjaarda Paul 1915 

164 VII 109 & 109a VAN LEEUWEN Johan Willem 1917 

165 VII 109 & 109a VAN LEBUWEN Gerrit Albert 1920 

166 VII 109 & 109a VAN LEEUWEN Nancy Johanna 1921 

167 VII IlOa & 110 VAN LISSA Pa uia 

168 VII 1I0a&110 VAN LISSA Johan 

169 VII l11a&l11 DE STURLER Anna Suzanna 1916 

170 VII 111a&l11 DE STURLER Carolina 1917 
Wilhelmina 

171 VII 111a&1I1 DB STURLER Sara Adriana 1921 
Dorothea 

172 VII 112a& 112 KUYPBR Alida Maria 1907 stud. of medica I 
--- Catharina chemistry 

173 VII 112a& 112 KUYPER Johanna 1909 
Hendrika 

174 VII 112a&112 KUYPER Maria Eva 1914 

175 VII 113 & l13a VAN LEEUWEN Anne Judith 1906 graduate for med. 
chemistry 

176 VII 113 & l13a VAN LEEUWEN Daniel Marius 1907 stud. of architec-
ture 

177 VII 113 & 113a VAN LEEUWEN Willem 1912 

Natural ability and 
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178 VII 113 & 113a VAN LEEUWEN Adriaan Arnold 1916 

179 VII lHa & lH BAKKER Alida Maria 1911 
Christina 

180 VII lHa & IH BAKKER Theodora Agatha 1915 
Mar. Ant. 

181 VII IHa & lH BAKKER Bernard Anton 1918 

182 VII 115 & 115a VAN LEEUWEN Alida Maria 1922 

"Cl Cath. .. 183 VII 115 & 115b VAN LEEUWEN Arnold 0 
n 
~ 184 VII 1I7a & 117 TERWOGT Anna Bertha 1926 0-c; 

cc 
185 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN Johannes 1912 '" 

;:0 Adriaan 
0 186 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN Elisabeth Bertha 1916 '< 
!!!.. 
:x:- 187 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN Hendrik 1918 
n Arnoldus I» 
P- 188 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN Petrus Jacobus 1920 
:x:-e 189 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN •••••••••• 0" '" ;0 .. 

190 VII 118 & 118a VAN LEEUWEN Willem 1926 0-
l» 

fl 
< 191 VII 119a & 119 MEYERINGH Sjoerd 19H 

~ '1 192 VII 120a & 120 VALOlS Mary \0 
>: 
>: 193 VII 122 & 122a VAN BEMMELEN Johan Frans 1923 
?< 

194 VII 122 & 122a VAN BEMMELEN Adriaan Gerard 1925 
Oswald 

195 VII 123a & 123 MAHR Gustav Adolf 1922 
Marie 

196 VII 123a & 123 MAHR Hildegarda 1926 

197 VII 124a & 124 
Adriana Jacoba 

ANTONIUS Dorothea Beata 1925 

198 VII 124a & 124 ANTONIUS Liselotte Helene 1927 

199 VII 125a & 125 VAN DRUMPT Daniel Johan 1911 
U1rich 

200 VII 125a & 125 VAN DRUMPT Jacoba Simonettel 1912 

~ 201 VII 126a & 126 POLAK DANIil.LS Marianne Elisab.1 1915 
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202 VII 126b & 126 VAN DE STADT Maria Helena 1925 

203 VII 128 & 128a VAN BEMMELEN Beatrys Helena 1926 

204 VII 134a & 134 SICKENGA Jacob 1918 

205 VII 134a & 134 SICKENGA Antoinette J. 1922 

206 VII 134a & 134 SICKENGA Wilhelmina 1924 F. C. C. I. 

207 VII 134a & 134 SICKENGA Florent Sophius 1927 

208 VII 135a& 135 JOOSTING Else Petra 1920 

209 VII 135a& 135 JOOSTING Peter Erik 1927 

210 VII 138 & 138a CAMPERT Jan Remco 1902 student of arts 
Theodoor 

211 VII 138 & 138a CAMPERT Herman Marie 1904 student of com-

212 VII 138 & 138a CAMPERT Apollonia 1905 
mercial economy 

graduate for elem. 
Wilhelmina teaeh .• hosp. nurse 

213 VII 138 & 138a CAMPERT Anne Marie 1907 graduate sec. sch .• 
shorthandwriting 

214 VII 139a & 139 DE RANITZ Jan 1909 studen t of archi------ tecture 
215 VII 139a& 139 DE RANITZ Herman 1910 stud . of medicine 

216 VII 140a& 140 WASZINK Jan Hendrik 1908 student of classics 

217 VII 140a& 140 WASZINK Paul Mathieu 1911 pupil of secondary 
school 

218 VII 140a& 140 WASZINK Herman 1914 

219 VII 141a& 141 WAGHTO Johannes 1916 
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QUARLES V. UFFORD 

REMMELTS 

REMMELTS 

REMMELTS 

VAN HOLTHE 

VAN STRAATEN 

VAN STRAATEN 

VAN STRAATEN 

VAN DE POLL 

Henriëtte 1917 

Willem 1905 

Eric Eduard 1907 

Louis Jacques 1919 

Marie Anne 1921 

Nicolaas 1922 

Justine 1923 

Maria 1926 

Jan Cornelis 11923 

Herman Cornelis 1922 

Gerard 11924 

Robert 
1

1925 

Hendrik 1192511925 Albrecht 
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three, or, at the very least, two of them, are combined, he cannot hope to 
make a figure in the world. The probability against inheriting a combination 
of three qualities not correlated together, is necessarily in a triplicate 
proportion greater than it is against inheriting any one of them". 

This remarkable quotation proves, th at GALTON, though he was naturally 
unacquainted with MENDEL'S discoveries, had a c1ear insight into the 
mechanism of heredity, in so far as he ascribed its phenomena to the 
influence of "qualities th at are separate and independent of one another". 
But as to the real nature of these "qualities", he probably did not consider 
them as we do now a days, that is to say as primary, unalterable 
genotypical factors passing from generation to generation without changing 
their constitution, and only varying in their phenotypical effect under the 
influence of other factors, internal as weIl as external. 

Had he been able to consider things from this point of view, he would 
probably not have chosen cases of perfect genius as the central~points, 
from which he mapped out his lines of ascent and descent, as it is c1early 
obvious that genius in itself is no entity in the sense of a hereditary factor, 
but only a popular qualification for the highest grades of a combination 
of certain valuable mental properties. For us GAL TON' s choice of his points 
of issue seems as queer as would be the method of a modern student of 
genetics, who based an investigation about the rules of heredity for eye~ 
colour on the very exceptional cases of people with one brown and one 
blue eye, or an enquiry into the duration of human life on those of centi~ 
narians. 

Although WOODS' book appeared in 1906, when the new light on 
questions of heredity had already appeared, and notwithstanding his 
acquaintance with the phenomenon of "Alternative inheritance", he still 
adheres to GAL TON's "law of the Average Contribution of Each Separate 
Ancestor to the Total Inheritance of the Offspring". In WOODS' eyes, 
remoteness of an ancestor is forcibly equivalent with reduced influence on 
the hereditary constitution of the descendant. 

Yet, it is easy to cite a profusion of instances, where he is forced to 
acknowledge the revers ion on a remote forefather, or the reappearance of 
a property which seemed longsince extinct. Compare e.g. p. 51: "The 
tendency to mental unbalance (insanity) in the house of HANOVER, wh ere 
it showed itself in only a few examples, may be con si de red to be probably 
areversion to the old Palatine insanity at the time of the STUARTS". 

It is, however, in the cases where WOODS points out the regular and 
uninterrupted repetition of fairly normal mental properties, which families 
of royal blood have in common with all other people of whatever standing 
in social life, that he furnishes us with the best examples of hereditary 
propagation of special traits, without any regard to the distance towards 
the first member in the pedigree that showed them, and likewise to their 
comparative grade of accomplishment or to their social merits. The most 
interesting case in this connection is what he tells us about the distinct 
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literary tastes of the House of BRUNSWICK. "Among the forty~five" 

(members of the first five generations ) "here studied, we find ... .. . twelve 
who were either authors, or showed distinct literary tastes" .. .... "in the 
direct male line". Only a few lines further he adds : "Pram now on, 
literary ...... ability was absent in the House of BRUNSWICK, and the story 
of the last two generations is but the sad extinction of a once ilIustrious and 
honored family .... .. A congenital psycho~neurosis made its appearance, the 
origin of which may be surmised, though not incontestably proved'! . 

Though I must confess, that I am unacquainted with the literary products 
of these twelve authors of royal blood, 1 yet venture to assert, that, had 
they not belonged to a "once ilIustrious and honored family", these 
products would not in themselves have been of sufficient merit to bring the 
fame of their authors down to our present days. Nor is literary taste and 
an irrepressible vocation for the composition of works of fancy , in any way 
connected with the special traditions or the favourite sports of members of 
royal families. On the contrary, we need not fear contradiction when we 
assert that in general such an active partaking in artistic or scientific 
achievements of commonplace people is a great exception among them, 
which is far from being regarded with a favourable eye by the majority of 
their standing. Sa WOODS' argumentation that such a series of genera ti ons 
of literarely~endowed persons of royal extract can only be explained by 
the pure force of heredity, is perfectly superfluaus. The phenomenon only 
proves once again that these persons, mentally as weIl as bodily, are in na 
way differently constituted from the bulk of mankind. 




