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Section Three
Supplemental Work (S3)--Goddard, Intelligence Tests
Essay: Henry Herbert Goddard, Human Efficiency and Levels of Intelligence (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1920), 99–102.
           Goddard is critical that persons with low intelligence levels should not be included in civic affairs, such as voting. The reason behind the claim was that these individuals could be easily led into believing that they constitute the majority vote; thereby, spoiling the votes of the intelligent people. The article argues that more and less intelligent persons should not be afforded equal civic rights based on imminent differences, including housing and dressing. Goddard argues that treating a workman equally will still create a phenomenon where a gentleman still highlights unjust disparities affecting his victim, making the entire ideology ironic. In this regard, a workman cannot be treated equally as the individual who is agitating for his rights. Therefore, the workman would gladly change places with the gentlemen to enjoy their lavish lifestyle. The phenomenon shows that the workman was not raised well regarding their poor social environments, reflecting on how a wise man saves their money to become rich in the future.
           The material is outrageous by advocating that poor and less intelligent individuals should not vote based on their suboptimal economic, political, and social conceptions. From a personal standpoint, I am opined that persons should be allowed to vote regardless of their mental levels. Ensuring that even the less intelligent make the correct decisions when voting is the relevant government body's role. The body should offer extensive and comprehensive civic education on the implications of certain voting practices. Segregating voters their intelligence levels is an absurd supposition that depicts that only intelligent individuals can make correct civic affairs decisions. If the 2016 presidential election where Trump won were done in the same manner, I would have boycotted it together with many other Americans. I have friends and colleagues who come from poor neighborhoods and relatively low living standards, but they are intelligent and knowledgeable in most social and political matters. Discriminating against persons based on their socio-economic status shows an ailing American fabric, which needs to be redefined. As much as some people can accumulate money and work their ways up socio-economic ranks, situational factors can be the differential factor between them and "poor" persons. Hence, I vehemently condemn ideologies portrayed in the article.
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