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There is not a truth existing which I fear or would wish unknown to the whole world.
                                    — Thomas Jefferson
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King was hardly the great-
est American. 

by Benjamin J. Ryan 

Forty years after his death, the 
popularity of Martin Luther King 
remains extraordinary. He is per-

haps the single most praised person in 
American history, and millions adore 
him as a hero and almost a saint. The 
federal government has made space 
available on the Mall in Washington 
for a national monument for King, not 
far from Lincoln’s. Only four men in 
American history have national monu-
ments: Washington, Jefferson, Lincoln, 
Franklin Roosevelt; and now King will 
l`jd ƽud-

King is the only American who en-
joys the nation’s highest honor of hav-
ing a national holiday on his birthday. 
There are other days of remembrance 
such as Presidents’ Day, but no one 
else but Jesus Christ is recognized with 
a similar holiday. Does King deserve 
such honors? Much that has been known 
to scholars for years—but largely un-
known to most Americans—suggests 
otherwise. 

Plagiarism

As a young man, King started plagia-
rizing the work of other and he contin-
ued this practice throughout his career. 

At Crozer Theological Seminary 
in Chester, Pennsylvania, where he 
received a bachelor of divinity degree 
in 1951, many of his papers contained 
material lifted verbatim and without 
acknowledgement from published 
sources. An extensive project started at 
Stanford University in 1984 to publish 
all of King’s papers tracked down the 
original sources for these early papers 
and concluded that his academic writ-
hmfr `qd Əsq`fhb`kkx ƾ`vdc ax mtldqntr

instances of plagiarism.” Journalist The-
odore Pappas, who has also reviewed 
the collection, found one paper showing 
“verbatim theft” in 20 of a total of 24 
paragraphs. He writes: 

“King’s plagiarisms are easy to detect 
because their style rises above the level 
of his pedestrian student prose. In gen-
eral, if the sentences are eloquent, witty, 
insightful, or pithy, or contain allusions, 
analogies, metaphors, or similes, it is 
safe to assume that the section has been 
purloined.”

King also plagiarized himself, recy-
cling old term papers as new ones. Some 

of his professors complained about slop-
py references, but they seem to have had 
no idea how extensively he was stealing 
material, and his habits were well estab-
lished by the time he entered the PhD 
program at Boston University. King 
plagiarized one-third of his 343-page 

dissertation, the book-length project 
required to earn a PhD, leading some to 
say he should be stripped of his doctoral 
degree. Mr. Pappas explains that King’s 
plagiarism was a lifelong habit: 

“King’s Nobel Prize Lecture was 
plagiarized extensively from works by 
Florida minister J. Wallace Hamilton; 
the sections on Gandhi and nonvio-
lence in his ‘Pilgrimage’ speech were 
taken virtually verbatim from Harris 
Wofford’s speech on the same topic; 
the frequently replayed climax to the 
‘I Have a Dream’ speech—the ‘from 
every mountainside, let freedom ring’ 
portion—came from a 1952 address to 
the Republican National Convention by 
a black preacher named Archibald Car-
ey; and the 1968 sermon in which King 
prophesied his martyrdom was based 
on works by J. Wallace Hamilton and 
Methodist minister Harold Bosley.”

Perhaps King had no choice but to 
use the words of others. Mr. Pappas 
has found that on the Graduate Record 
Exam, King “scored in the second-low-
est quartile in English and vocabulary, 

Continued on page 3

No one else but Jesus 
Christ has a national holi-

day on his birthday.

Martin Luther King, Jr. with his wife Coretta.
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Letters from Readers
Sir — The December issue printed 

three thought-provoking articles on 
the presidential election. They do not, 
however, mention the crucial role le-
galized abortion has played in slowing 
the growth of the non-white population 
of the United States and the world. Mr. 
Smith commends Gov. Palin for “her 
muscular evangelical faith,”  which is 
manifested, inter alia, in her refusal to 
abort her Down-Syndrome child and 
her daughter’s refusal to abort her ille-
gitimate child. He quotes with approval 
Pat Buchanan’s observation that Mrs. 
Palin’s power base is among “lifers, 
evangelicals. . . .”  

But black and Hispanic American 
women have abortions at five times 
and three times the rate, respectively, 
of white American women. Fully 43 
percent of black American pregnan-
cies end in abortion. The availability of 
abortion is undoubtedly the main (and 
maybe the only) reason why the fertility 
rate of black American women between 
the ages of 15 and 44 declined between 
1980 and 2005 from 91 to 67 births per 
1,000 women while the fertility rate of 
white American women declined dur-
ing the same period only from 62 to 58 
births per 1,000 women. The availability 
of abortion is also the main reason why 
the fertility rate of Puerto Rican women 
is now lower (1.83) than that of white 
American women (1.86). 

Indeed, John Donohue and Steven 
Levitt have argued in a series of per-
suasive articles that the availability 
of abortion “and the resulting radical 
decline in the birth rate of poor, unmar-
ried, teenage girls” has been a crucial 
factor in the decline in the American 
crime rate over the past several decades. 

Palin-supporting Republicans want 
to criminalize abortion. Their hold on 
the Republican Party is so strong that 
when socially liberal Rudolph Giuliani 
entered the race for the Republican 
nomination, he felt compelled to say 
that he supported the Hyde Amend-
ment, which prohibits Medicaid from 
funding abortions for women who are 
too poor to afford them. I have qualms 
about government-enforced eugenics, 
but it is obscene for the government to 
force black and Hispanic women to have 
children they do not want.

Palin-supporting Republicans also 
insist that abstinence should be the 
preferred means of birth control in the 
United States and the rest of the world. 
In view of the inability of most blacks to 
think in terms of long-term consequenc-
es, abstinence as a means of limiting the 
population growth of Africa is no more 
than a bad joke. 

Professor Steven Farron, Johannes-
burg, South Africa

Sir — Kudos for Jared Taylor’s criti-
cism of Reilly Smith’s enthusiasm over 
Sarah Palin. I voted for John McCain 
with gritted teeth, but I tried for two 
months to get the party to dump Gov. 
Palin from the ticket.

Sarah Palin is lovely and appar-
ently a good mother, but it is astonish-
ing that “conservative” Republicans 
have attempted to transform her into 
a great leader before she’s done any 
actual leading. They’ve been duped by 
her siren song of “pro-life,” “family,” 
“small-town values” into thinking that 
these mere slogans will somehow make 
her a great “conservative” president. I 
hope Mr. Smith will come to realize 
he’s been gulled—like almost all of the 

political class—into thinking women 
are no different from men. It’s all about 
getting women’s votes, and hardly any 
so-called conservatives had the guts to 
point that out.

Mr. Smith needs to ask himself this 
question: Why was Sarah Palin a better 
choice than a good conservative man?

W. Edward Chynoweth, Sanger, Calif.

Sir — Congratulations to Gregory 
Hood for his very perceptive December 
article about the false appeal of Ron 
Paul. Your readers may be interested to 
know that in his most recent “Straight 
Talk,” Dr. Paul wrote the following:

“I congratulate our first African-
American president-elect. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. certainly would be proud to see 
this day. We are stronger for embracing 
diversity, and I am hopeful that we can 
continue working through the tensions 
and wrongs of the past and become a 
more just and colorblind society. . . .  A 
free society emphasizes the importance 
of individuals, and not because they are 
part of a certain group. That’s the only 
way equal justice can be achieved.”

Peter Curtis, Reading, Penn.

Sir — Thank you for your marvelous 
coverage of the Austrian elections in 
your November issue. I do not believe 
such a careful and complete analysis 
could be found in any other publication 
in the English language.

Harper McAlister, Montreal, Canada

Sir — European nationalists gener-
ally have an unfavorable view of the 
Tmhsdc Rs`sdr+ `mc hs hrmƍs g`qc sn ƽftqd
out why. Your article on Austria in the 
December issue lists a number of things 
the nationalists are against: NATO 
membership; Turkish membership in 
the EU, the EU itself, and Muslim im-
migration. The US government supports 
every single one, especially Turkish 
membership in the Union, which it sees 
as some sort of ridiculous fantasy of 
Western-Muslim reconciliation. If Aus-
tria or any European country ever dared 
cut off Muslim or non-white immigra-
shnm+ sgd TRvntkc ad sgd ƽqrs sn hlonrd
economic sanctions. Our government is 
no more a friend to the native peoples 
of Europe than it is to the whites of the 
United States.

Jim Marshall, Orlando, Fla.
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in the lowest ten percent in quantitative 
analysis, and in the lowest third on his 
advanced test in philosophy.” 

 
Adultery  

King lived a double life. During the 
day, he would speak to large crowds, 
quoting Scripture and invoking God’s 
will, and at night he frequently had sex 
with women from the audience. “King’s 
habits of sexual adventure had been well 
established by the time he was married,” 
says Michael Eric Dyson of George-
town University, a King admirer. He 
notes that King often “told lewd jokes,” 
“shared women with friends,” and was 
“sexually reckless.” According to King 
biographer Taylor Branch, during a long 
party on the night of January 6 and 7, 
1964, an FBI bugging device recorded 
King’s “distinctive voice ring out above 

others with pulsating abandon, saying, 
‘I’m f***ing for God!’” 

Sex with single and married women 
continued after King married, and on 
the night before his death, King had two 

`ctksdqntr sqxrsr- Ghr ƽqrs qdmcdyuntr
was at a woman’s house, the second in 
a hotel room. The source for this was 
his best friend and second-in-command, 
Ralph Abernathy, who noted that the 
second woman was “a member of the 
Kentucky legislature,” now known to 
be Georgia Davis Powers. 

Abernathy went on to 
say that a third woman was 
also looking for King that 
same night, but found his bed 
empty. She knew his habits 
and was angry when they 
met later that morning. In 
response, writes Abernathy, 
King “lost his temper” and 
“knocked her across the bed. 
- - - Rgd kd`os to sn ƽfgs a`bj+
and for a moment they were 
dmf`fdc hm ` etkk,aknvm ƽfgs+
with [King] clearly winning.” 
A few hours later, King ate 
lunch with Abernathy and 
discussed the importance of 
nonviolence for their move-
ment. 

To other colleagues, King 
itrshƽdc ghr `ctksdqx sghr v`x9
“I’m away from home twenty-
five to twenty-seven days a month. 
F***ing’s a form of anxiety reduction.” 
King had many one-night stands but also 
grew close to one of his girlfriends in a 
relationship that became, according to 
Pulitzer Prize-winning biographer Da-
vid Garrow, “the emotional centerpiece 
of King’s life.” Still, sex with other 
women remained “a commonplace of 
King’s travels.”

In private, King could be extremely 
crude. On one FBI recording, King said 
to Abernathy in what was no doubt a 

teasing remark, “Come on over here, 
you big black motherf***er, and let 
me suck your d**k.” FBI sources told 
Taylor Branch about a surveillance tape 
of King watching a televised rerun of 
the Kennedy funeral. When he saw the 
famous moment when Jacqueline Ken-
nedy knelt with her children before her 
cd`c gtra`mcƍr bneƽm+ Jhmf qdonqsdckx
sneered, “Look at her. Sucking him off 
one last time.” 

Despite his obsession with sex and his 
betrayal of his own wife and children, 
`mc cdrohsd Bgqhrsh`mhsxƍr b`kk enq ƽcdk-
ity, King continued to claim the moral 
authority of a Baptist minister.

Whites 

King stated that the “vast major-
ity of white Americans are racist” and 
that they refused to share power. His 
solution was to redistribute wealth and 
power through reparations for slavery 
and racial quotas: 

“No amount of gold could provide 
an adequate compensation for the ex-

ploitation and humiliation of the Negro 
in America down through the centuries. 
Mns `kk sgd vd`ksg ne sghr `eƾtdms rnbhdsx
could meet the bill. Yet a price can be 
placed on unpaid wages. . . . The pay-
ment should be in the form of a massive 
program by the government of special, 
compensatory measures which could 
be regarded as a settlement.” Contin-
tdc Jhmf+ ƏLnq`k itrshƽb`shnm enq rtbg
measures for Negroes is rooted in the 
robberies inherent in the institution of 
slavery.” He named his plan the Bill 

Continued from page 1
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of Rights for the Disadvantaged. Some 
poor whites would also receive com-
pensation because they were “derivative 
victims of slavery,” but the welfare of 
blacks was his central focus.

King has been praised, even by 
conservatives, as the great advocate of 

color-blindness. They focus too nar-
rowly on one sentence in his “I Have 
a Dream” speech, in which he said he 
wanted to live in a nation “where [my 
children] will not be judged by the color 
of their skin but by the content of their 
character.” The truth is that King wanted 
quotas for blacks. “[I]f a city has a 30 
percent Negro population,” King rea-
soned, “then it is logical to assume that 
Negroes should have at least 30 percent 
of the jobs in any particular company, 
and jobs in all categories rather than only 
in menial areas.”

One of King’s greatest achievements 
is said to have been passage of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. At the signing cer-
emony on July 2, he stood directly be-
hind President Lyndon Johnson as a key 
guest. The federal agency created by the 
act, the Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission, now monitors hiring prac-
tices and ensures that King’s desires for 
racial preferences are met.

Like liberals today, King denied 
racial differences. In a reply to an in-
terviewer who told him many Southern 
whites thought racial differences were 
a biological fact, he replied: 

“This utterly ignorant fallacy has 
been so thoroughly refuted by the social 
scientists, as well as by medical sci-
ence, that any individual who goes on 
believing it is standing in an absolutely 
misguided and diminishing circle. The 
American Anthropological Association 
has unanimously adopted a resolution 

repudiating statements that Negroes are 
biologically, in innate mental ability or 
in any other way inferior to whites.”

The conclusions to be drawn from 
his belief in across-the-board equality 
were clear: failure by blacks to achieve 
at the level of whites could be explained 
only by white oppression. As King ex-
plained in one interview, “I think we 
have to honestly admit that the problems 
in the world today, as they relate to the 
question of race, must be blamed on the 
whole doctrine of white supremacy, the 
whole doctrine of racism, and these doc-
trines came into being through the white 
race and the exploitation of the colored 
peoples of the world.” King predicted 
that “if the white world” does not stop 
this racism and oppression, “then we 
can end up in the world with a kind of 
race war.”

Communism

In his public speeches, King never 
called himself a communist, instead 

claiming to stand for a synthesis of 
capitalism and communism: “[C]api-
talism fails to realize that life is social. 
Communism fails to realize that life is 
individual. Truth is found neither in the 
rugged individualism of capitalism nor 
in the impersonal collectivism of com-
munism. The Kingdom of God is found 
in a synthesis that combines the truths 
of these two opposites.” 

However, David Garrow found that 
in private King “made it clear to close 
friends that economically speaking he 
considered himself what he termed a 
Marxist.” Mr. Garrow passes along 
an account of a conversation C.L.R. 
James, a Marxist intellectual, had with 
King: “King leaned over to me say-
ing, ‘I don’t say such things from the 

pulpit, James, but that is what I really 
believe.’. . . King wanted me to know 
that he understood and accepted, and 
in fact agreed with, the ideas that I was 
putting forward—ideas which were 
fundamentally Marxist-Leninist. . . . I 
saw him as a man whose ideas were as 
advanced as any of us on the Left, but 
who, as he actually said to me, could not 
say such things from the pulpit. . . . King 
was a man with clear ideas, but whose 
position as a churchman, etc. imposed 
on him the necessity of reserve.” J. Pius 
Barbour, a close friend of King’s at 
seminary, agreed that he “was economi-
cally a Marxist.” 
Rnld neJhmfƍrlnrs hmƾtdmsh`k `cuh-

sors were Communists with direct ties to 
the Soviet Union. One was Stanley Le-
vison, whom Mr. Garrow called King’s 
“most important political counselor” and 
“at Martin Luther King’s elbow.” He or-
ganized fundraisers for King, counseled 
him on tax issues and political strategy, 
wrote fundraising letters and his United 
Packinghouse Workers Convention 
speech, edited parts of his books, ad-
uhrdc ghl nm ghr ƽqrs l`inq m`shnm`k
address, and prepped King for questions 
from the media. Coretta Scott King said 
of Levison that he was “[a]lways work-
ing in the background, his contribution 
has been indispensable,” and Mr. Gar-
row says the association with Levison 
was “without a doubt King’s closest 
friendship with a white person.”

What were Levison’s political views? 
John Barron is the author of Operation 
SOLO, which is about “the most vital 
intelligence operation the FBI ever had 
sustained against the Soviet Union.” 
Part of its work was to track Levison 
who, according to Mr. Barron, “gained 
admission into the inner circle of the 

communist underground” in the US. 
Mr. Garrow, a strong defender of King, 
admits that Levison was “one of the two 
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sno ƽm`mbhdqrƐ ne sgd Bnlltmhrs O`qsx
of the United States (CPUSA), which 
received about one million dollars a 
year from the Soviet Union. Mr. Gar-
row found that Levison was “directly 
involved in the Communist Party’s 
lnrs rdmrhshud ƽm`mbh`k cd`khmfr+Ɛ `mc
`bjmnvkdcfdc sgdqd v`r ƽqrs,g`mc duh-
cdmbd ne Kduhrnmƍr Əƽm`mbh`k khmj sn sgd
Soviet Union.” 

Hunter Pitts O’Dell, who was elected 
in 1959 to the national committee, the 
governing body for the CPUSA, was 
another party member who worked for 
King. According to FBI reports, Levison 
installed O’Dell as the head of King’s  
MdvXnqj neƽbd+ `mc k`sdq qdbnlldmc-
ed that O’Dell be made King’s executive 
assistant in Atlanta. 

King knew his associates were Com-
munists. President Kennedy himself 
gave an “explicit personal order” to 
King advising against his “shocking as-
sociation with Stanley Levison.” Once 
when he was walking privately with 
King in the White House Rose Garden, 
Kennedy also named O’Dell and said 
to King: “They’re Communists. You’ve 
got to get rid of them.” 

The Communist connections help 
explain why Attorney General Robert 
F. Kennedy authorized the FBI to wire-
s`o Jhmfƍr gnld `mc neƽbd sdkdognmdr
in October 1963. Kennedy, like his 
brother John, was deeply sympathetic 
to King but also aware of the threat of 
communism. 

Mr. Garrow tried to exonerate King 
of the charge of being a fellow traveler 
by arguing that Levison broke with the 
CPUSA while he worked for King, that 
is, from the time he met King in the sum-
mer of 1956 until King’s death in 1968. 
However, as historian Samuel Francis 
g`r onhmsdc nts+ `m neƽbh`k aqd`j vhsg
the CPUSA does not necessarily mean 
a break with the goals of communism or 
with the Soviet Union. 

John Barron argues that if Levison 
had defected from the CPUSA and re-

nounced communism, he would not have 
associated with former comrades, such 
`r BO neƽbh`kr KdlG`qqhr+ Gtmsdq Ohssr
O’Dell, and Roy Bennett (Levison’s 
twin brother who had changed his last 
name). He was also close to the highly 
ok`bdc JFA neƽbdq Uhbsnq Kdrrhnurjx+
who was an assistant to the head of the 
United Nations, U Thant. 

Mr. Barron asks why Lessiovsky 

would “fritter away his time and risk his 
career . . . by repeatedly indulging him-
self in idle lunches or amusing cocktail 
conversation with an undistinguished 
lawyer [Levison] . . . who had nothing 
to offer the KGB, or with someone who 
had deserted the party and its discipline, 
or with someone about whom the KGB 
knew nothing? . . . And why would an 
ordinary American lawyer . . . meet, 
again and again, with a Soviet assistant 
to the boss of the United Nations?” 

Other Communists who worked with 
King included Aubrey Williams, James 
Dombrowski, Carl Braden, William 
Melish, Ella J. Baker, Bayard Rustin, 
and Benjamin Smith. King also “as-
sociated and cooperated with a number 
of groups known to be CPUSA front 
organizations or to be heavily penetrat-
dc `mc hmƾtdmbdc ax ldladqr ne sgd
Communist Party”—for example, the 
Southern Conference Educational Fund; 
Committee to Secure Justice for Morton 
Sobell; the United Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers of America; the 
National Lawyers Guild; and the High-
lander Folk School. 
Sgd BOTR@ bkd`qkx sqhdc sn hmƾtdmbd

King and his movement. An FBI report 

of May 6, 1960 from Jack Childs, one 
of the FBI’s most accomplished spies 
and a winner of the Presidential Medal 
of Freedom for Intelligence, said that 
sgd BO Əeddkr sg`s hs hr cdƽmhsdkx sn sgd
Party’s advantage to assign outstanding 
Party members to work with the [Mar-
tin] Luther King group. CP policy at the 
moment is to concentrate upon Martin 
Luther King.”

As Republican Senator Jesse Helms 
of North Carolina concluded in a Senate 
speech written by Francis, King’s alli-
ance with Communists was evidence of 
Əhcdmshƽdc Bnlltmhrsr - - - ok`mmhmf sgd
hmƾtdmbhmf `mc l`mhotk`shnm ne Jhmf
for their own purposes.” At the same 
time, King relied on them for speech 
writing, fundraising, and raising pub-
lic awareness. They, in turn, used his 
rs`stqd `mc e`ld sn sgdhq nvm admdƽs-
Senator Helms cited Congressman John 
M. Ashbrook, a ranking member of the 
House Committee on Un-American 
Activities, who said: “King has consis-
tently worked with Communists and has 
helped give them a respectability they do 
not deserve. I believe he has done more 
for the Communist Party than any other 
person of this decade.” 

Christianity 

King strongly doubted several core 
beliefs of Christianity. “I was ordained 
to the Christian ministry,” he claimed, 
but Stanford University’s online reposi-
tory includes King’s seminary writings 
in which he disputed the full divinity of 
Jesus, the Virgin Birth, and the Resur-

The march on Washington, 1963.
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Model of the 2-1/2-story statue of King that is 
to go up on the National Mall. Chinese sculptor 
Yei Lixin made a name for himself with heroic 
statues of Mao Tse Tung.

rection, suggesting that we “strip them 
of their literal interpretation.” 

Regarding the divine nature of Jesus, 
King wrote that Jesus was godlike, but 
not God. People called Jesus divine 
because they “found God in him” like 
a divinely inspired teacher, not because 
he literally was God, as Jesus himself 
claimed. On the Virgin Birth, King 
wrote: 

“First we must admit that the evi-
dence for the tenability of this doctrine 
is to [sic] shallow to convince any ob-
jective thinker. How then did this doc-
trine arise? A clue to this inquiry may 
be found in a sentence from St. Justin’s 
First Apology. Here Justin states that 
the birth of Jesus is quite similar to the 
birth of the sons of Zeus. It was believed 
in Greek thought that an extraordinary 
person could only be 
explained by saying 
that he had a father who 
was more than human. 
It is probable that this 
Fqddj hcd` hmƾtdmbdc
Christian thought.” 

Concerning the Res-
urrection, King wrote: 
“In fact the external 
evidence for the authen-
ticity of this doctrine is 
found wanting.” The 
early church, he says, 
formulated this doctrine 
because it “had been 
captivated by the mag-
netic power of his [Je-
sus’] personality. This 
basic experience led to 
the faith that he could 
mdudq chd- @mc rn hm sgd oqd,rbhdmshƽb
sgntfgs o`ssdqm ne sgd ƽqrs bdmstqx+ sghr
inner faith took outward form.” Thus, 
in this view, Jesus’ body never rose 

from the dead, even though according 
to Scripture, “And if Christ has not been 
raised, your faith is futile.” 

Two other essays show how King 
watered down Christianity. In one, 
he wrote that contemporary mystery 
religions influenced New Testament 
writers: “[A]fter being in contact with 
these surrounding religions and hearing 
certain doctrines expressed, it was only 
natural for some of these views to be-
come part of their subconscious minds. . 
. . That Christianity did copy and borrow 
from Mithraism cannot be denied, but it 
was generally a natural and unconscious 
process rather than a deliberate plan of 
action.” In another essay, King wrote 
that liberal theology “was an attempt to 
bring religion up intellectually,” and the 
introduction to the paper at the Stanford 
website says that King was “scornful 
of fundamentalism.” King wrote that in 
fundamentalism the Trinity, the Atone-
ment, and the Second Coming are “quite 
oqnlhmdms+Ɛ ats `f`hm+ sgdrd `qd cdƽmhmf
beliefs of Christianity.

Known and unknown

King is both known and unknown. 
Millions worldwide see him as a moral 
messiah, and American schools teach 
young children to praise him. In the 
United States there are no fewer than 
777 streets named for him. But King 
is also unknown because only a few 
people are aware of the unsavory as-

pects of his life. The image most people 
have of King is therefore cropped and 
incomplete. 

In the minds of many, King towers 

above other Americans as a distin-
guished orator and writer, but this short, 
5’6½” man often stole the words of oth-
ers. People believe he was a Christian, 
but he doubted some of the fundamentals 
of the faith. Our country honors King, 
but he worked closely with Communists 
who aimed to destroy it. He denied racial 
differences, but fought for racial favorit-
ism in the form of quotas. He claimed to 
be for freedom, but he wanted to force 
people to associate with each other and 
he promoted the redistribution of wealth 
in the form of reparations for slavery. He 
quoted the ringing words of the Bible 
and claimed, as a preacher, to be striving 
to be more like Jesus, but his colleagues 
knew better.

Perhaps he, too, knew better. His 
closest political advisor, Stanley Le-
vison, said King was “an intensely 
guilt-ridden man” and his wife Coretta 
also called him “a guilt-ridden man.” 
Levison said that the praise heaped upon 
King was “a continual series of blows 
to his conscience” because he was such 
a humble man. If King was guilt-ridden 
might it have been because he knew bet-
ter than anyone the wide gap between his 
popular image and his true character?

The FBI surveillance files could 
throw considerable light on his true 
character, but they will not be made 
public until 2027. On January 31, 1977, 
as a result of lawsuits by King’s allies 
against the FBI, a US district judge or-
cdqdc sgd ƽkdr rd`kdc enq 4/ xd`qr- Sgdqd

are reportedly 56 feet 
of records—tapes, 
transcripts, and logs—
in the custody of the 
National Archives and 
Record Service. 

Meanwhile ,  for 
those who seek to 
know the real identity 
of this nearly untouch-
able icon, there is still 
plenty of evidence 
with which to answer 
the question: Was 
Martin Luther King, 
Jr. America’s best and 
greatest man?

Benjamin J. Ryan 
is working toward a 

PhD in Church-State 
Studies. For a fully footnoted version 
of this article, please send $3.00 and a 
self-addressed, stamped envelope to our 
address on page 2.

King and President Lyndon Johnson.
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The Human Animal
Richard D. Fuerle, Erectus Walks Amongst Us, Spooner Press, 2008, 340 pp. (large-format soft cover), 

$45.95 at Amazon.com, free download at www.ErectusWalksAmongst.US

What evolution says about 
race.

reviewed by Jared Taylor

Over the past 10 or 15 years, it has 
adbnld rn ltbg lnqd cheƽbtks
sn ƽmc l`hmrsqd`l otakhrgdqr

for race-realist scholarship, that in retro-
spect the 1990s appear to be a period of 
great openness. That was when commer-
cial and academic houses accepted the 
ground-breaking work of Arthur Jensen, 
Richard Lynn, Michael Levin, Phil 
Rushton, and Charles Murray. Librar-
ies stocked their books and newspapers 
reviewed them. Today, there are still a 
few specialized journals that accept dis-
sident scholarship but book publishers 
have grown markedly more timid, and 
in the new decade even Arthur Jensen—
nmd ne sgd lnrs qdrodbsdc ƽftqdr hm sgd
social sciences—has had trouble getting 
books published.

This does not mean race-realist schol-
arship has come to an end, only that 
there is more self-publishing and the use 
of small, specialty houses like Wash-
ington Summit Press. There may even 
be more good work than ever, and in 
increasingly broad areas. Richard Lynn 
continues to write seminal books on the 
role of IQ in the success and failure of 
nations, and Michael Hart recently wrote 
an illuminating account of human his-
tory that explicitly considers racial dif-
ferences in average intelligence. 

Richard D. Fuerle’s Erectus Walks 
Among Us is another example of race-
realist scholarship that could not have 
found a place in today’s mainstream. 
It suffers from the short-comings of 
self-published books, but it is a remark-
able excursion into some of the more 
obscure and taboo corners of the social 
sciences.

Erectus Walks Among Us is several 

annjr hm nmd+ `kk vqhssdm eqnl ` ƽqlkx
race-realist perspective. It is a primer on 
evolution and genetics, a catalog of how 
populations differ, an introduction to so-
ciobiology and the concept of genetic in-
terests, and a plea for white survival. At 
its core is a sustained argument against 
the now generally accepted theory that 
modern man appeared in Africa 50,000 
to 90.000 years ago, and went on to re-
place the primitive humans then found 
on the other continents. 

Mr. Fuerle is not a paleoanthropol-
ogist—he is a polymath with degrees 
in math, law, economics, physics and 
chemistry—but this may be an advan-
tage. He does not share the anti-racist 
prejudices so common among social 
scientists, and he has written a clear and 
dmf`fhmf annj sg`s admdƽsr fqd`skx eqnl
generous use of graphs and photographs, 
almost all in color.

Evolution

Because this book is about the emer-
gence of the races of man, it includes a 
good survey of what is known about our 
origins. Mr. Fuerle notes that according 
to surveys, only 40 percent of Ameri-
cans accept the theory of evolution—
` ƽftqd knvdq sg`m hm `mx Dtqnod`m
country—but evolution is the book’s 
fundamental perspective. Evolutionists 
generally accept that perhaps the single 
greatest step forward in our lineage—bi-
pedalism—took place about 10 million 
years ago. When proto-humans started 
walking on their hind legs it freed their 

hands for investigating surroundings, 
making tools, and carrying things. 

Australopithecus, who lived about 
four million years ago, is considered 
the last bipedal ape in our lineage, and 
he gave rise some two million years ago 
to Homo habilis+ sgd ƽqrs ldladq ne sgd
genus Homo. Habilis made primitive 
tools and may have had rudimentary 
speech. He, in turn, evolved into Homo 
erectus, whose fossilized variants have 
been found in Africa, Europe, and 
Southeast Asia. What may be a local 
variant of erectus, the three-feet-tall 
Gnln ƾnqhdmrhr or “hobbit,” may have 
khudc nm rnld O`bhƽb hrk`mcr `r qdbdmskx
as 18,000 years ago, overlapping with 
modern humans.

Mr. Fuerle takes a particular interest 
in the distant ancestors of whites, among 
whom he includes Neanderthal man, 
who lived in Europe from about 300,000 
to 30,000 years ago. Neanderthal was 
adapted to the cold, with a stocky, 
gd`s,qds`hmhmf athkc `mc rgnqs ƽmfdqr
and feet. He was also much stronger 
than modern man, and well adapted for 
hunting large animals. His skull capac-
ity was greater than modern man, but he 
was less intelligent because he had a less 
deƽbhdms aq`hm- Ghr rjhm v`r vghsd+ `mc
Mr. Fuerle argues that he could probably 

pass for a burly, rough-looking Euro-
pean if he were to appear today.

There is much debate as to whether 
there was intermixture between Nean-

Greater intelligence 
comes at a high price; the 
brain is metabolically the 

most expensive part of 
the human body. 

A rough-looking European.
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derthals and Cro-Magnons, the imme-
diate ancestors of Caucasians. The two 
groups coexisted in the same territory 
for thousands of years, and Mr. Fuerle 
marshals evidence to support the view 

that Neanderthal man contributed at 
least some alleles (distinctive forms of 
genes) to modern Europeans. 

Mr. Fuerle suspects that the two 
groups may have managed to share 
territory for such a long time because 
their hunting strategies may have been 
different, with Neanderthal hunting by 
night and Cro-Magnon hunting the same 
`mhl`kr ax c`x- Hm ` nmd,nm,nmd ƽfgs+
the more powerful Neanderthal would 
have routed the slighter Cro-Magnon, 
but the newcomers were smarter and 
more generalized: less adapted to the 
cold and for hunting. When the mam-
moths and other large animals went 

extinct, Neanderthal went extinct along 
with them while Cro-Magnon found 
other ways to survive.

This was a demonstration of one of 
a dozen or so rules of evolution, which 
Mr. Fuerle explains with considerable 
bk`qhsx9 sgd rhfmhƽb`mbd ne rodbh`khydc
vs. generalized populations. When an 
environment is stable for a long time, 
species tend to specialize, and when the 
environment is unstable they tend to stay 
general. A tropical environment is both 

rich in energy and stable throughout 
the year, and this encourages a large 
number of specialized, even bizarre 
plants and animals that exploit narrow 
niches. Temperate areas, where the sea-
sonal differences in temperature are the 
greatest, pose the greatest challenge to 
survival, and animals tend to be gener-
alists. Further north, the environment is 
harsh but also relatively stable because 
hs hr bnkc `kk sgd shld- Gdqd vd ƽmc `mh-
mals like the polar bear and arctic fox 
that are highly cold-adapted and much 
more specialized than their cousins in 
temperate regions.

Man is less specialized than his clos-
est simian kin. He does not have the long 
arms or massive teeth and jaws of apes, 
is not covered with protective fur, nor 
can he swing through trees. His foot, 
however, has become specialized for 
support only, and has lost its ability to 
grasp things, which apes still retain.

Mr. Fuerle argues that human races 
also differ in levels of specialization, 
with Africans adapted to the heat, Asians 
adapted to the cold, and whites the most 
generalized. The skulls of Africans, 
for example, are narrow, front to back, 
which makes it easier to cool the brain 
whereas Asian skulls are more spheri-
cal, thus retaining heat by offering less 
surface area per unit volume. European 

skulls are intermediate. Africans 
have wooly hair that wicks sweat 
away from the head, also helping to 
cool the brain, and have dark skin 
to protect against the sun. They are 
also long-limbed, which makes for 
better cooling. Asians are stockier, 
for better heat retention, and have 
fat evenly distributed around their 
bodies, which protects against 
cold and gives them a “yellow” 
appearance. Again, Europeans are 
intermediate. 

Mr. Fuerle cites the general rule 
that it is much easier for general-
ists to evolve into specialists than 
the other way around. He says it 

would take much longer to breed a wolf 
from a Chihuahua than a Chihuahua 
from a wolf. This is one of the argu-
ments he makes later against the Out of 
Africa theory: that it would be unusual 
for heat-specialized Africans to have 
evolved into generalized Europeans or 
cold-specialized Asians.

Climate is undoubtedly the single 
lnrs hlonqs`ms dmuhqnmldms`k hmƾtdmbd
on evolution, and it is commonly argued 
that the races that evolved in the north 

were subjected to harsh requirements 
that put a premium on high intelligence. 
The two most recent ice ages were a 
particularly demanding test. 

A huge eruption some 73,000 years 
ago of a volcano now known as Toba on 
the island of Sumatra sent so much ash 
into the air that it blocked out the sun 
and caused a sharp drop in temperature. 
Evaporating sea water fell as snow that 
remained on land, and this lowered sea 
levels. The resulting land bridges made 
it possible for early man to migrate to 
areas now cut off by the sea. The sudden 
drop in temperature also killed many 
inhabitants of the Northern Hemisphere, 
especially in Europe, but had much less 
effect on the tropics. This lead to a con-
siderable boost in the intelligence of the 
surviving northern populations.

Another ice age that lasted from 
about 30,000 to 12,000 years ago had a 
similar effect: opening land bridges and 
severely winnowing northern popula-
tions for intelligence. The effects may 
not have been so catastrophic as the 
earlier ice age, however, because by 
sghr shld gtl`mr bntkc bnmsqnk ƽqd `mc
make clothing.

Mr. Fuerle points out that evolution—
whether for intelligence or for any 
other trait—is not a continual process. 
An organism can evolve to a more or 
less optimal state, and if the environ-
ment holds steady it need not change. 
Sharks, for example, evolved into very 
deƽbhdms+ dudm noshl`k oqdc`snqr+ `mc
have remained essentially unchanged 
for millions of years. 

Why don’t animals constantly im-
prove? Because improvements are not 
without costs. More of one trait means 
less of something else. More fast-twitch 
muscle means more speed and power but 
less slow-twitch muscle, which means 
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less endurance. 
Greater intelligence comes at a par-

ticularly high price; the brain 
is metabolically the most 
expensive part of the hu-
man body. Although it 
accounts for only two 
percent of adult body 
weight, it uses 20 per-
cent of the body’s energy, 
making it 22 times more 
costly than skeletal muscle. 
In an infant, whose brain is 
already 25 percent of its adult 
size even though its body is 
only 5 percent of its adult 
size, the brain consumes an 
astonishing 75 percent of 
the entire body’s energy. 
Evolution does not care 
about intelligence per 
se; only reproduction. It 
gave humans enough intel-
ligence to reproduce success-
fully, but—within the broad 
limits of natural variation—no 
more than necessary.

This is why other animals 
did not evolve huge, expensive brains. 
A lion needs no more intelligence than 
it already has to catch prey. Greater 
hmsdkkhfdmbd vntkc ld`m ` r`bqhƽbd hm
speed or some other quality that is more 
important to lions than intelligence.

Mr. Fuerle points out that intelligence 
can decline if the environment changes 
in ways that make it less necessary. This 
is thought to have happened to humans 
12,000 years ago with the beginning of 
agriculture. Hunters need cunning and 
prowess whereas farmers need only 
steady effort, so although the transition 
to agriculture led to a huge increase 
in population, human intelligence and 
physical stature declined. 

The same thing can happen in other 
species. When wild dogs were domes-
ticated their brains shrank because they 
could depend on humans to feed them. 
Wolves and foxes, which must hunt for 
a living, are smarter than domesticated 
dogs, and when cats go feral they de-
velop larger brains to cope with the chal-
lenges of fending for themselves. 

There is another reason why improve-
ment is slow or even comes to a stop in 
an ancient species in a stable environ-
ldms- @rLq- Etdqkd dwok`hmr+ admdƽbh`k
mutations are increasingly unlikely be-
cause most of them have already been 
tried and retained. Harmful mutations 
drop out of the population because 

their carriers are less likely to survive 
and reproduce, but this means they can 

keep recurring.

Race Differences

It is therefore the differ-
ent environments in which 
the races evolved that 
gave rise to racial differ-

ences in both physiology 
and behavior. Mr. Fuerle 

has probably collected the 
most extensive catalog of 

physical racial differences since 
Prof. John Baker of Oxford wrote 

his magisterial work Race in 
1974, and some of the most 
interesting have to do with 
the skull. Africans tend to 
have heavy jaws and ex-
hibit prognathism, which 
means their jaws protrude 
forward. This is consid-
ered a primitive trait left 
over from when our most 

effective weapon was our 
teeth, which, in order to be 

effective, had to be able to cut a swath 
that extended out in front of the face. 
Apes, for example, have extended jaws 
that let them meet an enemy with their 
teeth rather than their faces.

Africans also have a larger post-
orbital constriction than whites, and that 
of Asians is smaller. The constriction is 
a pair of left-right dents in the skull just 
behind the eyes that leave room for jaw 
muscles. The larger the constriction, 
the larger the chewing muscles and the 
more powerful the bite, but less room is 
left for the forebrain. Africans also have 
eyes set wider apart than Europeans or 
Asians.

Another racial difference is in the 
location of the foramen magnum, the 
large hole in the skull, through which 
the spinal cord attaches to the brain. 
Since man walks upright, the hole is at 
the base of the skull, whereas in animals 
that go on all fours the hole is at the 
back. Apes therefore have the foramen 
magnum farther back in the skull than 
humans, and in Africans, it is slightly 
farther back than in Eurasians. 

The skull is made up of several large 
bones that join along lines called su-
tures. At birth the sutures are not fully 
closed, and they close earlier in blacks 
than in Eurasians.

There are important racial differences 
in soft tissue as well as bone. The three 

outer layers of the brain are called the 
supragranular layers, and they increase 
in thickness from the lower to the higher 
animals. Mr. Fuerle reports that the su-
pragranular layers are 15 percent thinner 
in blacks than in whites. 

One important human characteristic 
is that the sclera of the eyes (the area 
around the pupils) is white. This con-
trasts with dark pupils and makes it easy 
to tell where a person is looking, and eye 
contact is a subtle and important form 
of human communication. Non-human 
primates have dark sclera. Some African 
and Australian aboriginal populations 
are reported to have yellowish sclera 
due to the presence of melanin.

High levels of melanin in tropical 
peoples are usually attributed to the need 
to block harmful radiation from the sun, 
but it may serve another purpose. It ap-
pears to act as a bacteriocide and fungi-
cide, which may have been particularly 
useful in the damp of the tropics, and 
blacks are more resistant than whites to 
skin diseases.

The light skin of Europeans is gen-
erally explained by the need to process 
sunlight—which would be blocked 
by dark skin—to produce vitamin D. 
Why, in that case, do Eskimos not have 
the lightest skin? Mr. Fuerle explains 
sg`s sgdx fds uhs`lhm C eqnl ƽrg+ `mc
that slightly darker skin protects from 
cosmic radiation in the Arctic and from 
tksq`uhnkds q`xr qdƾdbsdc eqnl rmnv-

One of the most obvious racial differ-
ences is in shape of the nose. Narrow, 
long noses evolved where the air was 
cold or dry, so that it could be warmed 
or moistened before it entered the lungs. 
@rh`m mnrdr `qd ƾ`ssdq sn sgd e`bd sg`m
European noses as a protection against 
the cold. Apes have little of what could 
be called a nose, and the nostrils open 
almost directly onto the muzzle. 

Mr. Fuerle points out that Somalis 
and Ethiopians are the most Caucasian-
looking of sub-Saharan Africans, and 
explains that this is because the horn of 
Africa has long been easily accessible to 
populations from outside the continent. 
He argues that non-Africans entering 
from Asia mixed with the most easily-

Prognathism (below).
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contacted Africans, giving them less 
typically African features.

Although this book is primarily con-
cerned with differences between the 
major races of man, Mr. Fuerle has in-
teresting observations about the traits of 
such sub-groups as Australian Aborigi-
nes, Andaman Islanders, and Bushmen, 
including speculation as to how those 
traits might have arisen. 

Mr. Fuerle has compiled a tremen-
dous amount of racial/anthropological 
data but believes there is much more: 
“Because research on racial differences, 
except where they are medically impor-
tant, has been effectively outlawed for 
at least the last 50 years, there are no 
doubt thousands of other racial differ-
ences that have not been discovered or 
published.” 

Mr. Fuerle notes that despite the 
popular contention that race is a myth, 
there is a magazine called Ethnicity and 
Health that is devoted to racial differ-
ences in medicine. It has been found, for 
example, that blacks get lung cancer at 
far higher rates than whites even when 
they smoke the same amount. Mr. Fu-
erle speculates that this may be because 
whites spent many thousands of years 
living in smoky caves, whereas Africans 
dhsgdq chc mns mddc ƽqd nq bntkc l`jd
ƽqdr hm sgd nodm `hq `mc sgdqdenqd chc mns
build up a tolerance for smoke.

One of the chapters of Erectus Walks 
Amongst Us is devoted to racial differ-
ences in intelligence and behavior. Mr. 
Fuerle covers this ground capably and 
thoroughly, including such details as 
the fact that American whites save 20 

percent more than blacks even when 
they have the same incomes. 

Some of this book’s most provocative 
observations, however, are about mat-
ing. An essential difference in the en-
vironments in which blacks and whites 
evolved, writes Mr. Fuerle, is that in the 
tropics there was so much food that a 
woman could, if necessary, rear a child 
to maturity without the help of a man. 
In the harsher north, a woman needed 
a hunter—a man—to provide for her 
and her children. This led to pair bond-
ing, because children could not survive 
without it, and the tendency to bond was 
passed to future generations. Africans, 
on the other hand, evolved less pair 
bonding because it was less necessary.

In primates with little pair bonding, 
there can be much promiscuity. Males 
therefore compete with each other not 
only in the number of females they mate 
with but in the amount of sperm they 
produce, because if a female has mated 
with several males, the one that deposits 
the most sperm has an advantage. When 
chimpanzee females are in heat they are 
extremely promiscuous. As a conse-
quence, male chimpanzees have evolved 
the largest ratio of testicle weight to 
body weight of any primate. 

Humans pursue similar strategies. In 
the promiscuous tropics, men competed 
by producing more sperm. Africans, 
therefore, have the largest testicles and 
Asians have the smallest. Mr. Fuerle 
notes that testicles, like brains, are very 
costly, and increased size in either leaves 
fewer resources for other organs.

The fact that women in the tropics 
could support themselves and their 
young may have had the sinister effect of 
making rape more biologically adaptive. 
In cold climates, where women and chil-
dren could not survive without a man, 
the impulse to rape was seldom passed 
on because any resulting child was likely 
to die. In the tropics, where mother and 
child had a better chance of surviving, 
it would have been maladaptive not to 
rape. This may explain high rates of rape 
among African populations.

Self-supporting females in the trop-
ics also meant that dominant men 
could maintain more than one woman, 
whereas in the north, it was beyond the 
abilities of most men to support more 
than one woman and her children. In 
the north, because it was the sex that 
hunts that could offer or withhold meat, 
it was men, rather than the women, who 
were in a better bargaining position 

for choosing  mates. They selected for 
beauty, which is a good proxy for health 
and fertility and this, according to Mr. 
Fuerle, led to increased beauty in Eur-
asian women. 

African men, on the other hand, chose 
multiple wives on the basis of their abil-
ity to gather food or raise crops rather 
than beauty. At the same time, polygamy 
meant that some men had no wives at 
all, and the remaining, smaller number 
of women were in a position to take 
their pick from among the men. Since 
African women, unlike northern women, 
could support themselves, they chose 
men, not according to whether they 
were “good providers,” but according 
to their beauty. Thus, writes Mr. Fuerle, 
African men are more handsome than 
African women. This may also explain 
data that suggest African women have 
higher IQs than African men: Since 
women selected men for beauty rather 
than ability, there was not as much of a 
premium on intelligence.

Mr. Fuerle points out that Eurasian 
women who live in advanced societies 
can now support themselves, and need 
not mate with the men who can best pro-
vide food and shelter. This means they 
can choose according to appearance—

which means future generations of Eur-
asian men may be more handsome but 
less intelligent. 

Another racial trait that may have 
addm hmƾtdmbdc ax dmuhqnmldms hr sgd
willingness to cooperate. In the north, 
men had to work together to bring 
down big game and to establish rules for 
sharing meat. Cooperation and respect 
for rules were less necessary closer to 
the equator, and this may explain high 
rates of crime and sociopathy among 
Africans. 

All these racial traits add up to con-

The gorilla is prognathic and its nose is 
mostly nostrils.

Women have been selected for beauty but 
now it may be men’s turn.


