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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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Ethnic Genetic Interests

American Renaissance

The scientific basis for ra-
cial activism.

by Michael Rienzi

Racially-conscious whites are of-
ten frustrated that people of Eu-
ropean descent do not under-

stand a simple fact that others take for
granted: that it is normal for an ethnic
group or race to want to survive and to
avoid displacement by others. Unlike
people of other races, whites seem to
demand some kind of objective, rather

than subjective, reasons for survival.
Activists have long hoped a respected
academic would offer an objective, sci-
entific justification for the defense by
whites of their own ethno-racial inter-
ests. The wait is over. Dr. Frank Salter
of the Max Planck Society has published
just such a justification in the peer-re-
viewed journal Population and Environ-
ment (Vol. 24, No. 2, November 2002,
pages 111-140). I believe Dr. Salter’s
tour-de-force, “Estimating Ethnic Ge-
netic Interests: Is it Adaptive to Resist
Replacement Migration?”, is the single
most important recent intellectual con-
tribution to ethno-racial studies.

“Mainstream” discussions about im-
migration usually consider only second-
ary questions such as economics, crime,
culture, etc. They ignore the ultimate
interest of a people: genetic continuity,
which is the focus of Dr. Salter’s paper.
In the very first sentence he asks the
central question: “Does ethnic compe-
tition over territory pay off in terms of
reproductive fitness?”

Qualitative Considerations

From an evolutionary standpoint “fit-
ness” means “reproductive fitness,” or
the propagation of distinctive genes
from one generation to the next. Living
organisms can be seen as the vehicles
by which this propagation occurs. Thus,
as Dr. Salter explains, adaptive behav-
ior “maintains or increases the frequency
of one’s distinctive genes in the popula-
tion.” Family or kin share many of the
same distinctive genes, so a person’s fit-
ness is increased by the survival and
reproductive success of his kin.

This is true also for ethnic groups or
“ethnies,” which is the term Dr. Salter
prefers. Like families, members of an
ethny have more distinctive genes in
common with each other than they do

with other populations; the same can be
said of members of the same race. Al-
though the genetic kinship of ethny
members is more diluted than that of
family members, ethnies are large res-
ervoirs of genetic interests for their
members. Therefore, just as a person has
a great genetic interest in the well-be-
ing of his family, so does a German have

for Germans, an Italian for Italians, etc.
In this sense, it can be as adaptive to
support one’s ethno-racial group as to
support one’s family.

A defined territory is crucial for the
survival of an ethny. According to Dr.
Salter, “The special quality of a de-
fended territory is that it insulates a
population from the vicissitudes of de-
mographic disturbances . . . .” Acquisi-
tion and defense of territory are there-
fore an integral part of the tribal strat-
egy of humans. The passionate relation-
ship between a people and its homeland
has been constant throughout history,

and, as Dr. Salter points out, a people
can suffer many setbacks, but as long as
it retains its own territorial space, it can
recover.

In the long run, only territory ensures
survival, and human history is largely a
record of groups expanding and con-
tracting, conquering or being conquered,
migrating or being displaced by mi-
grants. The loss of territory, whether by
military defeat or displacement by
aliens, brings ethnic diminishment or
destruction—precisely what is happen-
ing in the “multicultural” West today. A
large part of Dr. Salter’s work in this

Zulus and Danes . . . . . .  Which make better immigrants?

Here is finally an objec-
tive, scientific justifica-
tion for the defense by

whites of their own ethno-
racial interests.
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Letters from Readers
Sir — I follow your publication with

great interest and generally agree with
your balance and realism on the impor-
tant issues of race relations and the need
for whites to be proud of their heritage
and contributions. However, I do not
agree with your generally homophobic
perspective, which I feel is irrelevant
and even detracts from your overall mis-
sion to temper the ideological excesses
of so-called “multi-culturalism.”

For example, your January review of
Paul Gottfried’s Multiculturalism and
the Politics of Guilt has many negative
references to homosexuals. It classifies
them as “victims” (they do not see them-
selves that way); calls them “perverts”
(“A mix of perverts, misfits, hermaph-
rodites, aliens and non-whites . . . .”);
denigrates their “rights” by lumping
them together in a negative context with
the wholy unrelated demands of immi-
grants; and refers repeatedly to “perver-
sity,” suggesting homosexuality is un-
natural and a mental illness.

Just as whites are not accurately rep-
resented by “cracker/redneck” stereo-
types, the great majority of homosexu-
als do not fit unfavorable stereotypes.
Most queers are ordinary, hard-working,
taxpaying, respectable citizens. Both
from a tactical and a strategic standpoint
your movement would be well advised
be more inclusive towards a group that
generally supports your goals. White
homosexuals are an affluent, educated,
law-abiding group who crave recogni-
tion and respectability—just like other
beleaguered white folks. By excluding
gays from your fold you tend to reduce
the credibility of your movement.

Some of your writing has that des-
perate, fringe-group aura of “it’s us

against everybody else.” In my opinion,
you should re-examine your agenda
about how to further the goal of keep-
ing the white race alive and well. Drop
some of your unnecessary prejudices,
and be as inclusive as possible. Ho-
mophobia will only detract from the
wider appeal of your platform. Please
give this some serious thought. We don’t
want to see American Renaissance end
up in the dust bin of social history.

Sam Oglesby, Bronx, New York

Sir — Regarding your article “What
Really Happened?” about the relocation
of West Coast Japanese during World
War II (Jan. 2002), I was disappointed
you did not discuss the treatment of
American nationals—such as the civil-
ian workers on Wake Island—who fell
into Japanese hands at the outbreak of
the war. They were transported to Japan
and forced to work in inhuman condi-
tions in mines. Some of the survivors,
like American POWs, sought redress
after the war but received no compen-
sation.

On a different matter, Secretary of
Transportation Norman Mineta, who
was the main congressional sponsor of
the 1988 legislation that compensated
the relocated Japanese, stated recently
on 60 Minutes that he was opposed to
any type of racial profiling of airline
passengers because of his experience as
a child in one of the camps. Letting this
man’s wounded pride endanger the
safety of American travelers is stupid
and reckless.

George Bolton, Carlsbad, Calif.

Sir — With respect to the recent flap
over Sen. Trent Lott and his statement

that our nation would have been better
off if segregation candidate Strom
Thurmond had won in 1948, it is telling
that almost all the attacks have been
against Mr. Lott the man, and not the
message. Trent Lott wimped out and
apologized, but deep in his heart he
knows he is right and so do his oppo-
nents. The question bears repeating:
Would you be better off if Strom
Thurmond been elected President in
1948?

J.R., San Francisco, Calif.

Sir — I found the review of the Phillip
Jenkins’ book, The Next Christendom
(Oct. 2002), both timely and intriguing.
I had high hopes it might stimulate some
useful controversy, and am disappointed
it did not. So far as I can tell it went
unnoticed, which only reinforces my

long-held opinion that Western man is
incapable of comprehending what he is
caught up in, let alone dealing with it.

After thousands of years of bloody
conflict, it has scarcely dawned on him
that the supreme form of warfare is
waged against the mind. No man is more
thoroughly conquered or occupied than
he whose beliefs are formed by repeti-
tion and superstition, rather than reason.
In this respect, no other institution is as
powerful as religion.

Christianity, an Eastern concept
grafted on to the West with pagan trap-
pings, has Western civilization in a grip
from which it is unlikely to extricate it-
self. Yet its fulfillment spells the end of
the white man as surely as would the
triumph of Marxism or internationalism.
Christianity calls for a world inhabited
by universalist man, who to me is indis-
tinguishable from  Marx’s proletariat or
internationalism’s citizen of the world.
The god of each is committed to the
elimination of Western man.

Charles Meyer, New Albany, Ind.
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paper is a quantitative analysis of this
negative genetic impact.

Quantitative Analysis

Dr. Salter’s analysis is based on two
concepts: carrying capacity and genetic
kinship. Carrying capacity is the maxi-
mum population that can live in a given
territory. Although technology and in-
creased economic efficiency can in-
crease carrying capacity, there is a prac-
tical limit above which further popula-
tion growth is not possible. Many ecolo-
gists believe we are approaching, or
have surpassed, the practical carrying
capacity of the earth. Even if these
ecologists are wrong about the earth as
a whole, it is clear that carrying capac-
ity has already been exceeded in those
areas where over-population has badly
damaged the environment or depleted
natural resources.

Immigration undermines the interests
of natives even if their territory has not
reached its carrying capacity. For ex-
ample, the carrying capacity of the
United States is probably significantly
greater than its current population. How-
ever, one day its carrying capacity will
be reached, and if at that point part of
the country is filled with the descendants
of today’s immigrants, natives will have
no room into which they can expand. In
other words, even if the carrying capac-
ity of the United States is as high as 600
million or more, if that population fig-
ure is ever reached, some portion will
be the descendants of genetically alien
immigrants. The presence of millions of
non-whites will make the parts of the
United States they occupy unavailable
to whites. We may reach carrying ca-

pacity later rather than sooner, but since
the earth is a “closed system,” it will
happen eventually.

Nearly 30 years ago Garrett Hardin
(BioScience, October 1974) wrote that
over-population will limit population
growth (as we see today in China), and
he also pointed out that the cost of im-
migration falls “most heavily on poten-
tial parents, some of whom would have
to postpone or forgo having their (next)
child because of the influx of immi-
grants.” Immigration may not limit your
decisions about having children, but
some day it will limit the choices of your
descendants.

Dr. Salter notes that immigrants can
change the carrying capacity of their
new nation. Intelligent, hard-working
immigrants could in theory raise the
carrying capacity by increasing the ef-
ficiency at which resources are used
(though there is still a cost to natives, as
we will see below). Incompetent immi-
grants are a drain on resources, and
lower the carrying capacity. Readers can
judge for themselves which kind of im-
migrants are arriving in the West.

The other concept central to Dr.
Salter’s paper is genetic kinship. Even
though all humans share many genes,
kinship is a measure of the genetic simi-
larities and differences above and be-
yond this general gene sharing; it mea-
sures the relative frequencies of ethni-
cally distinctive genes. Kinship values
can be either positive or negative. If in-
dividuals (or groups) share more genes
than is typical of a population, then the
kinship is positive; if they share fewer
genes than average, kinship is negative.
Genetic kinship can be mathematically
derived from studies of the genetic varia-
tion, or distance, between populations.

The genetic data that form the basis
of Dr. Salter’s quantitative analysis are
from the work of Luigi Luca Cavalli-
Sforza’s 1994 book The History and
Geography of Human Genes, which
examined the frequencies of genetic
variations in a broad range of human
populations. In general, the data are
sound, and show the genetic distances
between different populations. They can
also be used to measure the extent of
the damage alien immigration does to
the genetic interests of natives.

For the sake of simplicity, Dr. Salter
assumes immigrants have no effect on
carrying capacity, and that they have the
same birthrates as natives—very conser-
vative assumptions. Dr. Salter then asks:
What is the genetic effect of displacing
10,000 natives by 10,000 immigrants?
What happens to the frequencies of eth-
nic-specific genes? Given that members
of an ethny want their nation to be com-
posed of their people, and to leave be-
hind, after they die, as many copies of
their ethnic-specific genes in the popu-
lation as possible, how much genetic
damage does immigration cause?

It is important to note that Dr. Salter
treats the arrival of immigrants, not as a
simple addition to the population, but
as a one-for-one displacement of na-
tives. This is methodologically correct,
because when a nation reaches its car-
rying capacity, it is the presence of im-
migrants and their descendents that
makes it impossible for natives to in-

crease their numbers. What may not
appear to be one-for-one displacement
today will, in retrospect, be seen to be
precisely that.

Dr. Salter expresses the loss of ge-
netic ethnic interest in units he calls
“child-equivalents.” In other words, Dr.
Salter is asking: For any given member
of the native population, what is the
number of lost children that would equal
the loss of his ethnic genetic interests
caused by the arrival of a certain num-
ber of aliens? Note that we are not talk-
ing about actual children, but gene

Dr. Salter treats the
arrival of immigrants—
quite correctly—not as a

simple addition to the
population, but as a

one-for-one displacement
of natives.
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equivalents put into the form of the ge-
netic parent-child relationship. Put dif-
ferently, the arrival of immigrants from
other ethnies will change the genetic
character of a population, and make it
more alien to every member of the na-
tive ethny. The amount of genetic
change, from the point of view of any
given member of the native ethny, can
be calculated as the equivalent of the
number of children not born to that per-
son.

An example will make this clearer.
Dr. Salter begins by considering the
English as the native population, and
examines the effects of the immigration

of 10,000 Danes, an ethny that is geneti-
cally very close to the English. Replac-
ing 10,000 Englishmen with 10,000
Danes changes the genetic characteris-
tics of the population so much that the
resulting “post-displacement” popula-
tion differs from the undisturbed popu-
lation by the equivalent of an English-
man (or woman) “not having had” 167
children! Again, we are not talking about
actual children, but of the genetic
equivalent.

Let us consider other examples. What
if the immigrants were Bantus—a popu-
lation very genetically distant from the
English—rather than Danes? Here the
genetic cost to any given Englishman
of the arrival of 10,000 Bantus is the
equivalent of 10,854 lost children!
Clearly, the extent of the genetic trans-
formation of a population depends on
the genetic distance between the native
and immigrant populations.

What if the level of immigration were
larger, and more in keeping with the
massive displacement of Western
peoples we see today? The English
population is roughly 50 million. If 12.5
million were replaced by an equal num-

ber of Danes, the genetic loss to an En-
glishman would be the equivalent of
209,000 children not born; if the immi-
grants were from India, the loss would
be 2.6 million children; if the immi-
grants were Bantus, 13 million. These
figures are not guesses or estimates; they
are objective, mathematical results
based on genetic data accepted by the
scientific community. Of course, all
these numbers would apply in the re-
verse as well—genetic damage to
Bantus or Indians if Englishmen were
to come to live among them in large
numbers—but immigration does not
flow in that direction.

While plunging birthrates may be
genetically damaging for European-de-
rived peoples, their replacement by ge-
netically alien immigrants is much
worse. A falling birthrate reduces the
population but does not transform it ge-
netically, and a future increase in birth-
rates can always make up for the loss.
Once immigrants have established
themselves in a native territory their
genes are a permanent addition. From
the standpoint of genetic ethnic inter-
ests, the idea that “immigration makes
up for low native birthrates” is patho-
logical.

Why does immigration cause such
large genetic losses? Dr. Salter writes:
“Random members of an ethnic group
are concentrated stores of each other’s
distinctive genes, just as children and
cousins are concentrated stores. Some
ethnies are so different genetically that
they amount to large negative stores of
those distinctive genes. Also, as de-
scribed above, migration has a double
impact on fitness, first by reducing the
potential ceiling of the native popula-
tion, and secondly by replacing those

lost individuals’ familiar genes with
exotic varieties.”

Dr. Salter also stresses that this loss
is not somehow reduced by being spread
over the entire native population. The
loss in terms of genetic equivalents (e.g.,
167 child-equivalents in the English-
Danish example) reflects the change in
population from the point of view of
every member of the native populace.
Dr. Salter writes: “For a native woman
it is equivalent to the loss of her chil-
dren and grandchildren, for a native man
it is equivalent to the loss of his chil-
dren and grandchildren, though on a
much larger scale” (emphasis in origi-
nal).

Dr. Salter has calculated the number
of immigrants of any group necessary
to reduce the genetic interests of a ran-
dom member of a native group by one
child-equivalent. (See table on this
page—all tables are taken from Dr.
Salter’s paper.) For Europeans, an aver-
age of only 1.1 African, or 1.7 North-
east Asian immigrants is sufficient for
the loss of one child-equivalent.

Charity and Heroism

It is well understood that within-
group charity is potentially adaptive
because it encourages the survival of
kindred genes. Dr. Salter explains that
self-sacrificial “heroism” that preserves
one’s group genetic interests can also be
adaptive. For example, Dr. Salter points
out that “an act of charity or heroism”

performed by an Englishman that pre-
vented 10,000 Danes from replacing
10,000 Englishmen would be worth-
while genetically even if the English-
man sacrificed his life and with it the
potential of having up to 167 children!
Preventing replacement by Bantus
would justify an even larger sacrifice,

Number of Immigrants Between Nine Geographical Races Needed
to Reducethe Ethnic Genetic Interest of a Random Native by the

Equivalent of One Child

Immigrants/host AFR NEC EUC NEA ANE AME SEA PAI

Africans
Non-EuropeanCaucasoids 1.3
European Caucasoids 1.1 8.5
Northeast Asians 1.0 2.3 1.7
Arctic Northeast Asians 1.0 2.1 2.0 3.1
Amerindians 0.9 1.7 1.6 2.0 2.5
Southeast Asians 0.9 1.7 1.4 2.4 1.6 1.3
Pacific Islanders 0.9 1.7 1.3 2.1 1.4 1.1 3.2
New Guineans  and Australians 0.9 1.4 1.3 2.1 1.6 1.2 1.4 1.9

AFR NEC EUC NEA ANE AME SEA PAI

An act of heroism per-
formed by an Englishman

that prevented 10,000
Danes from replacing

10,000 Englishmen would
be worthwhile genetically,

even if the Englishman
sacrificed his life and
with it the potential of

having up to 167
children!
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Number of Immigrants Between 26 EuropeanEthniesNeeded to
Reducethe Ethnic Genetic Interests of a Random Native by the

Equivalent of One Child (Based on FST genetic distancesprovided
by Cavalli-Sforza et al., 1994, p. 270.)

BAS LAP SAR AUT CZE FRE GER POL RUS SWI BEL DAN

Basque
Lapp 2.4
Sardinian 5.2 2.2
Austrian 6.8 4.4 4.6
Czech 8.2 3.0 4.2 35.1
French 13.8 3.9 4.8 33.3 17.7
German 7.8 4.4 4.2 66.2 24.4 46.7
Polish 8.9 3.5 4.8 17.7 19.9 19.3 27.0
Russian 9.3 4.2 5.1 19.9 17.0 21.6 21.2 42.0
Swiss 8.0 3.7 3.9 104 40.7 54.7 125 21.2 16.4
Belgian 12.1 4.1 5.3 78.5 29.4 39.4 83.7 31.6 24.9 89.7
Danish 7.2 4.1 4.0 46.7 23.5 29.4 78.5 18.5 16.0 66.2 59.9
Dutch 11.0 4.0 4.4 33.3 19.3 39.4 78.5 23.5 22.3 78.5 104 139
English 10.9 3.5 4.1 23.1 21.2 52.5 57.2 18.2 16.2 45.0 83.7 59.9
Icelandic 6.0 2.9 3.5 8.5 7.6 8.9 12.2 9.1 7.8 11.2 16.4 14.6
Irish 9.0 2.6 3.6 11.2 11.1 13.8 15.3 8.7 8.2 14.9 17.0 18.8
Norwegian 6.8 4.3 3.3 20.9 16.8 22.7 59.9 21.9 14.3 38.3 52.5 66.2
Scottish 8.9 3.2 3.9 17.3 12.4 20.5 24.0 10.7 10.1 21.6 21.6 31.6
Swedish 7.8 4.1 3.7 16.0 14.3 16.4 32.4 15.6 11.7 23.1 37.1 35.1
Greek 5.8 4.4 7.0 14.9 10.3 9.9 9.1 7.4 8.1 8.8 12.5 6.9
Italian 9.2 4.1 6.0 29.4 16.6 37.1 33.3 19.9 17.0 28.8 42.0 17.7
Portuguese 9.0 4.2 4.1 26.4 27.5 26.4 24.9 19.6 13.1 24.0 40.7 16.6
Spanish 12.4 3.1 4.6 18.5 19.6 32.4 18.5 11.1 10.6 29.4 30.1 16.0
Yugoslavian 7.5 2.6 4.6 11.7 12.8 10.5 11.0 9.5 7.7 10.8 25.4 8.3
Finnish 5.7 6.3 4.1 16.6 7.5 12.1 16.6 9.4 8.5 11.5 20.2 13.4
Hungarian 8.5 4.1 4.9 31.6 18.5 18.2 27.5 50.4 42.0 22.3 24.4 16.4

BAS LAP SAR AUT CZE FRE GER POL RUS SWI BEL DAN

DUT ENG ECE IRI NOR SCO SWE GRK ITA POR SPA YUG FIN

73.9
12.8 16.8
16.8 42.0 13.0
59.9 50.4 17.3 16.2
26.4 46.7 11.6 43.5 21.9
30.9 34.2 12.2 13.7 69.8 17.3

6.7 6.5 4.7 4.7 5.7 5.3 5.8
19.9 24.9 9.1 9.8 14.6 11.5 13.5 16.6
21.2 8.9 8.8 11.2 17.5 13.3 16.4 12.5 28.8
16.8 27.0 8.0 11.4 13.3 12.9 13.0 8.1 20.9 26.4

9.6 8.2 4.3 5.0 7.6 5.4 6.2 6.2 10.9 9.4 7.6
10.5 11.2 8.3 6.0 13.7 7.9 15.6 8.7 13.7 10.9 8.2 5.4
18.0 18.2 7.6 8.6 16.6 10.5 13.0 14.6 20.9 20.2 11.0 9.6 11.2
DUT ENG ECE IRI NOR SCO SWE GRK ITA POR SPA YUG FIN

given the greater potential loss of ge-
netic interests. It is clear that pro-white
activism intended to avoid displacement
is normal and adaptive, and justified by
rational analysis. It is multicultural sur-
render that is pathological, as all peoples
in all periods of history (except for
whites in the 20th century) have instinc-
tively known. Men have not had to be
taught to die for their countries; the pres-
ervation of their land and people has
been more important to them than life
itself.

What are the genetic costs of immi-
gration and displacement among
whites? In general, as one would expect,
Europeans are genetically closer to each
other than to non-Europeans since Eu-
rope is, as Dr. Salter writes: “a gener-
ally racially homogenous region.”
Within Europe, geographically close
populations tend to be even more simi-
lar. The table on this page shows, for 26
European ethnies, the number of immi-
grants from other ethnies required to
reduce the genetic interests of a native
by one child-equivalent. The greater the
genetic similarity, the larger the num-
ber of immigrants required to reduce
genetic interest, and  these data are con-
sistent with what one would expect.

Germans and Swiss are closely re-
lated, so it would take 125 Swiss immi-
grants to reduce a German’s genetic in-
terests by “one child.” The same effect
will occur with 83.7 Belgians, 78.5
Dutch or Danish, 57.2 Englishmen, 33.3
Italians, 18.5 Spaniards, or 9.1 Greeks.
Italians are more similar to, and less
damaged by, French (37.1) or Germans

(33.3) or Spaniards (20.9) than they are
by Danes (17.7) or Swedes (13.5).

There is a tendency for European
ethnies from islands (e.g., Sardinians
and Icelanders, but not the English) to
be somewhat more genetically distant
from other European populations than
might be expected. This is probably be-
cause of genetic drift in these small, rela-
tively isolated populations rather than
the admixture of non-European genes.
Also, Europeans from southeast Europe
seem slightly more distant, as are other

specific groups, such as Finns and
Basques. However, even these more
outlying groups are within the European
range. Dr. Salter concludes: “Immigra-
tion between ethnies of the same race
can still be maladaptive for the receiv-
ing population, but the threshold is typi-
cally 10 to 100 times that of inter-racial
immigration.”

Problems of Multiculturalism

Dr. Salter notes that Americans of
European descent are a declining pro-
portion of their nation’s population, and
that this is a clear and serious threat to
their genetic interests. Miscegenation
only makes matters worse. Dr. Salter
points out that miscegenation may ben-
efit the genetic interests of non-white
immigrants, for they are diluting the
native gene pool while the gene pools
of their own racially-exclusive home-
lands remain intact. As regards genetic
dilution, a biracial child contains and
reproduces fewer of the distinctive genes
from any one of its parents than does a

monoracial child. In other words, a child
born to a man and women of the same
ethny is genetically closer to its parents
than is a mixed-race child, because the
parents have many distinctive genes in
common, and the child is therefore a
combination of genes that make it close
to both parents. A mixed-race child is
genetically more distant from both par-
ents because half its genes come from a
parent from a different—and genetically
distant—ethny.

The relationship can be understood
this way. A parent has a certain base-
line kinship with his child no matter who
the other parent is, but is genetically

closer to his children if he marries within
his ethny. This gain in parental kinship
is foregone to some extent when the
other parent is of a different race or
ethny. An average European white who
has a child with a typical African fore-
goes 66 percent of the parental kinship
he would have gained if he had had the
child with another European. An En-
glishman who picks a Danish rather than
an English spouse loses only one per-
cent of the parental kinship to be gained
from an English spouse. Choosing a
Bantu mate would mean the loss of 92
percent of the parental kinship that
would have been gained with an English
mate. This figure, which is close to 100
percent, raises the theoretical possibil-
ity that if an Englishman has a mixed,
English-Bantu child, the child will re-
ceive so many non-European genes from
the Bantu parent that the Englishman is
only slightly more genetically related to
his own child than he is to a random
stranger from his own ethny.

The table on the next page shows the
amount of parental kinship that would
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be gained by endogamous marriage as
opposed to the mixed marriages de-
picted in the table. Africans and Pacific
Islanders are so genetically distant that
cross-marriages between these groups
lose 100 percent of the kinship gain
achieved through endogamy. European
Caucasoids who mate with Northeast

Asians lose 38 percent of the kinship
they would have gained through same-
race marriage.

Dr. Salter notes for the record that this
analysis ignores potential benefits from
so-called “hybrid vigor.” I see no evi-
dence of such benefits in mating across
wide racial divides; I see no increase in
intelligence, health, or creative ability
in the mixed-race populations of, say,
Latin America or Central Asia as com-
pared to original Europid or Mongolid
stocks. And there is absolutely no evi-
dence for any “vigor” which could make
up for a 66 percent or 92 percent de-
crease in paternal kinship. This is a pow-
erful argument in favor of racially en-
dogamous mating: You are biologically
closer and more similar to a child if your
mate is of the same race than if your
mate is from a different race.

Dr. Salter notes that the genetic dam-
age done by the post-1965 immigration
to America “has decreased white genetic
interests more than all American war
losses combined.” Why does it con-
tinue? Why does the white population
allow it, while non-white peoples of
other nations forbid immigration and
preserve their group interests? Dr. Salter
rejects the notion that white Americans
want to be displaced; they may not ac-
tively resist displacement, but they
surely do not welcome their own dis-
possession.

Perhaps the economic benefits of
immigration raise carrying capacity and
outweigh the costs. Dr. Salter notes that

there are heavy economic costs to im-
migration, of which immigration-con-
trol activists are well aware. He also
points out that even if there were eco-
nomic benefits, the economic argument
can be stretched to absurdity: If immi-
grants benefit natives by boosting the
economy and raising the carrying capac-

ity, why not maximize economic gain
by replacing all natives with immi-
grants? Dr. Salter asks: “Is an economy
meant to serve people or be an end unto
itself?” If natives are being displaced,
do they benefit from economic growth?

Dr. Salter asks us to imagine Ameri-
can Indians of the year 1600 being given
a choice between mass European immi-
gration and fast economic growth,
coupled with eventual displacement by
Europeans; or keeping America for
themselves with much slower economic
growth. The choice is obvious. Nothing
can take the place of having a continent
for one’s posterity; nothing can replace
the loss of a people’s territory. Thus,
economic explanations fail.

Dr. Salter observes that white Ameri-
cans have, in the name of multicul-
turalism, engaged in a “unilateral with-
drawal from ethnic competition,” with
devastating results for their genetic in-
terests. The majority also suffers from
minority “free-riding” of two kinds.
Minorities that cluster at the bottom of
the social scale form an underclass that
increases its reproductive fitness by ab-
sorbing resources and welfare from the
majority, making the majority pay for
its own genetic dispossession and loss
of fitness. At the same time, more com-
petitive minorities can manipulate pub-
lic policy in their ethnic favor and
against the interests of the majority.

What does Dr. Salter suggest as a
possible solution? He proposes ethno-
racial states in which shared ethnicity is

a requirement for citizenship and in
which the state “unambiguously serves
the ethnic interests of the majority.” This
is completely opposed to the current fad
of “constitutional patriotism,” or the
nation as an “idea” or “community of
values.” Dr. Salter rightly sees such
aracial “patriotic” schemes as “a formula
for reconciling ethnic majorities to their
own demise,” while serving minority
and elite interests. Particularly damag-
ing to majority interests is the fusion of
“constitutional patriotism” with “multi-
culturalism,” as in today’s America,
where majority displacement is thought
to be of no importance as long as “free-
dom and democracy” are maintained.
Such ideas are now being promoted in
Europe as well, where some promote the
view that Germany and France are “idea
nations”!

Ethno-racial states are the only way
for Western majorities to promote their
ethnic interests. But what is the optimal
size of an ethno-state? From the stand-
point of maximizing and preserving eth-
nic genetic interests, smaller populations
would have a “higher concentration of
distinctive genes.” On other hand, eco-
nomic and military necessities probably
require something larger, so there must
be a balance between ethnic interests
and national viability. What to do with
minorities living in such states? Assimi-
lation is one possibility, but Dr. Salter
notes that for the minorities this is an
“evolutionarily uncertain” proposition.
I might also add that it dilutes the ma-
jority gene pool. A better option would
be federalism, in which concentrations
of minority populations have local au-
tonomy. Best of all is to prevent the mi-
nority problem to begin with by restrict-
ing immigration. Of course, if minori-
ties have their own completely separate
nation-states, they are no longer minori-
ties.

Needless to say, there are different
kinds of “minority.” Blacks are a minor-
ity in the USA, as Russians are a minor-
ity in the Baltic states, but the relative
genetic distances are very different.
Assimilation may be possible when
numbers and genetic distances are small.

Another problem is the possibility of
majority-majority “free-riding,” whe-
ther that of a welfare-dependent under-
class or a privileged elite. Dr. Salter
stresses the need for a bio-social con-
tract between classes of an ethny, a con-
tract that balances normal individual
competition with the need for coopera-

Percentage Parental Kinship Gained Through Endogamous Versus
Exogamous Mate Choice Between Nine Races
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Africans
Non-EuropeanCaucasoids 54
European Caucasoids 66 6
Northeast Asians 79 26 38
Arctic Northeast Asians 80 28 30 18
Amerindians 90 38 42 30 23
Southeast Asians 88 38 50 25 42 54
Pacific Islanders 100 38 54 29 47 70 17
New Guineans and Australians 99 47 54 29 41 58 50 32
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tion in defending larger ethnic in-
terests. Dr. Salter theorizes a state
in which ethnic genetic interests are
considered a “collective good” that
the state manages as part of a group’s
“evolutionary strategy.” This would
require protections against free-
riding elites who may distort policy
for their own narrow class interests.

Dr. Salter’s paper can be summa-
rized as follows. Ethnies (and races)
are large reservoirs of genetic inter-
ests for group members. Ethnic ge-
netic interests are real and vitally
important. Genetic kinship can be cal-
culated, and the harm to any person’s
(or group’s) ethnic genetic interests re-
sulting from alien immigration can be
quantified. Immigration of even closely-
related groups has a negative impact on
genetic interests, and this detrimental in-
fluence increases rapidly with greater
genetic distance. Putting this detrimen-
tal impact in the form of “child-equiva-
lents” is a particularly powerful way of
demonstrating these effects. If people of
European descent understood that every

non-white face they see is diminishing
their personal and group interests they
might begin to understand they are be-
ing ill-served, at a fundamental genetic
level, by non-European immigration and
the ideology of multiculturalism.

Finally, Dr. Salter’s paper stands as
an objective, scientifically sound justi-
fication for the activist pursuit of ethnic
and racial interests. Liberals cannot deny
the facts discussed here, nor can they
deny that they point to the necessity of

European ethno-racial nationalism.
The formation of ethnic-based na-
tional states is the most efficient way
of safeguarding ethnic genetic inter-
ests.

Ecologically-minded liberals
should also heed Dr. Salter’s work,
for only when Third-World popula-
tions are made to bear the conse-
quences of their own reproductive
irresponsibility will they, and the
world as a whole, establish popula-
tion policies that protect the environ-
ment. Closing off the “safety valve”

of Third-World immigration to the West
should be as attractive to the sincere left
as to the racial right.

Dr. Salter’s work must be widely dis-
seminated among thinking whites. He
will soon be publishing a monograph
that discusses the political and social
consequences of these ideas at greater
length. Publicizing this information will
be of paramount importance.

Michael Rienzi is the pen-name of a
biologist working in the Northeast.

More Zulus.

Comments on Mr. Rienzi’s
article.

by Jared Taylor

Ishare Mr. Rienzi’s appreciation for
the power and novelty of Dr. Salter’s
approach to the study of group ge-

netic interests. I also agree that Dr.
Salter’s unit of measure for the genetic
effects of immigration—the child-
equivalent—is extremely compelling.
However, I am less optimistic than Mr.
Rienzi that this analysis will win many
whites over to the cause of racial pres-
ervation.

Calculations of genetic damage are
irrelevant to people who are unaffected
by the racial and cultural transformation
of America that is taking place before
their very eyes. Whites who are oblivi-
ous to open talk of reconquista, whites
who believe Somalis and Cambodians
bring badly-needed diversity to Ameri-
can towns, whites who claim to think
race is a “social construct,” whites who
believe that because all people are chil-
dren of God they are therefore inter-
changeable—such whites cannot be

made to care about genetic distance and
child-equivalents. This is an abstraction
that is completely meaningless to them.

We are the only race with govern-
ments that officially and deliberately
ignore the call of racial kinship. No other
race welcomes strangers into its home-
lands and then grants them racial pref-
erences over the children of natives. No
other race subsidizes racially alien
underclasses and then blames itself for
the fecklessness, incompetence and vio-
lence of these underclasses. No other
race measures virtue by how many ad-
vantages it can offer to people as bio-
logically unlike itself as possible, or by
how loudly and persistently it can heap
scorn on its own history, traditions, and
ancestors. Members of no other race
routinely adopt children of other races.

For such people, the dilution or de-
struction of our genetic uniqueness is
good news! In an age when even “con-
servatives” say miscegenation is the
only long-term solution to the race prob-
lem, Bantu matings are the quickest
route to a purified, raceless America.

Racial solidarity is natural for all
people. Only constant anti-“racist” pro-
paganda keeps it in check. But if the

obviously destructive consequences of
“tolerance” and “diversity” do not open
the eyes of whites to the suicidal course
their rulers have chosen for them, charts
of comparative racial distance are un-
likely to either.

There are many routes by which
whites awaken to an understanding of
race, but they usually start with some
kind of direct experience: being thrown

in with blacks at school or in the army,
watching the neighborhood turn Mexi-
can, traveling to Africa or South
America and sensing how profoundly
alien the inhabitants are. Only the most
cerebral whites will be persuaded by Dr.
Salter’s analysis rather than by the evi-
dence of their senses.

By the same token, whites who al-
ready understand the crisis our race
faces do not need a quantitative analy-

Subjective Reasons are Sufficient

 In an age when even
“conservatives” say mis-

cegenation is the only
long-term solution to the

race problem, Bantu
matings are the quickest

route to a purified,
raceless America.
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