
June 8 ,  1970 

Professor   Jack L .  King 
Department of Bio logica l   Sc iences  
Univers i ty  of Ca l i fo rn ia  
Sanaa  Barbara,  California 93106 

Dear D r .  King: 

. .  F i r s t  of a l l ,   l e t  me thank you fo r  the   cour tesy  of sending 
' . ,  '.,> - ' ' ,  u s   y o u r   m o s t   i n t e r e s t i n g   l e t t e r  and seve ra l   enc losu res .  . They  have : .  : , . ,  . .  :" . _ .  

, been  read  and  discussed  by almost everyone i n  our  group. , .  

, ,  

Now, l e t  me s t a r t  w i th  a personal   mat ter .  I hope t h a t  you 
took my comment a t  the  Boston meeting a s  a f r i e n d l y  one, a s  it was _. 
c e r t a in ly   i n t ended  t o  be. What I wanted t o   s a y  was t h a t  you a r e  ' .  

no t   cons t r a ined  t o  be a non-Darwinian, a s  o t h e r s   a r e  by t h e i r   p a s t  
"sins." It i s  p l a i n  t o  me t h a t  Kimura, Crow, e t  a l . ,  have  embraced 
hhe  notion of  prevalence of neutral   mutat ions  s ince  they  have  given 
proof" t h a t  polymorphisms  cannot  be a s  numerous a s . t h e y  awe,  and 

,evolu t ion   cannot   be   as   fas t  a s  it is .  You are s u r e l y   n o t  i n  t h i s  
predicament,  since  you, as  w e l l  as  Sved e t . a l .  have shown t h a t   t h e  
predicament  does  not  exist.  Reading  the  King-Jukes  paper i n  "Science" 
one   ge ts   the   impress ion   tha t  you a r e  more "non-Darwinian" a t   t h e  
beginning and less so a t   t h e  end, as  though you wanted t o   t h &  a . 

. .  

I1  

' , .  : ' bombshell t o  s t imula te   d i scuss ion!  And a t   t h e  Boston  meeting you ,'. ' i , '  
*&.:wire . I, ~. supposed to  be  the  non-Darwinian, Mayr the  Darwinian,  and  Fitch . . .  

, . ' : ;-. ,?:, .playing  the  role o f .  dev i l ' s   advoca te .  
. .  in   the   middle ,  So it looked t o  me a s  if you were t o  some e x t e n t  



'1 " 4 ... . . -: , ,  .. m p  

D r .  Jack King -2- June 8 ,  1970 

It i s  another   mat te r  t o  s ay   , t ha t  most genetic  changes  in  evo- 
l u t i o n   a r e  mon-Darwinian. In   ta lking  about   the  evidence on which 
you  and  Jukes  base  your  arguments I must,   of  course,   freely  admit 

. the   inadequacy of my knowledge of molecular  genetics.  God and the  
Columbia Un ive r s i ty   P re s s   w i l l i ng ,   t he re  w i l l  be i n   t h e   F a l l   a n  
opus  called  "Genetics of the  Evolut ionary  Process ,   which  s tar ted 
as an   a t tempt   to   p repare  a f o u r t h   e d i t i o n  of "Genetics  and  the 
Or ig in  of Species"  and  evolved  into a new book.  For two years  I 

&,,., was working   hard ,   t ry ing   to   l earn  a minimum necessary  information L- 

: , t o  write the  new book,  and the   King-Jukes   a r t ic le  was an   exce l l en t  

.,.:,' . . ture t o   s a y   t h a t   t h e   f o u r   r l e g s "  on which in  your  words  the non- 

.'::. you some arguments,  none of which w i l l  be iiyQla t o  you. 
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. goad. So, admitting  the  inadequacy of  my knowledge,. I s t i l l  ven- . ,  ..:, . 
, ..:' 

., . L " <  ' ,.. ' ' ' ' ' 

. .  
. .  . .  , 

Darwinian  theory  res ts  weem t o  me very  shaky.  Let me t r y   t o   g i v e  :.,." . , 
,/ ' , . . .  
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Sincerely, 

Theodosius Dobzhansky 
TD: gbz 

' -  C c :  P r o f e s s o r  Jukes 


