19 Cepteubar 1931,

Yajor L. Jarwin, S¢.D.,
Crippe'e Corner,
Forest Tlow,
Suspex.

Dear ajor Darwin,

I read your long letter with great interest, not
guspecting the sting in its tall. You wlll have sesn whatl
Flacker is doing as . have not. I advised him te glve
great conalderation to certain peinte frem your book and he
told me he was working in clese touch with you. I hope he
has been.

Gf your two broad principles I like the first wvery much,
but have doubts about the second. Not the doubts that your
page 3 is meant to anawer, but something like thia. If we
had to give advice which was to be followed; like the word
of a dictator, we might proceed as you suggest and divide
mankind into breeders and non-breeders. but in that case
we should surely do better still by erdering say 12 children
apiece from & select quarter of the population instead of
6 children sach from a select half.

It sédms te ma that it is an essential part of cur
problem that cur advice will in general only change future



events to a limited extent, that extent depending greabtly

on how seriously it is taken, and this in turn largely on

its being definite and reasonable., To aay have no children
{s certainly definite, but it is not equally reagonable to
purdons Just under the national average in an aggregate of
intellectusl moral and physical quallities, and therefors
definitaly above the average in several of them, as to a
saml-idiot. Tor ia it reascnable that our advice %o a
person just above Lhe average, who may really be worge than the
one Judged Just below,(if, as 1s certain, our knowledgs of
heredity and cur eveluation of diffaerent characteristics le
at least slightly imperfect), should be the same us that to

& man oF woman who presents substantial evidence of great
superiority. In fact we must grads our applicants into
olagges for whom we would prescribe, with all the impregnable
confidence of a physician, 0y 1, 2 eto. offspring, in a Lone
that would make our patisnt very nervous about meeting us

in the street if, through no fault of his own, his wife
prodncing twina for sxample, he had pix children whare we ad-
viged five. Our whole apparatus would then conmgist of a
sooring eystem and an arbitrary division of wur gross scores
into groups repreaenting 0, 1, 8 offepring 0 ba prescribed.
This sub-divisien eould of course be readjusted from time %o
time aceording to the state of publio epinion as to whether
bad trade is due to too many producers or to too few cunsumera,



o' generally as to whether the .revalling phobia is under or
ovar population. The mala Lusinere of scoring the
apolicante would then be freed from all thasse embarrassing
considerationa and could be carried out on a uniform system
whatover tha state of popular opinien.

This Jjob would have difficulties encugh of i1ta own as
we both see but I should like to¢ Jmow firet how far you fesl
with me that we cannot classify mankind sharply inte
breeders and non-breeders vithout furthor sub-diviaion.

Yours elncerely,



