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Dear Major Darwin,

I think you feel very much aes I do that policy shunld be
based H fac ag poszsible on a reasoued stalecent ol lutelliigible
cunnigerut.iuna, so if I geeu trcubtlesumely arypumentative put 1t
down tu that, bul do ool troulle Lo aussel ne.

1 think it Zg Lrue chat the aton iuburalory has uot done
a8 f-&mu work og Gallton :..;:Lhm. have hoped. Tha wugenles Joclety
Aaleo if receni youws las Leea spendla; £1,000 4 Jear, ol pfu.o-
gmua.“in. this cuso, and Lhus now arfanged Lo spen. abeat £2,000,
npq?“b {ros. the cuntribubtions of ils Fellows and Menoers. Doth
urﬂaniaal.iﬂnn are probably very badly organised for their purpose,
hut- il the contrast between their efficacy, judged solely by their
effect upon public opinion, 8o much in faveur of the Scclety?

In makingi* this comparison I want to leave altogether out of account
any value we may attach to new knowledge as such, and cunalder

golely wpich has had the greater affect upon the sffective part
of wnrliiapininn.
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Without abandoning my plea for a favourable judgment §n
this count; I sghould like to make & second point which is egually
valid even if you take the view that the Eugenics Soclety is
the more effective body. This is that the best part of the
influence which the S¢ciety exerts rests on the fact or belief
that it 1es connected with objective sclentific work on pauper
pedigrees, and that the beat part of the influence of tha
Galton Laboratory is due to a falth in the sclentific wvalildity
of the methods used thare. tne meed only read the use mades by
our opponente of statements by scientific men to realise that
thay think that the Sugenices wmovement would be most damaged by
being stigmatised as unecientific.

If money intended for such research was avallable, we should
have no cholce but to spend it on such ressarch, though we might
easlly spend it as hurriedly and as unwlsely as Many cother funda,
if we had nothing in view but the formal fulfilment of our obli-
gatione. What I am concerned to ascertain is your own feeling,
and that only in respect of the Saclety, and your last sentence
suggeste that nothing short of compulsion from the testator
would make you approve of assistance belnyg given to research,
out of the Twitchin bequest or other general funds of the Society.
I should regret it greatly if this were your view, but I should be
glad to know it; as I am concerned to answer the guestion "Are there

any waya in which I can do good through my connection with the



Socleaty?"

The elai . that research is so much more attractive than
propaganda that it can take care of itaelf would be stronger if
one could point to the Galton Laberatory and the Cambridge
Scholarship ae successfully meeting cur requirements in ruupnaﬁ
of fundamental knowledge. As far as I can see,it iz an equally
valld cobjection againet research being undertaken by any State or
Corporation having E;&L;‘;E aims (as well as f-nr'mfauuh
work of this sport aa has to be employed).

The fact that abroad and at home this argument has been
increasingly disregarded suggeasts that it doee n.t cover the
whole ground. Among other thinge that it seems to disregerd
are (1) that there is no sign of diminishing returne or exhaustlion
of natural rescurces in guarrying natural knowledge (ii) even Iif
a fact were bound ultimately to be diecovered free of charge,
it is often worth much to know it now (iii) the moral attraction
of research to truthful and public epirited people, which makea
it seem possible to get it done at non-economic ratea, n.;';idq also
felt by the general public, who even in the moat daprgggih timea
miat in selfl defence prefer truth to falsehood, and are not uncertain
in preferring t¢ draw their information from the _east contaminated
sources. These reasons seem at least as cogent for the Bugenics
Soclety as for a business firm,

Of course I confess at once that to reject this claim is not

to say that we know how t%gxpand regearch funds wo the best advan-
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tagea. To the worker it ia very often obviocus that we do not.
I should say that if we make the best use of vur ex erience

we could by examining each echeme on ite merits ta find come
worth acting upenj but it would be prepostercus to set out the
advuntages of a particular scheme, before a body.which had
already declded against it.on principle.

Yours sincerely,



