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18th Decembar, 1918.

Dear Fisher,

Thanke for all your letters, which have made me
think over again certain problems., I am writing them down here
mainly to clear my mind, s¢ den't anawer unless the spirit
moves you.

As long as it 8 in any degres eusler to bfing up
a amall family than a large one, qunll families will have
advantages over large familiea, and there will remain a tendenocy
for the wall-to-do to beocoms more infertile. But ie it poasible
to remove all the disadvantages attached to larger familiem
without ramoving all checks on the rate of multiplication? I do
not see how. And if thers Were no checks on miltipliocktion should
not we be on the high road to a catastrophy? Malthas was on the
whole right, only that the check on population now begins to mot
long before the etervatlon point is reached. The cheok has,
unfortunately, little or ne effect on state supported mlum
dwellera.

We are on the hom of a dilemma. We muat face either
a teadenoy %o produce unfertility amongst the well-to-do, or tha
unknqwn ccnsequences of unlimited multiplieation. O0f these, the
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latter is by far the worst alternative. All we should do 1s fo
somawhat lessen but not remove the disadvantages of large
families whilet applying those stimulil to multiplication which
affect the more fit, more than the leasa fif,

It has been suggested that parents should have powers of
foreoing thelr ohildren %o contribute to their maintenance in old

age, eto. I agree that this would be benefioial. It would, however

be attanded by praoctical diffioulties. Moresower we want the power
t¢ be even more easlly exerolsed by well-to-do than by poorast;
and we want the addistance given by children te vary with seoial
status or incomes. I suggest that parente should be able to
cbtain rebates or returns of the income tax paid by their ohildren.
The ohildren would raise no objection to thim. Thia would mot as a .
state premium on early marriage and therefore on fertility.

Many other state alde to purﬁnthﬁnd have to be oconsidered
Boms of which would be dysgenic and eome esugenle., A layer at the
bottom would generally be unaffected by eny state aid; e.g. the
feeble-in-mind. A layer at the top would also be unaffaoted by
many forms of help, ae being too trifling to affeot their aoctions,
Woether the result would be sugenic or dyegenioc would depend
entirely on whether the affected middle group was above or below
the average in innate gualitidés. A dole of money at ohild birth

would only affect, I believe, a group below the average and 1t

would therefore be dyagenic., Alds to scondary education might
affect/
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offeot foreseseing parente, and might be eugenie. The more
subetantial, the lessa immedinte, and the more enduring the help
to paran‘f:hnud;, the more it would tend to be eugenio; beocause thia

im the kind of asaistance which would be more appreciated by tha
higher than the lower types.

Yours sinocerely,

R. A. Fisher, Bag.,

Great House Cottage, — N
Bradfield, Berks.




