- ON GEORGE AND MALTHUS ' \P3\057Q31- \VY7j§

By BASIL BUTTERWORTH (Hayllng Island Hants., England)

R Ow1ng to a’ hltch in dlstrlbutlcn, I did not receive the- July Georgist Journal
until December and so did not see until then the comments by Eugen H, Mlchaels on
my artlcle ‘on George and Malthus, to which I wculd llke to reply.

e I grant that George had to attack the use made of Malthusl theory by apolo-
gists for the existing system, but that does not affect that fact, which Mr. Michadls
can verify for himself if he will read the "Esaay on Population," that George was
rather unfair to Malthus. - It dlso does not-alter the fact that George's discussion
of population growth is devoted more “to scoring debating points.than to serious
discussion of-what Malthus: actually wrote..LLet me ask Mr. Mlchaels to face the

- follow1nc questlons' S . :

-/ e Does he serlously suggest that where people marry youpg and do not practlce
contraception, the normal family w111 contain only two children? Unless he can
-answer "yes," George's argument for a constant population ("Smith and his wife have

“lucg soncand daughter who marry respectively someone else's daughter and son, and each
have-twn chlldren, etc.“) does nct hold water. : Loeal

£ Secondly; of ccurSe George is rlght in saylng thet the "classes to whom the
increase of wealth has brought ... a fuller and more varied life™ ih&ve smaller fam-
ilies than the poorer classes. But why? Does Mr. Michaels think that reasonable
comfort causes the sex urge to dry up9.-0r do those coticerried apply Malthus' "pru~-
“déntial check" so that they are not reduced to poverty by hav1ng to - support too
many ch11dren°

Thlrdly, Mr. Mlchaels says that, for George, over-populatlon was simply "pre-
vented by the physical fact that no more people can exist than can find:subsistence.”
- Precisely, is this not what Malthus said? And, although there would be more sub-
gistence if George's 1deas were applled the p051t1ve check could apply if the pru-
dential check was not. B

- If Mr. Michaels would re-read my article carefully, he should realise that I
nm.Was not upholding Malthus as against George but merely pointing out that Malthus,
“although he did not see-as far as George; was looking in- the same dlrectlon. It was
a matter of putting the record straight and doing belated justice. :
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