July 6th , 1942

Dear Sir,

lay T congratulate you most heartily on your two veluable
letters tu-“Thn Times" on the birth rate and farily allowances.

I wag et first afrald thet the firet, which eaild much that badly
needed snylng, had had no other effect thin to ellolt the trulsm
that the FRegletrsr General wos wall content with the rotivities
of the General Fepletry 8ffilce. Put T think yvour aecond letter
has made an admirable usd of hia renly.

I wig more oould be done to direot the nttention of
legislstora %o the really immense differences anony the different
types of achene posel le, emong which thay s=em ine ined to be
fumbling almoet u® random. I believe the most laportant solnt
at present is %o assoelnte with sny Btate grants whigh may bes made,
compulsory contributory Lenefits for hipher wags froups. It the=
central pulding privcipls 18 to squelipe the standard of living
betwaen perents end non-parents performing equivAlent services, 1t
18, I belleve, a demonstrable faot that the expenditure iucurred
on wehelf or ghildren lnoreases nearly proportionately to income
over the whole range of ordinery earned inoomes, gt least up to
-Mf_{uw. Contributopy-wohemes covering the whole fleld
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of salary incomes would oost the exchequer nothing, but would

need Btate initistive and régulation in the presgant atate nf
publie ovinion, on linasg which, I think, need be no more com-
plionted.or onsrous than that of the Pederated system of University
Bu erannubtion, whioh involvee contributions by deduction from
neminal salary of but little less then would suffics to plve a

104 inersment for each dependent ohild.

Buch a supnplementary scheme ig necessary to aveld really
Eross injusticea at the wage levels at which the State mllowanas
elther ceases, aa I think is the oass in Auatralla, or heonmes
manifestly insufficlent, ®.g., the man who cannot afford promotion
because he hra chilldren.

The lack of 1t would also, in a rather subtle way, greatly
Glminlsh the chanece thrt allowanoces have of ivproving the birth-
rate. In France in the inter-war period, I belleve, the pooial
example of better paid familles, who received Lnsufficlant
allowances, or none, was & real deterrent to others whoe, having
the means, would have been willing to face the bother and un=
tidiness of a larger femlly if 1t had not seemed to put them in an
unfavourable light. My impreocsion ia that, at present, such
eoclal example i@ at least &s imvortant as economio Prassurs in
depresaing the birthrate. It provides one of the reasons why I
fesl sure that, without wideaspread and intensive propaganda,
the response of the birthrete sven to an adequate syatem of
allcwances will be glow and at first dissppointing.

I bellave another factor shoulfl be rubLed in at the pregent
times. The peopies of Yermany, Italy and Japan nesded a great
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miasgivingae, the rlsks of thelr war pollioy. Boath te informed and
to unimformed opinion in these ocountries the sgtate of the British
birthrate pnd, In less measure, thet of the U.8. end British
Dominione, nsd besn nn pecret. The sight of an axtenzlve Emplre
-"where wealth accumulates and men decay" 12 not ones to ba lost
on the kinds of leacers which these countries hrve found. And
even that favourable atratum of cpinion whioh knows something of
thie country canndt fall to be lmpressed by the fact that we aldne
among the great natlons of Eurcpe sre insclined %o do nothing about
it. The aituation which has brought ouf”enfimies into the field
haas, of course, soted squelly 1n discouraging and ultimately
loeing, aAllies. The Nazle were cereful te brondoasst and exagger-
ate thelr first successes in ralsing the Bermen birthrate, which
in 1933 was almoet as low as the Fnglieh.

I am nfraid I heve written at excessive length, but I do
hone you will be gond enough to keep me in touch with what you
write further on the sublect.

Youre sincarely,

My R.F.Harrod,
Christ Church,
Oxford.



