A n E s s a y o n t h e P r i n c i p l e o f

P o p u l a t i o n

An Essay on the Principle of Population, as it

Affects the Future Improvement of Society with

Remarks on the Speculations of Mr. Godwin, M.

Condorcet, and Other Writers.

T h o ma s M a l t h u s

London

Printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´sChurch-Yard

1798.

© 1998, Electronic Scholarly Publishing Project http://www.esp.org

This electronic edition is made freely a vaila ble for scholarly or edu cational purposes, provided that this copyright notice is included. The ma nu script may not be reprinted or redistributed for commercial purposes without permission.

Table ofContents

PREFACE ................................ ................................ ..................... VII

CHAPTER 1 ................................ ................................ ..................... 1

Question stated - Little prospect of a determination of it, fromthe enmity of the opposing parties - The principal argument against the perfectibility of man and of society has never been fairly answered -

Natureof the difficulty arising from population - Outline of the principal argument of the Essay

CHAPTER 2 ................................ ................................ ..................... 6

The different ratio in which population and food increase- The necessary effects of these different ratios of increase- Oscillation produced by them in thecondition of the lower classes of society -

Reasons why this oscillation has not been so much observed as might be expected - Three propositions on which the general argument of the Essay depends - Thedifferent states in which mankind have been known to exist proposed to be examined with referenceto thesethree propositions.

CHAPTER 3 ................................ ................................ ................... 12

The savage or hunter state shortly reviewed - The shepherd state, or the tribes of barbarians that overran the Roman Empire- The superiority of thepower of population to the means of subsistencethe cause of thegreat tideof Northern Emigration.

CHAPTER 4 ................................ ................................ ................... 17

State of civilized nations - Probabilitythat Europe is much more populous nowthan in the time of Julius Caesar - Best criterion of population - Probable error of Humein onethecriterions that he proposes as assisting in an estimate of population - Slowincrease of population at present in most of thestates of Europe- The two principal checks to population - Thefirst, or preventive check examined with regard to England.

CHAPTER 5 ................................ ................................ ................... 23

The second, or positive check to population examined, in England -

The true cause why theimmense sumcollected in England for the poor does not better their condition - The powerful tendency of the poor laws to defeat their own purpose - Palliative of the distresses of the poor proposed - The absolute impossibility, from thefixed laws of our nature, that the pressure of want can ever be completely removed fromthe lower classes of society - All the checks to population may be resolved into misery or vice.

CHAPTER 6 ................................ ................................ ................... 32

Newcolonies - Reasons for their rapid increase- North American

Colonies - Extraordinary instance of increasein the back settlements

- Rapidity with which even old states recover the ravages of war, pestilence, famine, or the convulsions of nature.

CHAPTER 7 ................................ ................................ ................... 36

A probable cause of epidemics - Extracts fromMr Suessmilch´s tables - Periodical returns of sickly seasons to be expected in certain cases - Proportion of births to burials for short periods in any country an inadequatecriterion of the real averageincrease of population - Best criterion of a permanent increase of population -

Great frugality of living one of the causes of thefamines of China and Indostan - Evil tendency of one of the clauses in Mr Pitt´s Poor

Bill - Only one proper way of encouraging population - Causes of the

Happiness of nations - Famine, the last and most dreadful modeby which nature represses a redundant population - The three propositions considered as established.

CHAPTER 8 ................................ ................................ ................... 45

Mr Wallace - Error of supposingthat the difficulty arising from population is at a great distance- Mr Condorcet´s sketch of the progress of the human mind - Period when the oscillation, mentioned by Mr Condorcet, ought to be applied to thehuman race.

CHAPTER 9 ................................ ................................ ................... 49

Mr Condorcet´s conjectureconcerning the organic perfectibility of man, andthe indefinite prolongation of human life- Fallacy of the argument, which infers an unlimited progress from a partial improvement, thelimit of which cannot be ascertained, illustrated in the breeding of animals, and thecultivation of plants.

CHAPTER 10 ................................ ................................ ................. 55

Mr Godwin´s system of equality - Error of attributing all thevices of mankind to human institutions - Mr Godwin´s first answer to the difficulty arising frompopulation totally insufficient - Mr Godwin´s beautiful system of equality supposed to be realized - In utter destruction simply from theprinciple of population in so short a time as thirty years.

CHAPTER 11 ................................ ................................ ................. 66

Mr Godwin´s conjecture concerningthe future extinction of the passion between the sexes - Little apparent grounds for such a conjecture- Passion of love not inconsistent either with reason or virtue.

CHAPTER 12 ................................ ................................ ................. 69

Mr Godwin´s conjecture concerningthe indefinite prolongation of human life- Improper inference drawn from the effects of mental stimulants on thehumanframe, illustrated in various instances -

Conjectures not founded on any indications inthe past not to be considered as philosophical conjectures - Mr Godwin´s andMr

Condorcet´s conjecture respectingthe approach of man towards immortality on earth, a curious instance of the inconsistency of scepticism.

CHAPTER 13 ................................ ................................ ................. 79

Error of Mr Godwin is considering man too much in thelight of a being merely rational - In the compound being, man, the passions will always act as disturbing forces in the decisions of the understanding- Reasonings of Mr Godwin on the subject of coercion

- Some truths of a nature not to becommunicated fromone man to another.

CHAPTER 14 ................................ ................................ ................. 84

Mr Godwin´s five propositions respecting political truth, on which his whole work hinges, not established - Reasons we havefor supposing, fromthe distress occasioned bythe principle of population, that the vices and moral weakness of man can never be wholly eradicated - Perfectibility, inthe sensein whichMr Godwin uses the term, not applicableto man- Nature of the real perfectibility of man illustrated.

CHAPTER 15 ................................ ................................ ................. 89

Models too perfect may sometimes rather impede than promote improvement - Mr Godwin´s essay on `Avarice and Profusion´ -

Impossibility of dividingthe necessary labour of a society amicably among all -Invectives against labour may produce present evil, with little or no chance of producing future good - An accession to the mass of agricultural labour must always be an advantageto the labourer.

CHAPTER 16 ................................ ................................ ................. 96

Probable error of Dr Adam Smith in representing every increase of the revenue or stock of a society as anincrease inthe funds for the maintenance of labour - Instances where an increase of wealth can have notendency to better the condition of thelabouring poor -

England has increased in riches without a proportional increasein the funds for the maintenance of labour - The stateof the poor in

China would not be improved by an increase of wealthfrom manufactures.

CHAPTER 17 ................................ ................................ ............... 103

Question of the proper definition of the wealth of a state- Reason given by the French economists for considering all manufacturers as unproductive labourers, not the true reason - Thelabour of artificers and manufacturers sufficiently productive to individuals, though not to thestate- A remarkable passage in Dr Price´s two volumes of

Observations - Error of Dr Price in attributing thehappiness and rapid population of America, chiefly, toits peculiar state of civilization- No advantagecan be expected from shutting our eyes to the difficulties in the way to theimprovement of society.

CHAPTER 18 ................................ ................................ ............... 110

The constant pressureof distress on man, fromtheprinciple of population, seems to direct our hopes to thefuture - Stateof trial inconsistent with our ideas of the foreknowledge of God - The world, probably, a mighty process for awakening matter into mind - Theory of theformation of mind- Excitements fromthe wants of the body -

Excitements from the operation of general laws - Excitements from the difficulties of lifearising fromtheprinciple of population.

CHAPTER 19 ................................ ................................ ............... 118

The sorrows of lifenecessary to soften and humanizethe heart - The excitement of social sympathy often producecharacters of a higher order than the mere possessors of talents - Moral evil probably necessary to the production of moral excellence- Excitements from intellectual wants continually kept up by theinfinite variety of nature, and the obscurity that involves metaphysical subjects - The difficulties in revelation to be accounted for upon this principle - The degree of evidence which thescriptures contain, probably, best suited to theimprovements of the human faculties, andthe moral amerlioration of mankind - The idea that mind is created by excitements seems to account for the existence of natural and moral evil.

P R E F A C E

The following Essayowes its origin to a conversation with a friend, on the subject of Mr Godwin´s essayon `Avarice and Profusi on´ in his

Enquirer. The discussion started the general question of the future improvement of societ y. and theAuthor at first sat down with an intention of merelystating histhoughtsto his friend, upon paper, in a clearer manner than he thought hecould do in conversation. But as the subject opened upon him, some ideas occurred, which hedid not recollect to have met with before; and as he conceived that ever yleast light, on a topic so generallyinteresting, might be received with candour, he determined to put his thoughts in a form for publication.

The Essaymight, undoubtedl y, have been rendered much more complete bya collection of a greater number of facts in elucidation of the general argument. But a long and almost total interruption from ver yparticular business, joined to a desire (perhapsimprudent) of not delaying the publication much beyond thetime that heoriginally proposed, prevented the Author from giving to thesubject an undivided attention. He presumes, however, that the facts which hehasadduced will be found to form no inconsiderable evidence for the truth of his opinion respecting the future improvement of mankind. As the Author contemplates this opinion at present, little more appears to him to be necessarythan a plain statement, in addition to themost cursoryview of societ y, to establish it.

It is an obvi ous truth, which has been taken notice of bymany writers, that population must always be kept down to the level of the means of subsistence; but no writer that the Author recollects has inquired particularlyinto the meansbywhich this level is effected: and it is a viewof these meanswhich forms, to hismind, the strongest obstacle in the wayto anyverygreat future improvement of soci et y. He hopes it will appear that, in thediscussion of this interesting subject, he is actuated solel ybya love of truth, and not byanyprejudices against anyparticular set of men, or of opinions. He professes to have read some of the speculationson the futureimprovement of societyin a temper verydifferent from a wish to find them visionary, but he has not acquired that command over his understanding which would enable him to believe what he wishes, without evidence, or to refuse his assent to what might be unpleasing, when accompanied with evidence.

The view which he hasgiven of human life hasa melanchol yhue, but he feels conscious that he has drawn these dark tints from a conviction that theyare reallyin the picture, and not from a jaundiced eye or an inherent spleen of disposition. The theoryof mind which he has sketched in thetwo last chapters accounts to his own understanding in a satisfactorymanner for the existence of most of the evils of life, but whether it will have the sameeffect upon others must be left to the judgement of hisreaders.

If he should succeed in drawin g the attention of more able men to what he conceives to be the principal difficultyin the wayto the improvement of societ yand should, in consequence, see thisdifficulty removed, even in theory, hewill gladlyretract his present opinions and rejoice in a conviction of his error.

7 June 1798

C H A P T E R 1

Question stated - Little prospect of a determination of it, fromthe enmity of the opposing parties - The principal argument against the perfectibility of man and of society has never been fairly answered -

Nature of the difficulty arising from population - Outline of the principal argument of the Essay

T HE GREAT AND UNLOOKED FOR DISCOVERIES that have taken place of late years in natural philosophy, the increasing diffusion of general knowledge from the extension of theart of printing, the ardent and unshackled spirit of inquirythat prevails throughout thelettered and even unlettered world, thenewand extraordinarylights that have been thrown on political subjects which dazzle and astonish the understanding, and particularlythat tremendous phenomenon in the political horizon, theFrench Revolution, which, like a blazing comet, seems destined either to inspirewith fresh life and vigour, or to scorch up and destroythe shrinking inhabitants of theearth, have all concurred to lead manyable men into the opinion that we were touching on a period big with themost important changes, changes that would in some measure be decisive of the future fate of mankind.

It has been said that the great question is nowat issue, whether man shall henceforth start forwardswith accelerated velocit ytowards illimitable, and hitherto unconceived improvement, or be condemned to a perpetual oscillation between happiness and misery, and after ever y effort remain still at an immeasurable distance from the wished-for goal.

Yet, anxiouslyas ever yfriend of mankind must look forwards to the termination of thispainful suspense, and eagerlyas the inquiring mind would hail everyrayof light that might assist its viewinto futurity, it is much to be lamented that thewriterson each side of this momentous question still keep far aloof from each other. Their mutual arguments do not meet with a candid examination. The question is not brought torest on fewer points, and even in theoryscarcel yseems to be approaching to a decision.

2 T HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

The advocate for the present order of thingsis apt to treat the sect of speculative philosopherseither as a set of artful and designing knaves who preach up ardent benevolence and drawcaptivating pictures of a happier stateof societ yonlythe better to enable them to destroythe present establishments and to forward their own deep-laid schemes of ambition, or as wild and mad-headed enthusiasts whose sillyspeculations and absurd paradoxes are not worthythe attention of anyreasonable man.

The advocate for the perfectibilityof man, and of societ y, retorts on thedefender of establishmentsa more than equal contempt. He brandshim as the slave of the most miserable and narrowprejudices; or as thedefender of the abuses. of civil societ yonlybecause he profits by them. He paints him either as a character who prostitutes his understanding to hisinterest, or as one whose powers of mind are not of a size to grasp anything great and noble, who cannot see above five yards before him, and who must therefore be utterlyunable to take in the views of the enlightened benefactor of mankind.

In this unamicable contest the cause of truth cannot but suffer. The reallygood arguments on each side of the question are not allowed to have their proper weight. Each pursues his own theory, little solicitous to correct or improve it byan attention to what isadvanced byhis opponents.

The friend of thepresent order of things condemnsall political speculationsin thegross. He will not even condescend to examinethe grounds from which the perfectibilityof societ yis inferred. Much less will he give himself the trouble in a fair and candid manner to attempt an exposition of their fallacy.

The speculative philosopher equallyoffends against the cause of truth. With eyes fixed on a happier state of societ y, the blessingsof which he paints in the most captivating colours, he allows himself to indulge in the most bitter invectives against ever ypresent establishment, without applying his talents to consider the best and safest means of removing abuses and without seeming to be aware of the tremendous obstacles that threaten, even in theory, to oppose the progress of man towards perfection.

It is an acknowled ged truth in philosophythat a just theorywill always be confirmed byexperiment. Yet so much friction, and so many minute circumstances occur in practice, which it is next to impossible for themost enlarged and penetrating mind to foresee, that on few subjects can anytheorybe pronounced just, till all the arguments against it have been maturelyweighed and clearlyand consistently refuted.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

I have read some of the speculations on the perfectibilityof man and of societ ywith great pleasure. I have been warmed and delighted with the enchanting picture which theyhold forth. I ardentlywish for such happyimprovements. But I see great, and, to myunderstanding, unconquerable difficulties in the wayto them. These difficulties it is mypresent purpose to state, declaring, at thesame time, that so far from exulting in them, asa cause of triumph over thefriends of innovation, nothing would give me greater pleasure than to see them completel yremoved.

The most important argument that I shall adduce is ce rtainlynot new. Theprinciples on which it depends have been explained in part by

Hume, and more at large byDr Adam Smith. It hasbeen advanced and applied to the present subject, though not with its proper weight, or in the most forcible point of view, byMr Wallace, and it mayprobabl y have been stated bymanywriters that I have never met with. I should certainlytherefore not think of advancing it again, though I mean to place it in a point of viewin some degree different from anythat I have hitherto seen, if it had ever been fairlyand satisfactorilyanswered.

The cause of this neglect on the part of the advocates for the perfectibilityof mankind is not easilyaccounted for. I cannot doubt the talentsof such men asGodwin and Condorcet. I am unwilling to doubt their candour. To myunderstanding, and probabl yto that of most others, the difficult yappears insurmountable. Yet these men of acknowledged abilityand penetration scarcel ydeign to notice it, and hold on their course in such speculationswith unabated ardour and undiminished confidence. I have certainlyno right to saythat they purposel yshut their eyes to such arguments. I ought rather to doubt the validityof them, when neglected bysuch men, however forcibl ytheir truth maystrike myown mind. Yet in thisrespect it must be acknowledged that we are all of us too prone to err. If I sawa glass of wine repeatedlypresented to a man, and he took no notice of it, I should be apt to think that he was blind or uncivil. Ajuster philosoph y might teach me rather to think that myeyes deceived me and that the offer was not reallywhat I conceived it to be.

In entering upon the argument I must premise that I put out of the question, at present, all mere conjectures, that is, all suppositions, the probable realization of which cannot be inferred upon anyjust philosophical grounds. A writer maytell methat he thinksman will ultimatelybecome an ostrich. I cannot properlycontradict him. But before he can expect to bring anyreasonable person over tohisopinion, he ought to shewthat the necks of mankind have been gradually elongating, that the lipshave grown harder and more prominent, that the legs and feet are dailyaltering their shape, and that the hair is

4 T HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

beginning to change into stubs of feathers. And till theprobabilityof so wonderful a conversion can be shewn, it is surelylost time and lost eloquence to expatiate on thehappiness of man in such a state; to describe hispowers, both of running and flying, to paint him in a condition where all narrowluxuries would be contemned, where he would be employed onlyin collecting thenecessaries of life, and where, consequently, each man´s share of labour would be light, and his portion of leisure ample.

I think I mayfairlymake two postula ta.

First, That food is necessaryto theexistence of man.

Secondly, That the passion between the sexes is necessaryand will remain nearlyin itspresent state.

These two laws, ever since we have had anyknowledge of mankind, appear tohave been fixed laws of our nature, and, as we have not hitherto seen anyalteration in them, we have no right to conclude that theywill ever cease to be what theynoware, without an immediate act of power in that Being who first arranged thesystem of the universe, and for the advantage of hiscreatures, still executes, according to fixed laws, all its various operations.

I do not knowthat anywriter hassupposed that on thisearth man will ultimatelybe able to live without food. But Mr Godwin has conjectured that the passion between the sexes mayin time be extinguished. As, however, he calls thispart of his work a deviation into the land of conjecture, I will not dwell longer upon it at present than to saythat the best arguments for the perfectibilityof man are drawn from a contemplation of the great progress that he has already made from thesavage state and the difficult yof sa ying where heis to stop. But towards the extinction of the passion between the sexes, no progress whatever has hitherto been made. It appearsto exist in as much force at present asit did two thousand or four thousand years ago. There are individual exceptions nowas there always have been.

But, asthese exceptions do not appear to increase in number, it would surelybe a veryunphilosophical mode of arguing to infer, merelyfrom the existence of an exception, that the exception would, in time, become the rule, and the rule the exception.

Assuming then mypostulata as granted, I say, that the power of population is indefinitelygreater than the power in theearth to produce subsistence for man.

Population, when unchecked, increases in a geometrical ratio.

Subsistence increases onlyin an arithmetical ratio. Aslight acquaintance with numbers will shewthe immensityof the first power in comparison of the second.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

Bythat lawof our nature which makes food necessaryto the life of man, the effects of these two unequal powers must be kept equal.

Thisimplies a strong and constantlyoperating check on population from the difficult yof subsistence. Thisdifficultymust fall somewhere and must necessarilybe severel yfelt bya large portion of mankind.

Through the animal and vegetable kingdoms, nature hasscattered the seeds of life abroad with the most profuse and liberal hand. Shehas been comparativelysparing in the room and the nourishment necessary to rear them. Thegerms of existence contained in this spot of earth, with ample food, and ample room to expand in, would fill millionsof worlds in the course of a fewthousand years. Necessit y, that imperious all pervading lawof nature, restrainsthem within the prescribed bounds. Therace of plantsand the race of animals shrink under this great restrictive law. And the race of man cannot, byanyefforts of reason, escape from it. Among plants and animalsits effects are waste of seed, sickness, and prematuredeath. Among mankind, miseryand vice. The former, misery, is an absolutel ynecessaryconsequence of it.

Vice is a highlyprobable consequence, and we therefore see it abundantlyprevail, but it ought not, perhaps, to be called an absolutely necessaryconsequence. The ordeal of virtue is to resist all temptation to evil.

Thisnatural inequalityof the two powers of population and of production in the earth, and that great lawof our naturewhich must constantlykeep their effects equal, form the great difficultythat to me appears insurmountable in thewa yto the perfectibilityof societ y. All other arguments are of slight and subordinate consideration in comparison of this. I see no waybywhich man can escape from the weight of this law which pervades all animated nature. No fancied equality, no agrarian regulationsin their utmost extent, could remove the pressure of it even for a single century. And it appears, therefore, to be decisive against thepossible existence of a societ y, all the members of which should live in ease, happiness, and comparative leisure; and feel no anxietyabout providing the meansof subsistence for themselves and families.

Consequently, if the prem ises are just, the argument isconclusive against the perfectibilityof the massof mankind.

I have thussketched the general outline of the argument, but I will examine it more particularly, and I think it will be found that experience, the true source and foundation of all knowledge, invariably confirms itstruth.

C H A P T E R 2

The different ratio in which population and food increase - The necessary effects of these different ratios of increase - Oscillation produced by them in the condition of the lower classes of society -

Reasons why this oscillation has not been so much observed as might be expected - Three propositions on which the general argument of the Essay depends - The different states in which mankind have been known to exist proposed to be examined with reference to these three propositions.

I SAID THAT POPULATION , WHEN UNCHECKED , increased in a geometrical ratio, and subsistence for man in an arithmetical ratio.

Let us examine whether this position be just. I think it will be allowed, that no statehashitherto existed (at least that we have any account of) where themanners were so pure and simple, and the means of subsistence so abundant, that no check whatever has existed to early marriages, among the lower classes, from a fear of not providing well for their families, or among the higher classes, from a fear of lowering their condition in life. Consequentlyin no state that we have yet known has thepower of population been left to exert itself with perfect freedom.

Whether the lawof m arriage be instituted or not, the dictateof nature and virtue seems to be an earlyattachment to one woman.

Supposing a libertyof changing in the case of an unfortunate choice, this libertywould not affect population till it arose to a height greatly vicious; and we are nowsupposing the existence of a societ ywhere vice is scarcelyknown.

In a state therefore of great equalityand virtue, where pure and simple manners prevailed, and where the means of subsistence were so abundant that no part of the societ ycould have anyfears about providing amplyfor a family, the power of population being left to exert itself unchecked, the increase of the human species would evidentlybe much greater than anyincrease that has been hitherto known.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

In theUnited States of America, where the means of subsistence have been more ample, the manners of the people more pure, and consequentlythe checks to earlymarriages fewer, than in anyof the modern states of Europe, the population has been found to double itself in twenty-five years.

Thisratio of increase, though short of the utmost power of population, yet as the result of actual experience, we will take as our rule, and say, that population, when unchecked, goes on doubling itself ever ytwenty-five years or increases in a geometrical ratio.

Let us nowtake anyspot of earth, this Island for instance, and see in what ratio thesubsistence it affords can be supposed to increase. We will begin with it under itspresent state of cultivation.

If I allowthat byt he best possible policy, bybreaking up more land and bygreat encouragements to agriculture, the produce of this

Island maybe doubled in the first twenty-five years, I think it will be allowing asmuch asanyperson can well demand.

In thenext twenty- five years, it is impossible to suppose that the produce could be quadrupled. It would be contraryto all our knowledge of thequalities of land. The veryutmost that we can conceive, is, that the increase in thesecond twenty-five years might equal the present produce. Let usthen take this for our rule, though certainlyfar beyond the truth, and allowthat, bygreat exertion, the whole produce of the

Island might be increased ever ytwent y-fi ve years, bya quantityof subsistence equal to what it at present produces. The most enthusiastic speculator cannot suppose a greater increase than this. In a few centuries it would make everyacre of land in the Island like a garden.

Yet thisratio of increase is evidentlyarithmetical.

It maybe fairlysaid, ther efore, that the means of subsistence increase in an arithmetical ratio. Let usnowbring the effects of these two ratios together.

The population of the Island is computed to be about seven millions, and we will suppose the present produce equal to the support of such a number. In thefirst twenty-five years the population would be fourteen millions, and thefood being also doubled, the means of subsistence would be equal to this increase. In the next twenty-fi ve years the population would be twenty-eight millions, and the means of subsistence onlyequal to thesupport of twenty-one millions. In the next period, the population would be fi ft y-six millions, and the means of subsistence just sufficient for half that number. And at the conclusion of the first centurythe population would be one hundred and twelve millions and the means of subsistence onlyequal to the support of thirty-five millions, which would leave a population of seventy-seven millionstotallyunprovided for.

8 T HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

A great emigration necessaril yimplies unhappiness of some kind or other in thecountrythat is deserted. For fewpersons will leave their families, connections, friends, and native land, to seek a settlement in untried foreign climes, without some strong subsisting causes of uneasiness where theyare, or the hope of some great advantages in the place to which theyare going.

But to make theargument more general and less interrupted bythe partial views of emigration, let ustake thewhole earth, instead of one spot, and suppose that the restraints to population were universally removed. If the subsistence for man that the earth affords was to be increased everytwenty-five years bya quantityequal to what thewhole world at present produces, this would allowthepower of production in the earth to be absolutel yunlimited, and its ratio of increase much greater than we can conceive that anypossi ble exertionsof mankind could make it.

Taking the population of the world at anynumber, a thousand millions, for instance, the human species would increase in theratio of

-- 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, etc. and subsistence as -- 1, 2, 3,

4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, etc. In two centuries and a quarter, the population would be to themeansof subsistence as 512 to 10: in three centuries as

4096 to 13, and in two thousand yearsthe difference would be almost incalculable, though the produce in that time would have increased to an immense extent.

No limits whatever are placed to theproductionsof the earth; they mayincrease for ever and be greater than anyassignable quantity. yet still thepower of population being a power of a superior order, the increase of the human species can onlybe kept commensurate to the increase of the meansof subsistence bythe constant operation of the strong lawof necessit yacting as a check upon the greater power.

The effects of thischeck remain nowto be considered.

Among plantsand animals the viewof the subject is simple. They are all impelled bya powerful instinct to theincrease of their species, and thisinstinct isinterrupted byno reasoning or doubts about providing for their offspring. Wherever therefore there is liberty, the power of increase is exerted, and the superabundant effects are repressed afterwards bywant of room and nourishment, which is common to animals and plants, and among animalsbybecoming the preyof others.

The effects of thischeck on man aremore complicated. Impelled to the increase of hisspecies byan equallypowerful instinct, reason interrupts his career and asks him whether he maynot bring beings into the world for whom he cannot provide the means of subsistence. In a state of equality, this would be the simple question. In the present state

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

of societ y, other considerations occur. Will he not lower his rank in life? Will he not subject himself to greater difficulties than he at present feels? Will he not be obliged to labour harder?and if he has a large family, will his utmost exertions enable him to support them? Mayhe not see hisoffspring in rags and misery, and clamouring for bread that he cannot give them? And mayhe not be reduced to thegrating necessit yof forfeiting his independence, and of being obliged to the sparinghand of charityfor support?

These considerations are calculated to prevent, a nd certainlydo prevent, a verygreat number in all civilized nations from pursuing the dictateof nature in an earlyattachment to one woman. And this restraint almost necessarily, though not absolutelyso, produces vice.

Yet in all societies, even those that aremost vicious, the tendencyto a virtuous attachment isso strong that there is a constant effort towards an increase of population. Thisconstant effort as constantlytends to subject the lower classes of the societ yto distress and to prevent any great permanent amelioration of their condition.

The wa yin which these effects are produced seems to be this. We will suppose the meansof subsistence in anycountryjust equal to the easysupport of its inhabitants. The constant effort towards population, which isfound to act even in the most vicious societies, increases the number of people before the meansof subsistence are increased. The food therefore which before supported seven millions must nowbe divided among seven millionsand a half or eight millions. The poor consequentlymust live much worse, and manyof them be reduced to severe distress. The number of labourers also being above the proportion of the work in the market, the price of labour must tend toward a decrease, while theprice of provisions would at the same time tend to rise. The labourer therefore must work harder to earn the same as he did before. During this season of distress, thediscouragements to marriage, and the difficult yof rearing a familyare so great that population is at a stand. In themean timethe cheapness of labour, the plentyof labourers, and thenecessit yof an increased industryamongst them, encourage cultivators to employmore labour upon their land, to turn up fresh soil, and to manure and improve more completel ywhat is alreadyin tillage, till ultimatelythe means of subsistence becom e in the same proportion to thepopulation asat the period from which we set out. Thesituation of the labourer being then again tolerabl y com fortable, therestraints to population are in some degree loosened, and the same retrogradeand progressive movements with respect to happiness are repeated.

Thissort of oscillation will not be remarked bysuperficial observers, and it maybe difficult even for themost penetrating mind to

10 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

calculateitsperiods. Yet that in all old states some such vibration does exist, though from various transverse causes, in a much less marked, and in a much more irregular manner than I have described it, no reflectingman who considers thesubject deepl ycan well doubt.

Manyreasons occur whythis oscillation has been less obvious, and less decidedl yconfirmed byexperience, than might naturallybe expected.

One principal reason is that the histories of mankind that we possess are histories onlyof the higher classes. We have but few accounts that can be depended upon of the manners and customs of that part of mankind where these retrograde and progressive movem ents chiefl ytake place. Asatisfactoryhistoryof thiskind, on one people, and of one period, would requirethe constant and minute attention of an observing mind during a long life. Some of the objects of inquiry would be, in what proportion to thenumber of adults was the number of marriages, to what extent vicious customs prevailed in consequence of therestraints upon matrimony, what was the comparative mortality among the children of themost distressed part of the communityand those who lived rather more at their ease, what were the variationsin the real price of labour, and what were the observable differences in the state of the lower classes of societ ywith respect to ease and happiness, at different times during a certain period.

Such a historywould tend greatlyto elucidate themanner in which the constant check upon population acts and would probabl yprove the existence of the retrograde and progressive movements that have been mentioned, though the times of their vibrations must necessarilybe rendered irregular from the operation of manyinterrupting causes, such as theintroduction or failure of certain manufactures, a greater or less prevalent spirit of agricultural enterprise, years of plenty, or years of scarcity, warsand pestilence, poor laws, the invention of processes for shortening labour without the proportional extension of the market for the commodity, and, particularly, the difference between the nominal and real price of labour, a circumstance which has perhaps more than anyother contributed to conceal this oscillation from common view.

It veryrarelyhapp ens that the nominal price of labour universally falls, but we well knowthat it frequentlyremains the same, while the nominal price of provisions has been graduallyincreasing. Thisis, in effect, a real fall in theprice of labour, and during this period the condition of the lower orders of thecommunitymust graduallygrow worse and worse. But the farmersand capitalists are growing rich from the real cheapness of labour. Their increased capitals enable them to employa greater number of men. Work therefore maybe plentiful, and the price of labour would consequentlyrise. But the want of freedom in

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

the market of labour, which occurs more or less in all communities, either from parish laws, or themore general cause of the facilityof com bination among the rich, and its difficult yamong thepoor, operates to prevent theprice of labour from rising at the natural period, and keeps it down some time longer; perhaps till a year of scarcity, when the clamour istoo loud and thenecessit ytoo apparent to be resisted.

The true cause of the advance in the price of labour is thus concealed, and the rich affect to grant it asan act of compassion and favour to thepoor, in consideration of a year of scarcity, and, when plentyreturns, indulgethemselves in the most unreasonable of all complaints, that the price does not again fall, when a little rejection would shewthem that it must have risen long before but from an unjust conspiracyof their own.

But though the rich byunfair combinations contribute frequentl yto prolong a season of distress among the poor, yet no possible form of societ ycould prevent the almost constant action of miseryupon a great part of mankind, if in a state of inequality, and upon all, if all were equal.

The theoryon which the truth of thisposition depends appears to me so extremelyclear that I feel at a loss to conjecture what part of it can be denied.

That population cannot increase without the means of subsistence is a proposition so evident that it needs no illustration.

Th at population does invariablyincrease where there arethe means of subsistence, the historyof ever ypeople that have ever existed will abundantlyprove.

And that thesuperior power of population cannot be checked without producing miseryor vice, theample portion of these too bitter ingredients in the cup of human life and the continuance of the physical causes that seem to have produced them bear too convincing a testimony.

But, in order more fullyto ascertain the validityof these three propositions, let usexamine the different states in which mankind have been known to exist. Even a cursoryreview will, I think, be sufficient to convince us that these propositionsare incontrovertible truths.

C H A P T E R 3

The savage or hunter state shortly reviewed - The shepherd state, or the tribes of barbarians that overran the Roman Empire - The superiority of the power of population to the means of subsistence - the cause of thegreat tideof Northern Emigration.

I N THE RUDEST STATE OF MANKIND , in which hunting istheprincipal occupation, and theonlymode of acquiring food, the meansof subsistence being scattered over a large extent of territory, the comparative population must necessarilybe thin. It issaid that the passion between the sexes is less ardent among theNorth American

Indiansthan among anyother race of men. Yet, notwithstanding this apathy, the effort towardspopulation, even in this people, seems to be always greater than the meansto support it. This appears from the comparativelyrapid population that takes place whenever anyof the tribes happen to settle in some fertile spot and to drawnourishment from morefruitful sources than that of hunting, and it has been frequentlyremarked that when an Indian familyhas taken up its abode near anyEuropean settlement and adopted a more easyand civilized mode of life, that one woman has reared five, or six, or more children, though in thesavage state it rarelyhappens that above one or two in a familygrowup to maturity. The same observation has been made with regard to the Hottentots near theCape. These facts prove the superior power of population to themeansof subsistence in nations of hunters, and that this power always shews itself the moment it is left to act with freedom.

It remains to inquirewhether this power can be checked, and its effects kept equal to themeansof subsistence, without vice or misery.

The North American Indians, considered as a people, cannot justly be called free and equal. In all the accounts we have of them, and, indeed, of most other savage nations, the women are represented as much more completelyin a state of slaveryto the men than the poor are to the rich in civilized countries. Onehalf the nation appearsto act as

Helots to the other half, and the miserythat checks population falls

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

chiefl y, as it alwa ys must do, upon that part whose condition is lowest in the scale of soci et y. The infancyof man in the simplest state requires considerable attention, but this necessaryattention the women cannot give, condemned as theyare to the inconveniences and hardships of frequent change of place and to the constant and unremitting drudgery of preparing ever ything for thereception of their tyrannic lords. These exertions, sometimes during pregnancyor with children at their backs, must occasion frequent miscarriages, and prevent anybut the most robust infantsfrom growing to maturity. Add to these hardships of the women theconstant war that prevails among savages, and the necessity which theyfrequentlylabour under of exposing their aged and helpless parents, and of thus violating the first feelingsof nature, and thepicture will not appear veryfree from the blot of misery. In estimating the happiness of a savage nation, we must not fix our eyes onl yon the warrior in the prime of life: he isone of a hundred: he isthe gentleman, the man of fortune, the chances have been in hisfavour and many efforts have failed ere thisfortunate being was produced, whose guardian genius should preserve him through the numberless dangers with which hewould be surrounded from infancyto manhood. The true pointsof comparison between two nations seem to be the ranks in each which appear nearest to answer to each other. And in this view, I should comparethe warriors in the prime of life with thegentlemen, and the women, children, and aged, with thelower classes of the communityin civilized states.

Maywe not then fairlyinfer from this short review, or rather, from the accountsthat maybe referred to of nationsof hunters, that their population is thin from the scarcityof food, that it would immediately increase if food was in greater plenty, and that, putting vice out of the question among savages, miseryis the check that represses thesuperior power of population and keeps its effects equal to the means of subsistence. Actual observation and experience tell usthat this check, with a fewlocal and temporaryexceptions, is constantlyacting now upon all savage nations, and the theoryindicates that it probabl yacted with nearlyequal strength a thousand years ago, and it maynot be much greater a thousand years hence.

Of the mannersand habits that prevail amongnationsof shepherds, the next state of mankind, we are even more ignorant than of the savage state. But that these nationscould not escape the general lot of misery arising from the want of subsistence, Europe, and all the fairest countries in theworld, bear ample testimony. Want was the goad that drove the Scythian shepherds from their native haunts, like so many famished wolves in search of prey. Set in motion bythis all powerful cause, clouds of Barbarians seemed to collect from all points of the

14 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

northern hemisphere. Gathering fresh darkness and terror as theyrolled on, the congregated bodies at length obscured the sun of Italyand sunk the whole world in universal night. These tremendous effects, so long and so deeplyfelt throughout the fairest portionsof the earth, maybe traced to thesimple cause of the superior power of population to the means of subsistence.

It is well known that a countryin pasture cannot support so many inhabitantsasa countryin tillage, but what renders nations of shepherds so formidable is the power which theypossess of moving all together and the necessitytheyfrequentlyfeel of exerting thispower in search of fresh pasturefor their herds. A tribe that was rich in cattle had an immediate plentyof food. Even the parent stock might be devoured in a case of absolute necessit y. The women lived in greater ease than among nations of hunters. Themen bold in their united strength and confiding in their power of procuring pasturefor their cattle bychange of place, felt, probabl y, but fewfears about providing for a family.

These combined causes soon produced their natural and invariable effect, an extended population. A more frequent and rapid change of place became then necessary. A wider and more extensive territorywas successivel yoccupied. A broader desolation extended all around them.

Want pinched the less fortunate members of thesociet y, and, at length, the impossibilityof supporting such a number together became too evident to be resisted. Young scions were then pushed out from the parent-stock and instructed to explore fresh regionsand to gain happier seats for themselves bytheir swords. `The world was all before them where to choose.´ Restless from present distress, flushed with the hope of fairer prospects, and animated with thespirit of hardyenterprise, these daring adventurers were likelyto become formidable adversaries to all who opposed them. The peaceful inhabitantsof the countries on which theyrushed could not long withstand the energyof men acting under such powerful motives of exertion. And when theyfell in with anytribes liketheir own, the contest was a struggle for existence, and theyfought with a desperatecourage, inspired bythe rejection that death was the punishment of defeat and life the prize of victor y.

In these savage contests manytribes must have been utterly exterminated. Some, probabl y, perished byhardship and famine.

Others, whose leading star had given them a happier direction, became great and powerful tribes, and, in their turns, sent off fresh adventurers in search of still more fertile seats. The prodigious waste of human life occasioned bythisperpetual struggle for room and food was more than supplied bythe mightypower of population, acting, in some degree, unshackled from the consent habit of emigration. The tribes that migrated towards the South, though theywon these more fruitful

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

regions bycontinual battles, rapidlyincreased in number and power, from the increased meansof subsistence. Till at length the whole territory, from the confines of China to the shores of the Baltic, was peopled bya various race of Barbarians, brave, robust, and enterprising, inured to hardship, and delighting in war. Some tribes maintained their independence. Others ranged themselves under the standard of some barbaric chieftain who led them to victoryafter victor y, and what was of more importance, to regionsabounding in corn, wine, and oil, thelong wished for consummation, and great reward of their labours. An Alaric, an Attila, or a Zingis Khan, and the chiefs around them, might fight for glory, for the fame of extensive conquests, but the true cause that set in motion thegreat tide of northern emigration, and that continued to propel it till it rolled at different periods against China, Persia, italy, and even Egypt, was a scarcityof food, a population extended beyond the means of supporting it.

The absolute population at anyone period, in proportion to the extent of territory, could never be great, on account of the unproductive nature of some of the regionsoccupied; but there appears to have been a most rapid successi on of human beings, and asfast as some were mowed down bythescythe of war or of famine, othersrose in increased numbers to supplytheir place. Among these bold and improvident Barbarians, population was probabl ybut little checked, as in modern states, from a fear of future difficulties. Aprevailing hope of bettering their condition bychangeof place, a constant expectation of plunder, a power even, if distressed, of selling their children asslaves, added to the natural carelessness of the barbaric character, all conspired to raise a population which remained to be repressed afterwards by famine or war.

Wherethere isanyinequalityof conditions, and among nations of shepherds this soon takes place, the distress arising from a scarcityof provisions must fall hardest upon the least fortunate members of the societ y. Thisdistress also must frequentlyhave been felt bythe women, exposed to casual plunder in the absence of their husbands, and subject to continual disappointments in their expected return.

But wi thout knowing enough of the minute and intimate historyof these people, to point out precisel yon what part the distress for want of food chieflyfell, and to what extent it was generallyfelt, I think we mayfairlysay, from all the accounts that we have of nations of shepherds, that population invariablyincreased among them whenever, byemigration or anyother cause, themeansof subsistence were increased, and that a further population was checked, and the actual population kept equal to the meansof subsistence, bymiseryand vice.

16 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

For, independentlyof anyvicious cust oms that might have prevailed amongst them with regard to women, which always operate as checks to population, it must be acknowledged, I think, that the commission of war is vice, and the effect of it misery, and nonecan doubt the miseryof want of food.

C H A P T E R 4

State of civilized nations - Probability that Europe is much more populous nowthan in the time of Julius Caesar - Best criterion of population - Probable error of Hume in one the criterions that he proposes as assisting in an estimate of population - Slowincrease of population at present in most of the states of Europe - The two principal checks to population - The first, or preventive check examined with regard to England.

I N EXAMINING THE NEXT STATE OF MANKIND with relation to the question before us, the state of mixed pasture and tillage, in which with some variation in the proportionsthe most civilized nations must always remain, we shall be assisted in our reviewbywhat we dailysee around us, byactual experience, byfacts that come within the scope of ever yman´sobservation.

Not withstanding theexaggerationsof some old historians, there can remain no doubt in the mind of anythinking man that the population of the principal countries of Europe, France, England,

Germany, Russia, Poland, Sweden, and Denmark ismuch greater than ever it was in former times. The obvi ous reason of these exaggerations is the formidable aspect that even a thinlypeopled nation must have, when collected together and moving all at once in search of fresh seats.

If to this tremendous appearance be added a succession at certain intervals of similar emigrations, we shall not be much surprised that the fears of the timidnations of the South represented the North asa region absolutel yswarming with human beings. A nearer and juster viewof the subject at present enables us to see that theinference was as absurd as if a man in thiscountry, who was continuallymeeting on the road droves of cattle from Wales and the North, was immediatelyto conclude that these countries were themost productive of all theparts of thekingdom.

The reason that the greater part of Europe is more populous now than it was in former times, is that the industryof the inhabitants has made these countries produce a greater quantityof human subsistence.

18 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

For I conceive that it maybe laid down asa position not to be controverted, that, taking a sufficient extent of territoryto include within it exportation and importation, and allowing some variation for the prevalence of luxury, or of frugal habits, that population constantly bears a regular proportion to the food that the earth is madeto produce.

In thecontroversyconcerning thepopulousness of ancient and modern nations, could it be clearlyascertained that the average produce of the countries in question, taken altogether, isgreater nowthan it was in the times of JuliusCaesar, the dispute would be at once determined.

When we are assured that China is the m ost fertile countryin the world, that almost all the land is in tillage, and that a great part of it bears two crops everyyear, and further, that thepeople live ver y frugally, we mayinfer with certaintythat the population must be immense, without busying ourselves in inquiries into the mannersand habits of the lower classes and the encouragements to earlymarriages.

But these inquiries are of the utmost importance, and a minute history of thecustoms of the lower Chinese would be of thegreatest use in ascertaining in what manner the checks to a further population operate;

what are the vices, and what are the distresses that prevent an increase of numbers beyond theabilityof the countryto support.

Hume, in hisessa yon the populousness of ancient and modern nations, when he intermingles, as he says, an inquiryconcerning causes with that concerning facts, does not seem to see with his usual penetration howver ylittle some of the causes he alludes to could enable him to form anyjudgement of the actual population of ancient nations. If anyinference can be drawn from them, perhapsit should be directlythe reverse of what Hume draws, though I certainlyought to speak with great diffidence in dissenting from a man who of all others on such subjects was the least likelyto be deceived byfirst appearances. If I find that at a certain period in ancient history, the encouragements to have a familywere great, that earlymarriages were consequentlyveryprevalent, and that fewpersons remained single, I should infer with certaintythat population was rapidlyincreasing, but byno means that it was then actuallyver ygreat, rather; indeed, the contrary, that it was then thin and that there was room and food for a much greater number. On the other hand, if I find that at thisperiod the difficulties attending a familywere ver ygreat, that, consequently, few earlymarriages took place, and that a great number of both sexes remained single, I infer with certaintythat population was at a stand, and, probabl y, because theactual population was verygreat in proportion to thefertilityof the land and that therewas scarcelyroom and food for more. The number of footmen, housemaids, and other persons remaining unmarried in modern states, Hume allows to be

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

rather an argument against their population. I should rather drawa contraryinference and consider it an argument of their fullness, though this inference isnot certain, because there are manythinlyinhabited states that are yet stationaryin their population. To speak, therefore, correctly, perhaps it maybe said that the number of unmarried persons in proportion to thewhole number, existing at different periods, in the same or different states will enable us to judge whether population at these periods was increasing, stationary, or decreasing, but will form no criterion bywhich we can determine theactual population.

There is, however, a circumstance taken notice of in most of the accounts we have of China that it seems difficult to reconcile with this reasoning. It is said that earlymarriages ver ygenerallyprevail through all theranks of theChinese. Yet Dr Adam Smith supposes that population in China is stationary. These two circumstances appear to be irreconcilable. It certainlyseems ver ylittle probable that the population of China isfast increasing. Everyacre of land has been so long in cultivation that we can hardlyconceive there is anygreat yearly addition to the average produce. The fact, perhaps, of the universality of earlymarriages maynot be sufficientlyascertained. If it be supposed true, the onlywa yof accounting for the difficult y, with our present knowledge of the subject, appearsto be that the redundant population, necessarilyoccasioned bythe prevalence of earlymarriages, must be repressed byoccasional famines, and bythe custom of exposing children, which, in times of distress, is probabl ymore frequent than is ever acknowledged to Europeans. Relative to thisbarbarous practice, it is difficult to avoid remarking, that there cannot be a stronger proof of the distresses that have been felt bymankind for want of food, than the existence of a custom that thus violates the most natural principle of the human heart. It appearsto have been verygeneral among ancient nations, and certainlytendedrather to increase population.

In examining the principal states of modern Europe, we shall find that though theyhave increased veryconsiderablyin population since theywere nationsof shepherds, yet that at present their progress is but slow, and instead of doubling their numbers everytwenty-five years theyrequire three or four hundred years, or more, for that purpose.

Some, indeed, maybe absolutel ystationary, and others even retrograde.

The cause of this slowprogress in population cannot be traced to a deca yof the passion between the sexes. We have sufficient reason to think that this natural propensityexists still in undiminished vigour.

Whythen do not its effects appear in a rapid increase of the human species? An intimateviewof the state of societ yin anyone countryin

Europe, which mayserve equallyfor all, will enable us to answer this question, and to saythat a foresight of the difficulties attending the

20 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

rearing of a familyacts as a preventive check, and the actual distresses of some of the lower classes, bywhich theyare disabled from giving the proper food and attention totheir children, act as a positive check to the natural increase of population.

England, as one of the most flourishing states of Europe, mayb e fairlytaken for an example, and the observations madewill applywith but littlevariation to anyother countrywhere thepopulation increases slowl y.

The preventive check appears to operatein some degree through all theranks of societ yin England. There are some men, even in the highest rank, who are prevented from marrying bythe idea of the expenses that theymust retrench, and thefancied pleasures that they must deprive themselves of, on the supposition of having a family.

These considerations are certainlytrivial, but a preventive foresight of this kindhas objects of much greater weight for itscontemplation as we go lower.

A man of liberal education, but with an income onlyjust sufficient to enable him to associate in the rank of gentlemen, must feel absolutel ycertain that if he marries and has a familyhe shall be obliged, if he mixes at all in societ y, to rank himself with moderate farmers and the lower class of tradesmen. The woman that a man of education would naturallymake theobject of his choice would be one brought up in the same tastes and sentimentswith himself and used to the familiar intercourse of a societ ytotallydifferent from that to which she must be reduced bymarriage. Can a man consent to place the object of hisaffection in a situation so discordant, probabl y, to her tastes and inclinations? Two or three steps of descent in societ y, particularlyat this round of the ladder, where education ends and ignorance begins, will not be considered bythe generalityof people as a fancied and chimerical, but a real and essential evil. If societ ybe held desirable, it surelymust be free, equal, and reciprocal societ y, where benefits are conferred as well as received, and not such as the dependent findswith his patron or the poor with the rich.

These considerations undoubtedl yprevent a great number in this rank of life from following the bent of their inclinationsin an early attachment. Others, guided either bya stronger passion, or a weaker judgement, break through these restraints, and it would be hard indeed, if the gratification of so delightful a passion as virtuous love, did not, sometimes, more than counterbalance all its attendant evils. But I fear it must be owned that the more general consequences of such marriages are rather calculated to justifythan to repress theforebodings of the prudent.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

The sons of tradesmen and farmers are exhorted not to marry, and generallyfind it necessaryto pursue this advice till theyare settled in some business or farm that mayenable them to support a family. These events maynot, perhaps, occur till theyarefar advanced in life. The scarcityof farmsis a verygeneral complaint in England. And the competition in ever ykind of business is so great that it isnot possible that all should be successful.

The labourer who earns eighteen pence a dayand lives with some degree of comfort as a single man, will hesitate a little before he divides that pittance among four or five, which seems to be but just sufficient for one. Harder fare and harder labour he would submit to for the sake of living with thewoman that he loves, but he must feel conscious, if he thinks at all, that should he have a large family, and anyill luck whatever, no degree of frugality, no possible exertion of his manual strength could preserve him from the heart-rending sensation of seeing his children starve, or of forfeiting his independence, and being obliged to the parish for their support. Thelove of independence isa sentiment that surelynone would wish to be erased from the breast of man, though the parish lawof England, it must be confessed, is a system of all others the most calculated graduallyto weaken this sentiment, and in the endmayeradicate it completely.

The servants who live in gentlemen´s f amilies have restraints that are yet stronger to break through in venturing upon marriage. They possess the necessaries, and even the comforts of life, almost in asgreat plentyas their masters. Their work iseasyand their food luxurious compared with theclass of labourers. And their sense of dependence is weakened bythe conscious power of changing their masters, if they feel themselves offended. Thus comfortabl ysituated at present, what are their prospects in marrying? Without knowledge or capital, either for business, or farming, and unused and therefore unable, to earn a subsistence bydail ylabour, their onlyrefuge seems to be a miserable alehouse, which certainlyoffers no ver yenchanting prospect of a happy evening to their lives. Bymuch the greater part, therefore, deterred by this uninviting viewof their futuresituation, content themselves with remaining single wheretheyare.

If this sketch of the state of soci et yin England be near the truth, and I do not conceive that it is exaggerated, it will be allowed that the preventive check to population in this countryoperates, though with varied force, through all theclasses of the community. The same observation will hold true with regard to all old states. The effects, indeed, of these restraintsupon marriage are but too conspicuous in the consequent vices that are produced in almost everypart of the world,

22 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

vices that are continuallyinvolving both sexes in inextricable unhappiness.

C H A P T E R 5

The second, or positive check to population examined, in England -

The true cause why the immense sumcollected in England for the poor does not better their condition - The powerful tendency of the poor laws to defeat their own purpose - Palliative of the distresses of the poor proposed - The absolute impossibility, from the fixed laws of our nature, that the pressure of want can ever be completely removed fromthe lower classes of society - All the checks to population may be resolved into misery or vice.

T HE POSITIVE CHECK TO POPULATION , bywhich I mean thecheck that represses an increase which isalreadybegun, is confined chiefl y, though not perhaps solely, to the lowest orders of societ y.

Thischeck isnot so obvious to common viewas the other I have mentioned, and, to prove distinctlythe force and extent of its operation would require, perhaps, more data than we are in possession of. But I believe it hasbeen verygenerallyremarked bythose who have attended to bills of mortalitythat of the number of children who die annually, much too great a proportion belongs to those who maybe supposed unable to give their offspring proper food and attention, exposed as theyareoccasionallyto severe distress and confined, perhaps, to unwholesome habitations and hard labour. This mortalityamong the children of the poor has been constantlytaken notice of in all towns. It certainlydoes not prevail in an equal degree in thecountry, but the subject hasnot hithertoreceived sufficient attention to enable anyone to sa ythat there are not moredeathsin proportion among the children of the poor, even in the country, than among those of the middling and higher classes. Indeed, it seems difficult to suppose that a labourer´s wi fe who has six children, and who is sometimes in absolute want of bread, should be able alwa ys to give them thefood and attention necessaryto support life. The sons and daughters of peasants will not be found such rosycherubs in real life as theyare described to be in romances. It cannot fail to be remarked bythose who live much in the countrythat the sonsof labourers are veryapt to be stunted in their

24 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

growth, and are a long while arriving at maturity. Boys that you would guess to be fourteen or fifteen are, upon inquiry, frequentlyfound to be eighteen or nineteen. And the lads who drive plough, which must certainlybe a healthyexercise, areveryrarelyseen with any appearance of calves to their legs: a circumstance which can onlybe attributed toa want either of proper or of sufficient nourishment.

To remedythe frequent dis tresses of the common people, the poor laws of England have been instituted; but it is to be feared, that though theymayhave alleviated a little the intensityof individual misfortune, theyhave spread the general evil over a much larger surface. It is a subject often started in conversation and mentioned always as a matter of great surprise that, notwithstanding the immense sum that is annuallycollected for the poor in England, there is still so much distress among them. Some think that the moneymust be embezzled, othersthat thechurch-wardens and overseers consume the greater part of it in dinners. All agree that somehowor other it must be ver yillmanaged. In short thefact that nearlythree millionsare collected annuallyfor the poor and yet that their distresses are not removed is the subject of continual astonishment. But a man who sees a little below the surface of thingswould be ver ymuch more astonished if the fact were otherwise than it is observed to be, or even if a collection universallyof eighteen shillings in the pound, instead of four, were materiallyto alter it. I will state a case which I hope will elucidate my meaning.

Suppose that bya subscription of the rich theeighteen pence a day which men earn now was madeup five shillings, it might be imagined, perhaps, that theywould then be able to live comfortablyand have a piece of meat everyda yfor their dinners. But this would be a veryfalse conclusion. The transfer of three shillings and sixpence a dayto ever y labourer would not increase the quantityof meat in the country. There is not at present enough for all to have a decent share. What would then be the consequence? The competition among thebuyers in the market of meat would rapidlyraise the price from sixpence or sevenpence, to two or three shillingsin thepound, and thecommoditywould not be divided among manymore than it is at present. When an article is scarce, and cannot be distributed to all, hethat can shewthe most valid patent, that is, he that offers most money, becomes thepossessor. If we can suppose the competition among the buyers of meat to continue long enough for a greater number of cattle to be reared annually, thiscould onlybe done at theexpense of thecorn, which would be a very disadvantagous exchange, for it iswell known that thecountrycould not then support thesame population, and when subsistence is scarce in proportion to thenumber of people, it is of little consequence whether

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

the lowest members of the societ ypossess eighteen pence or five shillings. Theymust at all events be reduced to live upon the hardest fare and in the smallest quantity.

It will be said, perhaps, that theincreased number of purchasersin ever yarticle would give a spur to productive industryand that the whole produce of the island would be increased. This might in some degree be thecase. But the spur that these fancied riches would give to population would more than counterbalance it, and the increased produce would be to be divided among a more than proportionably increased number of people. All this time I am supposing that thesame quantityof work would be done as before. But thiswould not really take place. The receipt of fi ve shillingsa day, instead of eighteen pence, would make ever yman fancyhimself comparativel yrich and able to indulge himself in manyhoursor days of leisure. This would give a strong and immediatecheck to productive industry, and, in a short time, not onlythe nation would be poorer, but thelower classes themselves would be much more distressed than when theyreceived onlyeighteen pence a day.

A collection from the rich of eighteen shillingsin thepound, even if distributed in the most judicious manner, would have a little the same effect as that resulting from the supposition I have just made, and no possibl e contributionsor sacrifices of therich, particularlyin money, could for anytime prevent the recurrence of distress among thelower members of societ y, whoever theywere. Great changes might, indeed, be made. The rich might become poor, and some of the poor rich, but a part of the societ ymust necessarilyfeel a difficult yof living, and this difficult ywill naturallyfall on theleast fortunate members.

It mayat first appear strange, but I believe it is true, that I cannot bymeans of moneyraise a poor man and enable him to live much better than he did before, without proportionablydepressing others in the same class. If I retrench the quantityof food consumed in my house, and give him what I have cut off, I then benefit him, without depressing any.but myself and family, who, perhaps, maybe well able to bear it. If I turn up a piece of uncultivated land, and give him the produce, I then benefit both him and all the members of the societ y, because what hebefore consumed is thrown into the common stock, and probabl ysome of the newproduce with it. But if I onlygive him money, supposing the produce of the countryto remain the same, I give him a title to a larger share of that produce than formerly, which share he cannot receive without diminishing theshares of others. It is evident that thiseffect, in individual instances, must be so small asto be totally imperceptible; but still it must exist, asmanyother effects do, which,

26 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

like some of the insects that people the air, elude our grosser perceptions.

Supposing the quantityof food in anycountryto remain the same for many years together, it isevident that this food must be divided according to the valueof each man´spatent, or the sum of moneythat he can afford to spend on thiscommodityso universallyin request. (Mr

Godwin callsthe wealth that a man receives from hisancestors a mouldypatent. It may, I think, veryproperlybe termed a patent, but I hardlysee the proprietyof calling it a mouldyone, as it is an article in such constant use.) It isa demonstrative truth, therefore, that the patents of one set of men could not be increased in value without diminishing the value of the patents of some other set of men. If the rich were to subscribe and give five shillingsa dayto five hundred thousand men without retrenching their own tables, no doubt can exist, that as these men would naturallylive more at their ease and consumea greater quantityof provisions, there would be less food remaining to divide among the rest, and consequentlyeach man´s patent would be diminished in value or thesamenumber of pieces of silver would purchase a smaller quantityof subsistence.

An increase of population without a proportional increase of food will evidentlyhave the same effect in lowering the value of each man´s patent. The food must necessarilybe distributed in smaller quantities, and consequentlya day´s labour will purchase a smaller quantityof provisions. An increase in the price of provisions would arise either from an increase of population faster than the means of subsistence, or from a different distribution of the moneyof the societ y. The food of a countrythat has been long occupied, if it be increasing, increases slowl yand regularlyand cannot be made to answer anysudden demands, but variationsin thedistribution of the moneyof a societ yare not infrequentlyoccurring, and are undoubtedl yamong the causes that occasion thecontinual variations which we observe in the price of provisions.

The poor laws of England tend to depress the general condition of the poor in these two wa ys. Their first obvious tendencyis to increase population without increasing thefood for its support. Apoor man may marrywith little or no prospect of being able to support a familyin independence. Theyma ybe said therefore in some measureto create the poor which theymaintain, and as the provisions of thecountry must, in consequence of the increased population, be distributed to ever yman in smaller proportions, it is evident that the labour of those who arenot supported byparish assistance will purchase a smaller quantityof provisions than before and consequentlymore of them must be driven to ask for support.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

Secondly, the quantityof provisions consumed in workhouses upon a part of the societ ythat cannot in general be considered as the most valuable part diminishes theshares that would otherwise belong to more industrious and more worthymembers, and thusin the same manner forces more to become dependent. If the poor in the workhouses were to live better than theynowdo, thisnewdistribution of themoneyof the societ ywould tend more conspicuouslyto depress the condition of those out of the workhouses byoccasioning a rise in the price of provisions.

Fortunatelyfor England, a spirit of independence still remains among the peasantry. The poor laws are stronglycalculated to eradicate this spirit. Theyhave succeeded in part, but had theysucceeded as completel yas might have been expected their pernicious tendency would not have been so long concealed.

Hard as it mayappear in individual instances, dependent povert y ought to be held disgraceful. Such a stimulusseems to be absolutel y necessaryto promote the happiness of the great mass of mankind, and ever ygeneral attempt to weaken thisstimulus, however benevolent its apparent intention, will always defeat its own purpose. If men are induced to marryfrom a prospect of parish provision, with little or no chance of maintaining their families in independence, theyare not only unjustlytempted to bring unhappiness and dependence upon themselves and children, but theyaretempted, without knowing it, to injure all in the same class with themselves. A labourer who marries without being able to support a familymayin some respects be considered as an enemyto all his fellow-labourers.

I feel no doubt whatever that the parish laws of England have contributed toraise theprice of provisions and to lower the real price of labour. Theyhave therefore contributed to impoverish that classof people whose onlypossession is their labour. It is also difficult to suppose that theyhave not powerfullycontributed to generate that carelessness and want of frugalityobservable among the poor, so contraryto the disposition frequentlyto be remarked among petty tradesmen and small farmers. The labouring poor, to use a vulgar expression, seem always to live from hand to mouth. Their present wants employtheir whole attention, and theyseldom think of the future. Even when theyhave an opportunityof saving theyseldom exercise it, but all that is beyond their present necessities goes, generallyspeaking, to theale-house. The poor laws of England may therefore be said to diminish both the power and thewill to save among the common people, and thus to weaken one of the strongest incentives to sobrietyand industry, and consequentlyto happiness.

28 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

It is a general complaint among master manufacturers that high wages ruin all their workmen, but it isdifficult to conceive that these men would not save a part of their high wages for the future support of their families, instead of spending it in drunkenness and dissipation, if theydid not relyon parish assistance for support in case of accidents.

And that thepoor employed in manufactures consider this assistance as a reason whytheymayspend all thewages theyearn and enjoy themselves whiletheycan appearsto be evident from the number of families that, upon the failure of anygreat manufactory, immediately fall upon the parish, when perhapsthe wages earned in this manufactorywhile it flourished were sufficientlyabove theprice of common countrylabour to have allowed them to save enough for their support till theycould find some other channel for their industry.

A man whomight not be deterred from going to the ale-house from the consideration that on hisdeath, or sickness, he should leave his wife and familyupon the parish might yet hesitate in thusdissipating his earnings if he were assured that, in either of these cases, his family must starve or be left to the support of casual bounty. In China, where the real aswell as nominal price of labour isverylow, sons are yet obliged bylawto support their aged and helpless parents. Whether such a law would be advisable in this countryI will not pretend to determine. But it seems at anyrate highlyimproper, bypositive institutions, which render dependent povertyso general, to weaken that disgrace, which for the best and most humane reasonsought toattach to it.

The mass of happiness among the common people cannot but be diminished when one of the strongest checks to idleness and dissipation is thus removed, and when men are thusallured to marrywith little or no prospect of being able to maintain a familyin independence. Every obstacle in the wayof marriagemust undoubtedl ybe considered asa species of unhappiness. But asfrom the laws of our naturesome check to population must exist, it isbetter that it should be checked from a foresight of the difficulties attending a familyand the fear of dependent povertythan that it should be encouraged, onlyto be repressed afterwardsbywant and sickness.

It should be remembered always that there is an essential difference between food and those wrought commodities, the raw materials of which are in great plenty. A demand for these last will not fail to create them in asgreat a quantityas theyare wanted. The demand for food has byno meansthesame creative power. In a countrywhere all the fertile spots have been seized, high offers are necessaryto encourage the farmer to layhis dressing on land from which he cannot expect a profitable return for some years. And before

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

the prospect of advantage issufficientlygreat to encourage thissort of agricultural enterprise, and while thenewproduce is rising, great distresses maybe suffered from the want of it. Thedemand for an increased quantityof subsistence is, with fewexceptions, constant ever ywhere, yet we see howslowl yit isanswered in all those countries that have been long occupied.

The poor laws of England were undoubtedl yinstituted for the most benevolent purpose, but there isgreat reason to think that theyhave not succeeded in their intention. Theycertainlymitigate some cases of ver y severe distress which might otherwise occur, yet the state of the poor who aresupported byparishes, considered in all its circumstances, is ver yfar from being free from misery. But one of the principal objections to them isthat for this assistance which some of the poor receive, in itself almost a doubtful blessing, thewhole class of the common people of England issubjected to a set of grating, inconvenient, and tyrannical laws, totallyinconsistent with the genuine spirit of theconstitution. The whole business of settlements, even in its present amended state, is utterlycontradictoryto all ideasof freedom.

The parish persecution of men whose families are likelyto become chargeable, and of poor women who are near lying-in, isa most disgraceful and disgusting tyranny. And theobstructionscontinually occasioned in the market of labour bythese laws have a constant tendencyto add to thedifficulties of those who are struggling to support themselves without assistance.

These evils attendant on thepoor laws are in some degree irremediable. If assistance be to be distributed to a certain class of people, a power must be given somewhere of discriminating theproper objects and of managing the concerns of the institutions that are necessary, but anygreat interference with the affairs of other people is a species of t yranny, and in the common course of thingsthe exercise of this power maybe expected to become grating to those who are driven to ask for support. The tyrannyof Justices, Church-wardens, and

Overseers, is a common complaint among the poor, but the fault does not lie so much in these persons, who probabl y, before theywere in power, were not worse than other people, but in the nature of all such institutions.

The evil isperhapsgone too far t o be remedied, but I feel little doubt in myown mind that if the poor laws had never existed, though there might have been a fewmore instances of verysevere distress, yet that the aggregate mass of happiness among the common people would have been much greater than it is at present.

Mr Pitt´s Poor Bill has the appearance of being framed with benevolent intentions, and the clamour raised against it was in many

30 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

respects ill directed, and unreasonable. But it must be confessed that it possesses in a high degree the great and radical defect of all systems of the kind, that of tending to increase population without increasing the means for its support, and thus to depress thecondition of those that are not supported byparishes, and, consequently, to create more poor.

To remove the wants of the lower classes of societ yis indeed an arduous task. Thetruth is that the pressure of distress on thispart of a communityis an evil so deepl yseated that no human ingenuitycan reach it. Were I to propose a palliative, and palliatives are all that the nature of the case will admit, it should be, in thefirst place, the total abolition of all the present parish-laws. This would at anyrate give libertyand freedom of action to thepeasantryof England, which they can hardlybe said to possess at present. Theywould then be able to settle without interruption, wherever there was a prospect of a greater plentyof work and a higher price for labour. The market of labour would then be free, and those obstacles removed which, as thingsare now, often for a considerable time prevent the price from rising according to the demand.

Secondly, premiums might be given for turning up fresh land, and it possible encouragements held out to agriculture above manufactures, and to tillage above grazing. Everyendeavour should be used to weaken and destroyall those institutionsrelating to corporations, apprenticeships, etc., which cause the labours of agriculture to be worse paid than the labours of tradeand manufactures. For a countrycan never produce itsproper quantityof food while these distinctions remain in favour of artisans. Such encouragements to agriculture would tend to furnish the market with an increasing quantityof healthywork, and at thesame time, byaugmenting the produce of the country, would raise thecomparative price of labour and ameliorate thecondition of the labourer. Being nowin better circumstances, and seeing noprospect of parish assistance, hewould be more able, aswell asmoreinclined, to enter into associationsfor providing against the sickness of himself or family.

Lastly, for cases of extreme distress, countyworkhouses might be established, supported byrates upon the whole kingdom, and free for persons of all counties, and indeed of all nations. The fare should be hard, and those that were able obliged to work. It would be desirable that theyshould not be considered as comfortable asylums in all difficulties, but merelyas places where severe distress might find some alleviation. Apart of these houses might be separated, or others built for a most beneficial purpose, which has not been infrequentlytaken notice of, that of providing a place where anyperson, whether native or foreigner, might do a day´s work at all times and receive the market

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

price for it. Manycases would undoubtedlybe left for the exertion of individual benevolence.

A plan of thiskind, the preliminaryof which should be an abolition of all the present parish laws, seems to be the best calculated to increase the mass of happiness among the common people of

England. To prevent the recurrence of misery, is, alas! beyond the power of man. In the vain endeavour to attain what in the natureof thingsisimpossible, we nowsacrifice not onlypossible but certain benefits. We tell the common people that if theywill submit to a code of t yrannical regulations, theyshall never be in want. Theydo submit to these regulations. Theyperform their part of the contract, but we do not, naycannot, perform ours, and thus thepoor sacrifice the valuable blessing of libertyand receive nothing that can be called an equivalent in return.

Not withstanding, then, theinstitution of the poor laws in England,

I think it will be allowed that considering the state of the lower classes altogether, both in the towns and in the country, the distresses which theysuffer from thewant of proper and sufficient food, from hard labour and unwholesome habitations, must operate asa constant check to incipient population.

To these two great checks to po pulation, in all long occupied countries, which I have called thepreventive and thepositive checks, maybe added vicious customs with respect to women, great cities, unwholesome manufactures, luxury, pestilence, and war.

All these checks maybe fairly resolved into miseryand vice. And that these are thetrue causes of the slowincrease of population in all the states of modern Europe, will appear sufficientlyevident from the comparativelyrapid increase that hasinvariablytaken place whenever these causes have been in anyconsiderable degree removed.

C H A P T E R 6

Newcolonies - Reasons for their rapid increase - North American

Colonies - Extraordinary instance of increase in the back settlements

- Rapidity with which even old states recover the ravages of war, pestilence, famine, or the convulsions of nature.

I T HAS BEEN UNIVERSALLY REMARKED that all newcolonies settled in healthycountries, where therewas plentyof room and food, have constantlyincreased with astonishingrapidityin their population. Some of thecolonies from ancient Greece, in no verylong period, more than equalled their parent states in numbersand strength. And not to dwell on remote instances, the European settlements in the newworld bear ample testimonyto the truth of a remark, which, indeed, hasnever, that

I knowof, been doubted. Aplentyof rich land, to be had for little or nothing, isso powerful a cause of population asto overcome all other obstacles. No settlements could well have been worse managed than those of Spain in Mexico, Peru, and Quito. Thetyranny, superstition, and vices of the mother-countrywere introduced in ample quantities among her children. Exorbitant taxes were exacted bythe Crown. The most arbitraryrestrictions were imposed on their trade. And the governors were not behind hand in rapacityand extortion for themselves as well as their master. Yet, under all these difficulties, the col onies made a quick progress in population. Thecityof Lima, founded since theconquest, isrepresented byUlloa as containing fift y thousand inhabitants near fift yyears ago. Quito, which had been but a hamlet of indians, isrepresented bythe same author as in his time equallypopulous. Mexico is said to contain a hundred thousand inhabitants, which, notwithstanding theexaggerationsof the Spanish writers, is supposed to be five times greater than what it. contained in the time of Montezuma.

In thePortuguese col onyof Brazil, governed with almost equal tyranny, there were supposed to be, thirtyyears since, six hundred thousand inhabitants of European extraction.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

The Dutch and French colonies, though under thegovernment of exclusive companies of merchants, which, asDr Adam Smith says ver y justl y, is the worst of all possible governments, still persisted in thriving under everydisadvantage.

But the English North American colonies, nowthe powerful people of the United States of America, made byfar the most rapid progress. To the plentyof good land which theypossessed in common with the Spanish and Portuguese settlements, theyadded a greater degree of libertyand equality. Though not without some restrictions on their foreign commerce, theywere allowed a perfect libertyof managing their own internal affairs. The political institutions that prevailed were favourable to thealienation and division of property.

Landsthat were not cultivated bythe proprietor within a limited time were declared grantable to anyother person. In Pennsylvania there was no right of primogeniture, and in the provinces of NewEngland the eldest had onlya double share. There were no tithes in anyof the

States, and scarcelyanytaxes. And on account of the extreme cheapness of good land a capital could not be more advantageousl y employed than in agriculture, which at the same timethat it supplies the greatest quantityof healthywork affords much the most valuable produce to the societ y.

The consequence of these favourable circumstances united was a rapidityof increase probabl ywithout parallel in history. Throughout all the northern colonies, the population was found to double itself in twenty-fi ve years. Theoriginal number of persons who had settled in the four provinces of newEngland in 1643 was 21,200.(I take these figures from Dr Price´s two volumes of Observations; not having Dr

St yles´ pamphlet, from which hequotes, byme.) Afterwards, it is supposed that more left them than went to them. In the year 1760, they were increased to half a million. Theyhad therefore all along doubled their own number in twenty-five years. In NewJerseythe period of doubling appeared to be twenty-t wo years; and in Rhode island still less. In the back settlements, where the inhabitants applied themselves solel yto agriculture, and luxurywas not known, theywere found to double their own number in fifteen years, a most extraordinaryinstance of increase. Along thesea coast, which would naturallybe first inhabited, the period of doubling was about thirty-five years; and in some of the maritime towns, thepopulation was absolutelyat a stand.

(In instances of this kind the powers of the earth appear to be full y equal to answer it the demandsfor food that can be madeupon it by man. But we should be led into an error if we were thence to suppose that population and food ever reallyincrease in the same ratio. The one is still a geometrical and the other an arithmetical ratio, that is, one

34 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

increases bymultiplication, and the other byaddition. Where there are fewpeople, and a great quantityof fertile land, the power of the earth to afford a yearlyincrease of food maybe compared to a great reservoir of water, supplied bya moderatestream. Thefaster population increases, the more help will be got to drawoff the water, and consequentlyan increasing quantitywill be taken ever y year. But the sooner, undoubtedl y, will the reservoir be exhausted, and the streams onlyremain. When acre has been added to acre, till all the fertileland is occupied, the yearlyincrease of food will depend upon the amelioration of theland alreadyin possessi on; and even this moderate stream will be graduallydiminishing. But population, could it be supplied with food, would go on with unexhausted vigour, and theincrease of one period would furnish thepower of a greater increase the next, and this without anylimit.)

These facts seem to shewthat population increases exactlyin the proportion that thetwo great checks to it, miseryand vice, areremoved, and that there isnot a truer criterion of the happiness and innocence of a people than the rapidityof their increase. The unwholesomeness of towns, to which some personsare necessarilydriven from the nature of their trades, must be considered asa species of misery, and everythe slightest check to marriage, from a prospect of the difficult yof maintaining a family, maybe fairlyclassed under the same head. In short it is difficult to conceive anycheck to population which does not come under the description of some species of miseryor vice.

The population of the thirteen American States before the war was reckoned at about three millions. Nobodyimagines that Great Britain is less populous at present for the emigration of the small parent stock that produced these numbers. On thecontrary, a certain degree of emigration is known to be fa vourable to the population of the mother country. It has been particularlyremarked that thetwo Spanish provinces from which thegreatest number of people emigrated to

America, became in consequence more populous. Whatever was the original number of British emigrantsthat increased so fast in theNorth

American Colonies, let us ask, whydoes not an equal number produce an equal increase in thesame time in Great Britain? Thegreat and obvi ous cause to be assigned is thewant of room and food, or, in other words, misery, and that this isa much more powerful cause even than vice appearssufficientlyevident from therapiditywith which even old states recover the desolationsof war, pestilence, or the accidents of nature. Theyare then for a short timeplaced a little in thesituation of newstates, and the effect is always answerable to what might be expected. If the industryof the inhabitants be not destroyed by fear or tyranny, subsistence will soon increase beyond the wantsof the reduced

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

numbers, and the invariable consequence will be that population which before, perhaps, was nearlystationary, will begin immediatelyto increase.

The fertile province of Flanders, which has been so often the seat of themost destructive wars, after a respite of a fewyears, hasappeared always as fruitful and aspopulous as ever. Even thePalatinate lifted up its head again after theexecrable ravages of Louis the Fourteenth. The effects of the dreadful plague in London in 1666 were not perceptible fifteen or twenty years afterwards. The traces of the most destructive famines in China and Indostan are byall accounts verysoon obliterated. It mayeven be doubted whether Turkeyand Egypt are upon an average much less populous for the plagues that periodically laythem waste. Ifthe number of people which theycontain be less now than formerly, it is, probabl y, rather to be attributed to the tyrannyand oppression of the government under which theygroan, and the consequent discouragementsto agriculture, than to the loss which they sustain bythe plague. The most tremendous convulsionsof nature, such as volcanic eruptions and earthquakes, if theydo not happen so frequentlyas to drive awaythe inhabitants, or to destroytheir spirit of industry, have but a trifling effect on the average population of any state. Naples, and the countryunder Vesuvius, are still verypopulous, notwithstanding the repeated eruptionsof that mountain. And Lisbon and Lima are now, probabl y, nearlyin thesame state with regard to population as theywere before the last earthquakes.

C H A P T E R 7

A probable cause of epidemics - Extracts fromMr Suessmilch´s tables - Periodical returns of sickly seasons to be expected in certain cases - Proportion of births to burials for short periods in any country an inadequate criterion of the real average increase of population - Best criterion of a permanent increase of population -

Great frugality of living one of the causes of the famines of China and Indostan - Evil tendency of one of the clauses in Mr Pitt´s Poor

Bill - Only one proper way of encouraging population - Causes of the

Happiness of nations - Famine, the last and most dreadful mode by which nature represses a redundant population - The three propositions considered as established.

B Y GREAT ATTENTION TO CLEANLINESS , the plague seems at length to be completel yexpelled from London. But it is not improbable that among the secondarycauses that produce even sicklyseasons and epidemics ought to be ranked a crowded population and unwholesome and insufficient food. I have been led to this remark, bylooking over some of the tables of Mr Suessmilch, which Dr Price has extracted in one of his notes to the postscript on the controversyrespecting the population of England and Wales. Theyare considered as verycorrect, and if such tables were general, theywould throwgreat light on the different ways bywhich population is repressed and prevented from increasing beyond the means of subsistence in anycountry. I will extract a part of the tables, with Dr Price´s remarks.

I N THE KINGDOM 0FPRUSSIA, AND DUKEDOM OF

LITHUANIA

Mar- Proportion Proportion

Annual Average Births Burials riages of Births to of Births to

Marriages Burials

10 Yrs to 1702 21,963 14,718 5,928 37 to 10 150 to 100

5 Yrsto 1716 21,602 11,984 4,968 37 to 10 180 to 100

5 Yrsto 1756 28,392 19,154 5,599 50 to 10 148 to 100

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

`N.B. In 1709 and 1710, a pestilence carried off 247,733 of the inhabitantsof this country, and in 1736 and 1737, epidemics prevailed, which again checked its increase.´

It maybe remarked, that the greatest proportion of births to burials, was in thefive years after the great pestilence.

DU CHY OF POMERANIA

Mar- Proportion Proportion

Annual Average Births Burials riages of Births to of Births to

Marriages Burials

6 yrs to 1702 6,540 4,647 1,810 36 to 10 140 to 100

6 yrs to 1708 7,455 4,208 1,875 39 to 10 177 to 100

6 yrs to 1726 8,432 5,627 2,131 39 to 10 150 to 100

6 yrs to 1756 12,767 9,281 2,957 43 to 10 137 to 100

`In this instance the inhabitants appear to have been almost doubled in fift y-six years, no verybad epidemics having once interrupted the increase, but thethree years immediatelyfollowing the last period (to

1759) were so sicklythat the births were sunk to 10,229 and theburials raised to 15,068.´

Is it not probable that in thiscase the number of inhabitants had increased faster than the food and the accommodationsnecessaryto preserve them in health? The mass of the people would, upon this supposition, be obliged to live harder, and a greater number would be crowded together in one house, and it isnot surelyimprobable that these were among thenatural causes that produced the three sickly years. These causes mayproduce such an effect, though the country, absolutel yconsidered, maynot be extremelycrowded and populous. In a countryeven thinlyinhabited, if an increase of population take place, before more food is raised, and more houses are built, theinhabitants must be distressed in some degree for room and subsistence. Were the marriages in England, for thenext eight or ten years, to be more prolifick than usual, or even were a greater number of marriages than usual to take place, supposing thenumber of houses to remain the same, instead of five or six to a cottage, there must be seven or eight, and this, added to the necessityof harder living, would probabl yhave a ver yunfavourable effect on the health of the common people.

NEUMARK OF BRANDENBURGH

Mar- Proportion P roportion

Annual Average Births Burials riages of Births to of Births to

Marriages Burials

5 yrs to 1701 5,433 3,483 1,436 37 to 10 155 to 100

38 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

5 yrs to 1726 7,012 4,254 1,713 40 to 10 164 to 100

5 yrs to 1756 7,978 5,567 1,891 42 to 10 143 to 100

`Epidemics prevailed for six years, from 1736, to 1741, which checked the increase.´

DUKEDOM OF MAGDEBURGH

Mar- Proportion Proportion

Annual Average Births Burials riages of Births to of Births to

Marriages Burials

5 yrs to 1702 6,431 4,103 1,681 38 to 10 156 to 100

5 yrs to 1717 7,590 5,335 2,076 36 to 10 142 to 100

5 yrs to 1756 8,850 8,069 2,193 40 to 10 109 to 100

`The years 1738, 1740, 1750, and 1751, were particularlysickl y.´

For further information on this subject, I refer thereader to Mr

Suessmilch´stables. Theextractsthat I have made are sufficient to shewthe periodical, though irregular, returnsof sickl yseasons, and it seems highlyprobable that a scantiness of room and food was one of the principal causes that occasioned them.

It appears from the tables that these countries were increasing rather fast for old states, notwithstanding theoccasional seasonsthat prevailed. Cultivation must have been improving, and marriages, consequently, encouraged. For the checks to population appear to have been rather of the positive, than of the preventive kind. When from a prospect of increasing plentyin anycountry, the weight that represses population is in some degree removed, it is highlyprobable that the motion will be continued beyond theoperation of the cause that first impelled it. Or, to be more particular, when the increasing produce of a country, and the increasing demand for labour, so far amelioratethe condition of the labourer as greatlyto encourage marriage, it is probable that thecustom of earlymarriages will continue till the population of the countryhas gone beyond theincreased produce, and sickl yseasons appear to be the natural and necessaryconsequence. I should expect, therefore, that those countries where subsistence was increasing sufficiencyat times to encourage population but not to answer all itsdemands, would be more subject to periodical epidemics than those where the population could more completelyaccommodate itself to the average produce.

An observation theco nverse of this will probabl yalso be found true. In those countries that aresubject to periodical sicknesses, the increase of population, or theexcess of birthsabove the burials, will be greater in the intervals of these periods than is usual, caeteris paribus,

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

in the countries not so much subject to such disorders. If Turkeyand

Egypt have been nearlystationaryin their average population for the last century, in the intervals of their periodical plagues, thebirths must have exceeded the burials in a greater proportion than in such countries as France and England.

The average proportion of births to burialsin anycountryfor a period of five to ten years, will hence appear to be a veryinadequate criterion bywhich to judge of its real progress in population. This proportion certainlyshews the rate of increase during those five or ten years; but we can byno means thence infer what had been the increase for thetwenty years before, or what would be the increase for the twentyyears after. Dr Price observes that Sweden, Norwa y, Russia, and the kingdom of Naples, are increasing fast; but theextractsfrom registers that he has given arenot for periods of sufficient extent to establish the fact. It is highlyprobable, however, that Sweden, Norway, and Russia, are reallyincreasing their population, though not at the rate that the proportion of births to burials for the short periods that Dr Price takes would seem to shew. (See Dr Price´s Observations, Vol. ii, postscript to the controversyon the population of England and Wales.)

For five years, ending in 1777, theproportion of birthsto burials in the kingdom of Naples was 144 to 100, but there is reason to suppose that this proportion would indicate an increase much greater than would be reallyfound to have taken place in that kingdom during a period of a hundred years.

Dr Short compared the registers of manyvillages and market towns in England for two periods; the first, from Queen Elizabeth tothe middle of the last century, and thesecond, from different years at the end of the last centuryto the middle of the present. And from a comparison of these extracts, it appearsthat in theformer period the birthsexceeded the burials in the proportion of 124 to 100, but in the latter, onlyin the proportion of 111 to 100. Dr Price thinks that the registers in the former period are not to be depended upon, but, probabl y, in thisinstance theydo not give incorrect proportions. At least thereare manyreasons for expecting to find a greater excess of birthsabove the burialsin theformer period than in thelatter. In the natural progress of the population of anycountry, moregood land will, caeteris paribus, be taken into cultivation in theearlier stages of it than in the later. (I say`caeteris paribus´, because theincrease of the produce of anycountrywill alwa ys verygreatlydepend on the spirit of industrythat prevails, and thewa yin which it is directed. The knowledge and habits of the people, and other temporarycauses, particularlythe degree of civil libertyand equalityexisting at the time, must always have great influence in exciting and directing this spirit.)

40 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

And a greater proportional yearlyincrease of produce will almost invariablybe followed by a greater proportional increase of population.

But, besides this great cause, which would naturallygive theexcess of birthsabove burials greater at the end of Queen Elizabeth´sreign than in the middle of the present century, I cannot help thinking that the occasional ravages of the plague in the former period must have had some tendencyto increase thisproportion. If an average of ten years had been taken in theintervalsof the returns of this dreadful disorder, or if theyears of plague had been rejected as accidental, the registers would certainlygive the proportion of births to burialstoo high for the real average increase of the population. For some fewyears after the great plague in 1666, it is probable that there was a more than usual excess of births above burials, particularlyif Dr Price´s opinion be founded, that England was more populous at the revolution (which happened onlytwenty-two years afterwards) than it is at present.

Mr King, in 1693, stated theproportion of the birthsto the burials throughout the Kingdom, exclusive of London, as115 to 100. Dr Short makes it, in the middle of the present century, 111 to 100, including

London. The proportion in France for five years, ending in 1774, was

117 to 100. If these statementsare near the truth; and if there are no ver ygreat variations at particular periods in theproportions, it would appear that the population of France and England has accommodated itself ver ynearlyto the average produce of each country. The discouragementsto marriage, theconsequent vicious habits, war, luxury, the silent though certain depopulation of large towns, and the close habitations, and insufficient food of manyof the poor, prevent population from increasing beyond the means of subsistence; and, if I mayuse an expression which certainlyat first appearsstrange, supercede the necessit yof great and ravaging epidemics torepress what is redundant. Were a wasting plague to sweep off two millions in

England, and six millionsin France, there can be no doubt whatever that, after theinhabitants had recovered from thedreadful shock, the proportion of births to burialswould be much above what it is in either countryat present.

In NewJersey, theproportion of birthsto deaths on an average of seven years, ending in 1743, was as 300 to 100. In France and England, taking the highest proportion, it is as117 to 100. Great and astonishing as this difference is, we ought not to be so wonder-struck at it as to attribute it to the miraculous interposition of heaven. The causes of it are not remote, latent and mysterious; but near us, round about us, and open to the investigation of ever yinquiring mind. It accords with the most liberal spirit of philosoph yto suppose that not a stone can fall, or a plant rise, without the immediate agencyof divine power. But we

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

knowfrom experience that these operations of what we call nature have been conducted almost invariablyaccording to fixed laws. And since the world began, the causes of population and depopulation have probabl ybeen as constant as anyof the laws of naturewith which we are acquainted.

The passion between the sexes has appeared in ever yage to be so nearlythe same that it mayalwa ys be considered, in algebraic language, asa given quantity. The great lawof necessit ywhich prevents population from increasing in anycountrybeyond the food which it can either produce or acquire, is a lawso open to our view, so obvi ous and evident to our understandings, and so completely confirmed bythe experience of everyage, that we cannot for a moment doubt it. Thedifferent modes which nature takes to prevent or repress a redundant population do not appear, indeed, to usso certain and regular, but though we cannot alwa ys predict the mode we maywith certaintypredict the fact. If theproportion of birthsto deaths for a few years indicate an increase of numbers much beyond the proportional increased or acquired produce of the country, we maybe perfectl y certain that unless an emigration takes place, the deaths will shortly exceed the births; and that the increase that had taken place for a few years cannot be the real average increase of the population of the country. Were there no other depopulating causes, everycountry would, without doubt, be subject to periodical pestilences or famine.

The onlytrue criterion of a real and permanent increase in the population of anycountryis theincrease of the means of subsistence.

But even, this criterion issubject to some slight variations which are, however, completelyopen to our viewand observations. In some countries population appearsto have been forced, that is, thepeople have been habituated bydegrees to live almost upon the smallest possibl e quantityof food. There must have been periods in such counties when population increased permanently, without an increase in the meansof subsistence. China seems to answer to thisdescription.

If theaccounts we have of it are to be trusted, the lower classes of people are in the habit of living almost upon the smallest possible quantityof food and are glad to get anyputrid offals that European labourerswould rather starve than eat. The lawin China which permits parents to expose their children hastended principallythusto force the population. A nation in thisstate must necessarilybe subject to famines. Where a countryis so populous in proportion to the means of subsistence that theaverage produce of it is but barelysufficient to support the lives of the inhabitants, anydeficiencyfrom the badness of seasons must be fatal. It is probable that the veryfrugal manner in

42 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

which the Gentoos are in the habit of living contributes in some degree to the famines of Indostan.

In America, where the reward of labour is at present so liberal, the lower classes might retrench veryconsiderablyin a year of scarcity without materiallydistressing themselves. A famine therefore seems to be almost impossible. It maybe expect ed that in the progress of the population of America, thelabourers will in time be much less liberally rewarded. The numbers will in this case permanentlyincrease without a proportional increase in themeansof subsistence.

In thedifferent states of Europe there must be some variations in the proportion between the number of inhabitantsand the quantityof food consumed, arising from the different habits of living that prevail in each state. The labourersof the South of England are so accustomed to eat fine wheaten bread that theywill suffer themselves to be half starved before theywill submit to live like the Scotch peasants. They might perhaps in time, bythe constant operation of the hard lawof necessit y, be reduced to live even like theLower Chinese, and the countrywould then, with the same quantityof food, support a greater population. But to effect thismust always be a most difficult, and, ever yfriend to humanitywill hope, an abortive attempt. Nothing is so common asto hear of encouragementsthat ought to be given to population. If thetendencyof mankind to increase be so great asI have represented it to be, it mayappear strange that thisincrease does not come when it is thus repeatedlycalled for. Thetruereason is that the demand for a greater population is made without preparing the funds necessaryto support it. Increase the demand for agricultural labour by promoting cultivation, and with it consequentlyincrease the produce of the country, and ameliorate thecondition of the labourer, and no apprehensions whatever need be entertained of the proportional increase of population. An attempt to effect thispurpose in anyother wa yis vicious, cruel, and tyrannical, and in anystate of tolerable freedom cannot therefore succeed. It mayappear to be the interest of the rulers, and the rich of a state, to force population, and therebylower the price of labour, and consequentlytheexpense of fleets and armies, and the cost of manufactures for foreign sale; but ever yattempt of the kind should be carefullywatched and strenuouslyresisted bythe friends of the poor, particularlywhen it comes under the deceitful garb of benevolence, and is likely, on that account, to be cheerfullyand cordiallyreceived bythe common people.

I entirelyacquit Mr Pitt of anysinister intention in that clause of his Poor Bill which allows a shilling a week to everylabourer for each child hehasabove three. I confess, that before thebill was brought into

Parliament, and for some time after, I thought that such a regulation

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

would be highlybeneficial, but further reflection on the subject has convinced me that if itsobject be to better the condition of the poor, it is calculated to defeat the verypurpose which it hasin view. It has no tendencythat I can discover to increase the produce of the country, and if. It tend to increase thepopulation, without increasing the produce, the necessaryand inevitable consequence appears to be that the same produce must be divided among a greater number, and consequently that a day´s labour will purchase a smaller quantityof provisions, and the poor therefore in general must be more distressed.

I have ment ioned some cases wherepopulation maypermanently increase without a proportional increase in the means of subsistence.

But it isevident that the variation in different states, between the food and the numbers supported byit, is restricted to a limit beyond which it cannot pass. In ever ycountry, thepopulation of which is not absolutel y decreasing, thefood must be necessarilysuffi cient to support, and to continue, the race of labourers.

Other circumstances being the same, it maybe affirmed that countries arepopulous according to thequantityof human food which theyproduce, and happyaccording to the liberalitywith which that food is divided, or the quantitywhich a day´s labour will purchase.

Corn countries are more populous than pasture countries, and rice countries more populous than corn countries. The lands in England are not suited torice, but theywould all bear potatoes; and Dr Adam Smith observes that if potatoes were to become the favourite vegetable food of thecommon people, and if thesame quantityof land was employed in their culture as is nowemployed in the culture of corn, the country would be able to support a much greater population, and would consequentlyin a veryshort time have it.

The happiness of a countrydoes not depen d, absolutely, upon its povertyor its riches, upon itsyouth or its age, upon its being thinlyor full yinhabited, but upon the rapiditywith which it is increasing, upon the degree in which the yearlyincrease of food approaches to theyearly increase of an unrestricted population. Thisapproximation is always the nearest in newcolonies, where theknowledge and industryof an old stateoperate on the fertile unappropriated land of a newone. In other cases, the youth or the age of a state is not in this respect of ver y great importance. It is probable that thefood of Great Britain isdivided in as great plentyto the inhabitants, at the present period, as it was two thousand, three thousand, or four thousand years ago. And there is reason to believe that the poor and thinlyinhabited tracts of theScotch

Highlands are as much distressed byan overcharged population as the rich and populous province of Flanders.

44 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

Were a countrynever to be overrun bya people more advanced in arts, but left to itsown natural progress in civilization; from the time that its produce might be considered as an unit, to the time that it might be considered as a million, during thelapse of manyhundred years, there would not be a singleperiod when themass of thepeople could be said to be free from distress, either directlyor indirectly, for want of food. In ever ystate in Europe, since we have first had accountsof it, millions and millions of human existences have been repressed from this simple cause; though perhaps in some of these states an absolute famine has never been known.

Famineseems to be thelast, themost dreadful resource of nature.

The power of population is so superior to the power in the earth to produce subsistence for man, that prematuredeath must in some shape or other visit the human race. The vices of mankind areactive and able ministersof depopulation. Theyare the precursorsin thegreat armyof destruction; and often finish thedreadful work themselves. But should theyfail in thiswar of extermination, sicklyseasons, epidemics, pestilence, and plague, advance in terrific array, and sweep off their thousands and ten thousands. Should success be still incomplete, gigantic inevitable faminestalks in the rear, and with one mightybl ow levels the population with thefood of the world.

Must it not then be acknowledged byan attentive examiner of the histories of mankind, that in ever yage and in everystate in which man has existed, or does nowexist.

That the increase of population is necessaril ylimited bythe means of subsistence.

That population does invariablyincrease when themeansof subsistence increase. And that the superior power of population it repressed, and the actual population kept equal to themeansof subsistence, bymiseryand vice?

C H A P T E R 8

Mr Wallace - Error of supposing that the difficulty arising from population is at a great distance - Mr Condorcet´s sketch of the progress of the human mind - Period when the oscillation, mentioned by Mr Condorcet, ought to be applied to thehuman race.

T O A PERSON WHO DRAWS THE PRECEDING OBVIOUS INFERENCES , from a viewof the past and present state of mankind, it cannot but be a matter of astonishment that all thewriters on the perfectibilityof man and of societ ywho have noticed the argument of an overcharged population, treat it always ver yslightlyand invariablyrepresent the difficulties arising from it as at a great and almost immeasurable distance. Even Mr Wallace, who thought the argument itself of so much weight as to destroyhis whole system of equality, did not seem to be aware that anydiffi cultywould occur from thiscause till the whole earth had been cultivated like a garden and was incapable of anyfurther increase of produce. Were thisreallythe case, and were a beautiful system of equalityin other respects practicable, I cannot think that our ardour in thepursuit of such a scheme ought to be damped bythe contemplation of so remote a difficulty. An event at such a distance might fairlybe left to providence, but the truth is that if the viewof the argument given in thisEssaybe just the difficulty, so far from being remote, would be imminent and immediate. At ever yperiod during the progress of cultivation, from thepresent moment to the time when the whole earth was become like a garden, thedistress for want of food would be constantlypressing on all mankind, if theywere equal.

Though theproduce of the earth might be increasing ever y year, population would be increasing much faster, and the redundancymust necessarilybe repressed bythe periodical or constant action of misery or vice.

Mr Condorcet´s Esquisse d´un Tableau Historique des Progres de l´Esprit Humain, was written, it issaid, under the pressure of that cruel proscription which terminated in hisdeath. If he had no hopes of its being seen during his life and of its interesting France in his favour, it is

46 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

a singular instance of the attachment of a man to principles, which ever yday´s experience was so fatallyfor himself contradicting. To see the human mind in one of the most enlightened nations of the world, and after a lapse of some thousand years, debased bysuch a fermentation of disgusting passions, of fear, cruelty, malice, revenge, ambition, madness, and follyas would have disgraced the most savage nation in the most barbarous age must have been such a tremendous shock to hisideasof the necessaryand inevitable progress of the human mind that nothing but thefirmest conviction of the truth of his principles, in spite of all appearances, could have withstood.

Thisposthumous publication isonlya sketch of a much larger work, which heproposed should be executed. It necessarily, therefore, wants that detail and application which can alone prove the truth of any theory. A fewobservations will be sufficient to shewhowcompletely the theoryis contradicted when it is applied to the real, and not to an imaginary, stateof things.

In thelast division of the work, which treats of the futureprogress of man towards perfection, he says, that comparing, in the different civilized nations of Europe, the actual population with theextent of territory, and observing their cultivation, their industry, their divisions of labour, and their means of subsistence, we shall see that it would be impossible to preserve the same meansof subsistence, and, consequently, the same population, without a number of individuals who have no other meansof supplying their wantsthan their industry.

Having allowed the necessityof such a class of men, and adverting afterwardsto theprecarious revenue of those families that would depend so entirelyon the life and health of their chief, he says, very justl y: `There existsthen, a necessarycause of inequality, of dependence, and even of misery, which menaces, without ceasing, the most numerous and active class of our societies.´ (To save time and long quotations, I shall here give the substance of some of Mr

Condorcet´s sentiments, and hope I shall not misrepresent them. But I refer thereader to the work itself, which will amuse, if it does not convince him.) Thedifficult yis just and well stated, and I am afraid that the mode bywhich he proposes it should be removed will be found inefficacious. Bythe application of calculationsto theprobabilities of life and the interest of money, he proposes that a fund should be established which should assure to the old an assistance, produced, in part, bytheir own former savings, and, in part, bythe savings of individuals who in making the same sacrifice die before theyreap the benefit of it. Thesame, or a similar fund, should give assistance to women and children who lose their husbands, or fathers, and afford a capital to those who were of an age to found a newfamily, sufficient

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

for theproper development of their industry. These establishments, he observes, might be made in the name and under the protection of the societ y. Going still further, he says that, bythe just application of calculations, means might be found of more completelypreserving a state of equality, bypreventing credit from being theexclusive privilege of great fortunes, and yet giving it a basis equallysolid, and byrendering theprogress of industry, and theactivityof commerce, less dependent on great capitalists.

Such establishmentsand calculations mayappear verypromising upon paper, but when applied to real life theywill be found to be absolutel ynugatory. Mr Condorcet allows that a class of people which maintainsitself entirelybyindustryis necessaryto ever ystate. Why does he allowthis? No other reason can well be assigned than that he concei ves that the labour necessaryto procuresubsistence for an extended population will not be performed without the goad of necessit y. If byestablishmentsof thiskind of spur to industrybe removed, if the idle and the negligent are placed upon thesamefooting with regard to their credit, and thefuture support of their wives and families, astheactive and industrious, can we expect to see men exert that animated activityin bettering their condition which nowforms the master spring of public prosperity? If an inquisition were to be established to examine the claimsof each individual and to determine whether hehad or had not exerted himself to the utmost, and togrant or refuse assistance accordingly, thiswould be little else than a repetition upon a larger scale of the English poor laws and would be completel y destructive of the true principles of libertyand equality.

But independent of thisgreat objection to these establishments, and supposing for a moment that theywould give no check to productive industry, byfar thegreatest difficultyremainsyet behind.

Were ever yman sureof a comfortable provision for his family, almost ever yman would have one, and were therising generation free from the `killing frost´ of misery, population must rapidlyincrease. Of this Mr Condorcet seems to be fullyaware himself, and after having described further improvements, he says: But in thisprocess of industry and happiness, each generation will be called to more extended enjoyments, and in consequence, bythe physical constitution of the human frame, to an increase in thenumber of individuals. Must not there arrive a period then, when these laws, equallynecessary, shall counteract each other? When theincrease of the number of men surpassing their means of subsistence, the necessaryresult must be either a continual diminution of happiness and population, a movement trulyretrograde, or, at least, a kind of oscillation between good and evil? In societies arrived at this term, will not thisoscillation be a

48 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

constantlysubsisting cause of periodical misery? Will it not mark the limit when all further amelioration will become impossible, and point out that term to theperfectibilityof thehuman race which it mayreach in the course of ages, but can never pass?

He then adds, There is no person who does not see howver y distant such a period isfrom us, but shall we ever arrive at it?It is equallyimpossible to pronounce for or against the future realization of an event which cannot take place but at an era when thehuman race will have attained improvements, of which we can at present scarcely form a conception.

Mr Condorcet´s pictureof what maybe expected to happen when the number of men shall surpassthe means of their subsistence is justly drawn. The oscillation which he describes will certainlytake place and will without doubt be a constantlysubsisting cause of periodical misery. Theonlypoint in which I differ from Mr Condorcet with regard to thispicture is the period when it maybe applied to the human race.

Mr Condorcet thinks that it cannot possibl ybe applicable but at an era extremelydistant. If theproportion between the natural increase of population and food which Ihave given be in anydegree near thetruth, it will appear, on the contrary, that the period when the number of men surpass their means of subsistence has long since arrived, and that this necessit yoscillation, this constantlysubsisting cause of periodical misery, hasexisted ever since we have had anyhistories of mankind, does exist at present, and will for ever continue to exist, unless some decided change take place in the physical constitution of our nature.

Mr Condorcet, however, goes on to saythat should theperiod, which he conceives to be so distant, ever arrive, the human race, and the advocates for theperfectibilityof man, need not be alarmed at it. He then proceeds to remove the difficult yin a manner which I profess not to understand. Having observed, that the ridiculous prejudices of superstition would bythat time have ceased to throwover morals a corrupt and degrading austerity, he alludes, either to a promiscuous concubinage, which would prevent breeding, or to something else as unnatural. To remove thedifficult yin thiswa ywill, surely, in the opinion of most men, be to destroythat virtue and purityof manners, which the advocates of equality, and of the perfectibilityof man, profess to be the end and object of their views.

C H A P T E R 9

Mr Condorcet´s conjecture concerning the organic perfectibility of man, and the indefinite prolongation of human life - Fallacy of the argument, which infers an unlimited progress from a partial improvement, the limit of which cannot be ascertained, illustrated in the breeding of animals, and thecultivation of plants.

T HE LAST QUESTION WHICH M R C ONDORCET PROPOSES for examination is the organic perfectibilityof man. He observes that if theproofs which have been alreadygiven and which, in their development will receive greater force in the work itself, are sufficient to establish the indefinite perfectibilityof man upon the supposition of the samenatural faculties and thesameorganization which he has at present, what will be the certainty, what theextent of our hope, if this organization, these natural faculties themselves, are susceptible of amelioration?

From the improvement of medicine, from the use of more wholesome food and habitations, from a manner of living which will improve the strength of the bodybyexercise without impairing it by excess, from thedestruction of the two great causes of the degradation of man, misery, and too great riches, from the gradual removal of transmissible and contagious disorders bythe improvement of physical knowledge, rendered more efficacious bythe progress of reason and of social order, he infersthat though man will not absolutel ybecom e immortal, yet that the duration between his birth and natural death will increase without ceasing, will have no assignable term, and may properlybe expressed bythe word `indefinite´. He then defines this word tomean either a constant approach toan unlimited extent, without ever reaching it, or an increase. In theimmensityof ages to an extent greater than anyassignable quantity.

But surelythe application of thisterm in either of these senses to the duration of human life is in the highest degree unphilosophical and totallyunwarranted byanyappearances in the laws of nature.

Variations from different causes are essentiallydistinct from a regular and unretrograde increase. Theaverage duration of human life will to a

50 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

certain degree varyfrom healthyor unhealthyclimates, from wholesome or unwholesome food, from virtuous or vicious manners, and other causes, but it maybe fairlydoubted whether there is really the smallest perceptible advance in the natural duration of human life since first we have had anyauthentic historyof man. The prejudices of all ages have indeed been directlycontraryto thissupposition, and though I would not laymuch stress upon these prejudices, theywill in some measure tend to prove that there hasbeen no marked advance in an opposite direction.

It mayperhaps be said that theworld isyet so young, so completel yin its infancy, that it ought not to be expected that any difference should appear so soon.

If this be the case, there isat once an end of all human science. The whole train of reasonings from effects to causes will be destroyed. We mayshut our eyes to the book of nature, asit will no longer be of any use to read it. The wildest and most improbable conjectures maybe advanced with asmuch certaintyas the most just and sublime theories, founded on careful and reiterated experiments. We mayreturn again to the old mode of philosophising and make facts bend to systems, instead of establishing systems upon facts. Thegrand and consistent theoryof

Newton will be placed upon thesamefooting asthe wild and eccentric hypotheses of Descartes. In short, if the laws of nature are thusfickle and inconstant, if it can be affirmed and be believed that theywill change, when for ages and ages theyhave appeared immutable, the human mind will no longer have anyincitements to inquiry, but must remain fixed in inactive torpor, or amuse itself onlyin bewildering dreams and extravagant fancies.

The constancyof the laws of nature and of effects and causes is the foundation of all human knowledge, though far be it from me to say that the same power which framed and executes the laws of naturemay not change them all `in a moment, in the twinkling of an eye.´ Such a change mayundoubtedl yhappen. All that I mean to sayis that it is impossible to infer it from reasoning. If without anyprevious observable sympt oms or indications of a change, we can infer that a change will take place, we mayas well make anyassertion whatever and think it asunreasonable to be contradicted in affirming that the moon will come in contact with theearth tomorrow, asin saying that the sun will rise at its usual time.

With regard to the duration of human life, there does not appear to have existed from the earliest ages of the world to thepresent moment the smallest permanent symptom or indication of increasing prolongation. The observable effects of climate, habit, diet, and other causes, on length of life have furnished thepretext for asserting its

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

indefinite extension; and the sandyfoundation on which the argument rests is that because thelimit of human life is undefined; because you cannot mark itsprecise term, and sayso far exactlyshall it go and no further; that therefore its extent mayincrease for ever, and be properly termed indefinite or unlimited. But the fallacyand absurdityof this argument will sufficientlyappear from a slight examination of what Mr

Condorcet calls the organic perfectibility, or degeneration, of the race of plants and animals, which he says maybe regarded asone of the general laws of nature.

I am told that it isa maxim among the improvers of cattle that you maybreed to anydegree of nicet yyou please, and theyfound this maxim upon another, which is that some of the offspring will possess the desirable qualities of the parents in a greater degree. In the famous

Leicestershire breed of sheep, the object is to procure them with small headsand small legs. Proceeding upon these breeding maxims, it is evident that we might go on till the heads and legs were evanescent quantities, but this isso palpable an absurditythat we maybe quite sure that the premises are not just and that there reallyis a limit, though we cannot see it or sayexactl ywhere it is. In thiscase, thepoint of the greatest degree of improvement, or the smallest size of thehead and legs, maybe said to be undefined, but this is verydifferent from unlimited, or from indefinite, in Mr Condorcet´s acceptation of the term. Though I maynot be able in the present instance to mark the limit at which further improvement will stop, I can veryeasil ymention a point at which it will not arrive. I should not scruple to assert that were the breeding to continue for ever, the head and legs of these sheep would never be so small asthe head and legs of a rat.

It cannot be true, therefore, that among animals, some of the offspring will possess the desirable qualities of the parents in a greater degree, or that animals are indefinitelyperfectible.

The progress of a wild plant toa beautiful garden flower isperhaps more marked and striking than anything that takes place among animals, yet even here it would be the height of absurdityto assert that the progress was unlimited or indefinite.

One of the most obvi ous features of the improvement isthe increase of size. The flower has grown graduallylarger bycultivation.

If theprogress were reallyunlimited it might be increased ad infinitum, but thisisso gross an absurditythat we maybe quite sure that among plants as well asamong animals there is a limit to improvement, though we do not exactlyknow where it is. It is probable that the gardeners who contend for flower prizes have often applied stronger dressing without success. At the same time it would be highlypresumptuous in anyman to saythat he had seen thefinest carnation or anemone that

52 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

could ever be madeto grow. He might however assert without the smallest chance of being contradicted bya future fact, that no carnation or anemone could ever bycultivation be increased to the size of a large cabbage; and yet there are assignable quantities much greater than a cabbage. No man can saythat he hasseen thelargest ear of wheat, or the largest oak that could ever grow; but he might easily, and with perfect certainty, name a point of magnitude at which theywould not arrive. In all these cases therefore, a careful distinction should be made, bet ween an unlimited progress, and a progress where the limit is merely undefined.

It will be said, perhaps, that thereason whyplants and animals cannot increase indefinitelyin size is, that theywould fall bytheir own weight. I answer, howdo we knowthisbut from experience? -- from experience of the degree of strength with which these bodies are formed. I knowthat a carnation, long before it reached the sizeof a cabbage, would not be supported byits stalk, but I onlyknowthisfrom myexperience of the weakness and want of tenacityin thematerials of a carnation stalk. There are manysubstances in nature of the same size that would support as large a head as a cabbage.

The reasons of the mortalityof plantsareat present perfectl y unknown to us. No man can saywh ysuch a plant is annual, another biennial, and another endures for ages. The whole affair in all these cases, in plants, animals, and in the human race, isan affair of experience, and I onlyconclude that man is mortal because the invariable experience of all ages hasproved the mortalityof those materials of which hisvisible bodyis made:

What can we reason, but from what we know?

Sound philosophywill not authorize me to alter this opinion of the mortalityof man on earth, till it can be clearlyproved that the human race has made, and is making, a decided progress towards an illimitable extent of life. And the chief reason whyI adduced the two particular instances from animals and plants was to expose and illustrate, if I could, the fallacyof that argument which infers an unlimited progress, merelybecause some partial improvement has taken place, and that the limit of this improvement cannot be precisel yascertained.

The capacityof improvement in plants and animals, to a certain degree, no person can possibl ydoubt. A clear and decided progress has alreadybeen made, and yet, I think, it appearsthat it would be highly absurd to saythat this progress hasno limits. In human life, though there are great variationsfrom different causes, it maybe doubt ed whether, since theworld began, anyorganic improvement whatever in the human frame can be clearlyascertained. The foundations, therefore, on which the arguments for the organic perfectibilityof man rest, are

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

unusuallyweak, and can onlybe considered asmere conjectures. It does not, however, byanymeans seem impossible that byan attention to breed, a certain degree of improvement, similar to that among animals, might take place among men. Whether intellect could be communicated maybe a matter of doubt: but size, strength, beauty, complexion, and perhaps even longevityare in a degree transmissible.

The error does not seem to lie in supposing a small degree of improvement possible, but in not discriminating between a small improvement, thelimit of which is undefined, and an improvement reallyunlimited. Asthe human race, however, could not be improved in thiswa y, without condemning all the bad specimens to celibacy, it is not probable that an attention to breed should ever become general;

indeed, I knowof no well-directed attempts of this kind, except in the ancient familyof the Bickerstaffs, who are said to have been very successful in whitening the skins and increasing theheight of their race byprudent marriages, particularlybythat veryjudicious cross with

Maud, themilk-maid, bywhich some capital defects in the constitutionsof the familywere corrected.

It will not be necessary, I think, in order more completelyto shew the improbabilityof anyapproach in man towards immortalityon earth, to urge the verygreat additional weight that an increase in the duration of life would give to the argument of population.

Many, I doubt not, will think that the attempting gravel yto controvert so absurd a paradox astheimmortalityof man on earth, or indeed, even theperfectibilityof man and societ y, is a waste of time and words, and that such unfounded conjectures arebest answered by neglect. I profess, however, to be of a different opinion. When paradoxes of this kind are advanced byingenious and able men, neglect has no tendencyto convince them of their mistakes. Priding themselves on what theyconceive to be a mark of the reach and size of their own understandings, of theextent and comprehensiveness of their views, theywill look upon thisneglect merelyas an indication of poverty, and narrowness, in the mental exertions of their contemporaries, and only think that theworld is not yet prepared toreceive their sublime truths.

On the contrary, a candid investigation of these subjects, accompanied with a perfect readiness to adopt anytheorywarranted by sound philosophy, mayhave a tendencyto convince them that in forming improbable and unfounded hypotheses, so far from enlarging the bounds of human science, theyare contracting it, so far from promoting theimprovement of the human mind, theyare obstructing it;

theyarethrowing us back again almost into theinfancyof knowl edge and weakening the foundations of that mode of philosophising, under the auspices of which science hasof late madesuch rapid advances.

54 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

The present rage for wide and unrestrained speculation seems to be a kind of mental intoxication, arising, perhaps, from the great and unexpected discoveries which have been made of late years, in various branches of science. To men elate and giddywith such successes, ever y thing appeared to be within the grasp of human powers; and, under this illusion, theyconfounded subjects where no real progress could be proved with those where theprogress had been marked, certain, and acknowledged. Could theybe persuaded to sober themselves with a little severe and chastised thinking, theywould see, that the cause of truth, and of sound philosophy, cannot but suffer bysubstituting wild flights and unsupported assertions for patient investigation, and well authenticated proofs.

Mr Condorcet´s book maybe considered not onlyas a sketch of the opinionsof a celebrated individual, but of manyof the literarymen in France at thebeginning of the Revolution. As such, though merelya sketch, it seems worthyof attention.

C H A P T E R 1 0

Mr Godwin´s system of equality - Error of attributing all the vices of mankind to human institutions - Mr Godwin´s first answer to the difficulty arising frompopulation totally insufficient - Mr Godwin´s beautiful system of equality supposed to be realized - In utter destruction simply from the principle of population in so short a time as thirty years.

I N READING M R G ODWIN ´ S INGENIOUS AND ABLE WORK on Political

Justice, it is impossible not to be struck with the spirit and energyof his st yle, the force and precision of some of his reasonings, theardent tone of histhoughts, and particularlywith that impressive earnestness of manner which gives an air of truth to thewhole. At thesame time, it must be confessed that hehasnot proceeded in hisinquiries with the caution that sound philosophyseems to require. His conclusions are often unwarranted byhis premises. He fails sometimes in removing the objections which he himself brings forward. He relies too much on general and abstract propositions which will not admit of application.

Andhisconjectures certainlyfar outstrip the modestyof nature.

The syst em of equalitywhich Mr Godwin proposes is, without doubt, byfar the most beautiful and engaging of anythat has yet appeared. An amelioration of societ yto be produced merelybyreason and conviction wearsmuch more the promise of permanence than any change effected and maintained byforce. The unlimited exercise of private judgement is a doctrineinexpressibl ygrand and captivating and has a vast superiorityover those systems where everyindividual is in a manner the slave of the public. The substitution of benevolence as the master-spring and moving principle of societ y, instead of self-love, is a consummation devoutl yto be wished. In short, it isimpossible to contemplate thewhole of thisfair structure without emotions of delight and admiration, accompanied with ardent longing for the period of its accomplishment. But, alas! that moment can never arrive. The whole is little better than a dream, a beautiful phantom of the imagination. These

`gorgeous palaces´ of happiness and immortality, these `solemn

56 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

temples´ of truth and virtue will dissolve, `like the baseless fabric of a vision´, when we awaken to real life and contemplate thetrueand genuinesituation of man on earth. Mr Godwin, at the conclusion of the third chapter of hiseighth book, speaking of population, says:

There is a principle in human societ y, bywhich population is perpetuallykept down to the level of the means of subsistence. Thus among the wandering tribes of America and Asia, we never find through thelapse of ages that population hasso increased as torender necessarythe cultivation of the earth.

Thisprinciple, which Mr Godw in thusmentions as some myst erious and occult cause and which hedoes not attempt to investigate, will be found to be the grinding lawof necessit y, misery, and the fear of misery.

The great error under which Mr Godwin labours throughout his whole work isthe attributing almost all the vices and miserythat are seen in civil societ yto human institutions. Political regulations and the established administration of propertyare with him the fruitful sources of all evil, the hotbeds of all thecrimes that degrade mankind. Were this reallya true state of the case, it would not seem a hopeless task to remove evil completelyfrom theworld, and reason seems to be the proper and adequate instrument for effecting so great a purpose. But the truth is, that though human institutionsappear to be theobvious and obtrusive causes of much mischief to mankind, yet in realitytheyare light and superficial, theyaremere feathersthat float on thesurface, in comparison with those deeper seated causes of impuritythat corrupt the springs andrender turbid thewhole stream of human life.

Mr Godwin, in hischapter on the benefits attendant on a system of equality, sa ys:

The spirit of oppression, the spirit of servility, and thespirit of fraud, these are theimmediate growth of theestablished administration of property. Theyare alike hostile to intellectual improvement. The other vices of envy, malice, and revenge are their inseparable companions. In a state of societ ywhere men lived in the midst of plentyand where all shared alike the bounties of nature, these sentiments would inevitablyexpire. Thenarrowprinciple of selfishness would vanish. No man being obliged to guard his little store or provide with anxietyand pain for hisrestless wants, each would lose his individual existence in the thought of the general good. No man would be an enemyto his neighbour, for theywould have no subject of contention, and, of consequence, philanthropywould resume the empire which reason assignsher. Mind would be delivered from her perpetual anxietyabout corporal support, and free to expatiate in the

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

field of thought, which iscongenial to her. Each would assist the inquiries of all.

Thiswould, indeed, be a happystate. But that it is merelyan imaginarypicture, with scarcel ya feature near the truth, thereader, I am afraid, isalreadytoo well convinced.

Man cannot live in themidst of plenty. All cannot share alike the bounties of nature. Were there no established administration of property, everyman would be obliged to guard with force his little store. Selfishness would be triumphant. The subjects of contention would be perpetual. Everyindividual mind would be under a constant anxietyabout corporal support, and not a single intellect would be left free to expatiate in the field of thought.

Howlittle Mr Godwin has turned theattention of his penetrating mind to the real state of man on earth will sufficientlyappear from the manner in which he endeavours to remove the difficult yof an overcharged population. He sa ys:

The obvious answer to thisobjection, is, that to reason thus is to foresee difficulties at a great distance. Three fourths of the habitable globe is nowuncultivated. Theparts alreadycultivated are capable of immeasurable improvement. Myriadsof centuries of still increasing population maypass awa y, and the earth be still found sufficient for the subsistence of its inhabitants.

I have alreadypointed out the error of supposing that no distress and difficult ywould arise from an overcharged population before the earth absolutel yrefused to produce anymore. But let us imaginefor a moment Mr Godwin´s beautiful system of equalityrealized in its utmost purity, and see howsoon thisdifficultymight be expected to press under so perfect a form of societ y. A theorythat will not admit of application cannot possibl ybe just.

Let us suppose all thecauses of miseryand vice in thisisland removed. War and contention cease. Unwholesome trades and manufactories do not exist. Crowds no longer collect together in great and pestilent cities for purposes of court intrigue, of commerce, and vicious gratifications. Simple, healthy, and rational amusementstake place of drinking, gaming, and debauchery. There areno towns sufficientlylarge to have anyprejudicial effects on the human constitution. The greater part of the happyinhabitants of this terrestrial paradise live in hamlets and farmhouses scattered over the face of the country. Ever yhouse is clean, airy, sufficientlyroom y, and in a healthy situation. All men areequal. The labours of luxuryare at end. And the necessarylabours of agricultureare shared amicablyamong all. The number of persons, and the produce of the island, we suppose to be the same asat present. The spirit of benevolence, guided byimpartial

58 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

justice, will divide this produce among all the members of the societ y according to their wants. Though it would be impossible that they should all have animal food ever yday, yet vegetable food, with meat occasionally, would satisfythe desires of a frugal people and would be sufficient to preserve them in health, strength, and spirits.

Mr Godwin considers marriage asa fraud and a monopol y. Let us suppose the commerce of the sexes established upon principles of the most perfect freedom. Mr Godwin does not think himself that this freedom would lead to a promiscuous intercourse, and in this I perfectl yagree with him. Thelove of varietyis a vicious, corrupt, and unnatural tasteand could not prevail in anygreat degree in a simpleand virtuous state of societ y. Each man would probabl yselect himself a partner, to whom he would adhere as long as that adherence continued to be the choice of both parties. It would be of little consequence, according to Mr Godwin, howmanychildren a woman had or to whom theybel onged. Provisions and assistance would spontaneouslyflow from the quarter in which theyabounded, to the quarter that was deficient. (See Bk VIII, ch. 8; in the third edition, Vol II, p. 512) And ever yman would be readyto furnish instruction to therising generation according tohis capacity.

I cannot conceive a form of societ yso fa vourable upon the whole to population. The irremediableness of marriage, as it is at present constituted, undoubtedl ydeters manyfrom entering into that state. An unshackled intercourse on the contrarywould be a most power ful incitement to earlyattachments, and aswe aresupposing no anxiety about the future support of children to exist, I donot conceive that there would be one woman in a hundred, of twenty-three, without a family.

With these extraordinaryencouragements to population, and ever y cause of depopulation, as we have supposed, removed, the numbers would necessarilyincrease faster than in anysociet ythat has ever yet been known. I have mentioned, on the authorityof a pamphlet published bya Dr Styles and referred to byDr Price, that the inhabitantsof the back settlements of America doubled their numbers in fifteen years. England is certainlya more healthycountrythan the back settlements of America, and as we have supposed ever yhouse in the island to be airyand wholesome, and the encouragements to have a familygreater even than with the back settlers, no probable reason can be assigned whythe population should not double itself in less, if possibl e, than fifteen years. But to be quite sure that we do not go beyond the truth, we will onlysuppose the period of doubling to be twenty-fi ve years, a ratio of increase which iswell known to have taken place throughout all the Northern States of America.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

There can be little doubt that the equalization of propertywhich we have supposed, added to the circumstance of the labour of the whole communitybeing directed chieflyto agriculture, would tend greatlyto augment the produce of the country. But to answer thedemandsof a population increasing so rapidly, Mr Godwin´s calculation of half an hour a dayfor each man would certainlynot be sufficient. It isprobable that the half of ever yman´s time must be employed for this purpose.

Yet with such, or much greater exertions, a person who is acquainted with the natureof the soil in this country, and who reflects on the fertilityof the landsalreadyin cultivation, and the barrenness of those that are not cultivated, will be ver ymuch disposed to doubt whether the whole average produce could possibl ybe doubled in twenty-fi ve years from the present period. The onlychance of success would be the ploughing up all the grazing countries and putting an end almost entirelyto the use of animal food. Yet a part of thisscheme might defeat itself. Thesoil of England will not produce much without dressing, and cattle seem to be necessaryto make that species of manurewhich best suits the land. In China it is said that thesoil in some of the provinces isso fertile as to produce two crops of rice in the year without dressing. None of the lands in England will answer to this description.

Difficult, however, as it might be to double the averageproduce of the island in twenty-fi ve years, let us suppose it effected. At the expiration of the first period therefore, the food, though almost entirely vegetable, would be sufficient to support in health the doubled population of fourteen millions.

During the next period of doubling, where will the food be f ound to satisfythe importunate demands of the increasing numbers? Where is the fresh land to turn up? Where is the dressing necessaryto improve that which isalreadyin cultivation? There is no person with the smallest knowledge of land but would saythat it was impossible that the average produce of the countrycould be increased during the second twenty-fi ve years bya quantityequal to what it at present yi elds. Yet we will suppose thisincrease, however improbable, to take place. The exuberant strength of the argument allows of almost any concession. Even with this concession, however, there would be seven millions at the expiration of the second term unprovided for. Aquantity of food equal to the frugal support of twenty-one millions, would be to be divided among twenty-eight millions.

Alas! what becomes of the picture where men lived in the midst of plenty, where no man was obliged to provide with anxietyand pain for his restless wants, where the narrowprincipleof sel fishness did not exist, where Mind was delivered from her perpetual anxietyabout

60 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

corporal support and free to expatiate in the field of thought which is congenial to her. This beautiful fabric of imagination vanishes at the severe touch of truth. The spirit of benevolence, cherished and invigorated byplenty, isrepressed bythe chilling breath of want. The hateful passions that had vanished reappear. The mightylawof selfpreservation expels all the softer and more exalted emotionsof the soul.

The temptations to evil are too strong for human natureto resist. The corn is plucked before it is ripe, or secreted in unfair proportions, and the whole black train of vices that belong to falsehood are immediately generated. Provisions no longer flowin for the support of the mother with a large family. The children are sicklyfrom insufficient food. The rosyflush of health gives place to the pallid cheek and holloweye of misery. Benevol ence, yet lingering in a fewbosoms, makes some faint expiring struggles, till at length self-love resumes hiswonted empire and lordsit triumphant over the world.

No human institutions here existed, to the perverseness of which

Mr Godwin ascribes the original sin of the worst men. (Bk VIII, ch. 3;

in the third edition, Vol. II, p. 462) No opposition had been produced bythem between public and private good. No monopol yhad been created of those advantages which reason directs to be left in common.

No man had been goaded to the breach of order byunjust laws.

Benevolence had established her reign in all hearts: and yet in so short a period as within fiftyyears, violence, oppression, falsehood, misery, ever yhateful vice, and everyform of distress, which degrade and sadden thepresent state of societ y, seem to have been generated bythe most imperious circumstances, bylaws inherent in the nature of man, and absolutel yindependent of it human regulations.

If we arenot yet too well convinced of the realityof this melancholypicture, let us but look for a moment into thenext period of twenty-fi ve years; and we shall see twenty-eight millions of human beings without the meansof support; and before the conclusion of the first century, the population would be one hundred and twelve millions, and the food onl ysufficient for thirty-five millions, leaving seventyseven millionsunprovided for. In these ages want would be indeed triumphant, and rapine and murder must reign at large: and yet all this timewe are supposing theproduce of theearth absolutelyunlimited, and the yearlyincrease greater than the boldest speculator can imagine.

Thisis undoubtedl ya verydifferent viewof the difficultyarising from population from that which Mr Godwin gives, when he says,

`Myriadsof centuries of still increasing population maypass awa y, and the earth be still found sufficient for thesubsistence of its inhabitants.´

I am sufficientlyaware that the redundant twenty-eight millions, or seventy-seven millions, that I have mentioned, could never have

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

existed. It is a perfectl yjust observation of Mr Godwin, that, `There is a principlein human societ y, bywhich population is perpetuallykept down to the level of the means of subsistence.´ The sole question is, what is thisprinciple? isit some obscure and occult cause? Is it some myst erious interference of heaven which, at a certain period, strikes the men with impotence, and the women with barrenness? Or is it a cause, open to our researches, within our view, a cause, which has constantly been observed to operate, though with varied force, in ever ystate in which man hasbeen placed? Is it not a degree of misery, the necessary and inevitable result of the laws of nature, which human institutions, so far from aggravating, have tended considerablyto mitigate, though they never can remove?

It maybe curious to obser ve, in the case that we have been supposing, howsome of the laws which at present govern civilized societ y, would be successivel ydictated bythemost imperious necessit y. As man, according to Mr Godwin, is the creature of the impressionsto which heissubject, the goadingsof want could not continue long, before some violations of public or private stock would necessarilytake place. As these violationsincreased in number and extent, the more active and comprehensive intellects of the societ y would soon perceive, that whilepopulation was fast increasing, the yearlyproduce of the countrywould shortlybegin to diminish. The urgencyof the case would suggest thenecessit yof some mediate measures to be taken for the general safety. Some kind of convention would then be called, and the dangerous situation of the countrystated in the strongest terms. It would be observed, that while theylived in the midst of plenty, it was of little consequence who laboured the least, or who possessed the least, asever yman was perfectl ywilling and ready to supplythe wantsof hisneighbour. But that the question was no longer whether one man should give to another that which he did not use himself, but whether he should give to hisneighbour the food which was absolutel ynecessaryto hisown existence. It would be represented, that the number of those that were in want verygreatly exceeded the number and means of those who should supplythem; that these pressing wants, which from thestate of theproduce of thecountry could not all be gratified, had occasioned some flagrant violationsof justice; that these violationshad alreadychecked the increase of food, and would, if theywere not bysome means or other prevented, throw the whole communityin confusion; that imperious necessityseemed to dictatethat a yearlyincrease of produce should, if possible, be obtained at all events; that in order to effect this first, great, and indispensable purpose, it would be advisable to make a more complete division of

62 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

land, and to secure everyman´s stock against violation bythe most powerful sanctions, even bydeath itself.

It might be urged perhapsbysome object ors that, asthe fertilityof the land increased, and various accidents occurred, theshare of some men might be much morethan sufficient for their support, and that when the reign of self-l ove was once established, theywould not distribute their surplusproduce without some compensation in return. It would be observed, in answer, that this was an inconvenience greatlyto be lamented; but that it was an evil which bore no comparison to the black train of distresses that would inevitabl ybe occasioned bythe insecurityof property; that the quantityof food which one man could consume was necessarilylimited bythe narrowcapacityof the human stomach; that it was not certainlyprobable that he should throwawa y the rest; but that even if he exchanged hissurplus food for the labour of others, and made them in some degree dependent on him, this would still be better than that these others should absolutel ystarve.

It seems highlyprobable, therefore, that an administration of property, not verydifferent from that which prevails in civilized states at present, would be established, as thebest, though inadequate, remedy for theevils which were pressing on the societ y.

The next subject that would come under discussion, intimately connected with the preceding, isthe commerce bet ween the sexes. It would be urged bythose who had turned their attention to the true cause of the difficulties under which the communitylaboured, that while everyman felt secure that all his children would be well provided for bygeneral benevolence, the powers of the earth would be absolutel yinadequate to produce food for the population which would inevitabl yensue; that even if the whole attention and labour of the societ ywere directed to this sole point, and if, bythe most perfect securityof property, and everyother encouragement that could be thought of, the greatest possible increase of produce were yearly obtained; yet still, that theincrease of food would byno means keep pace with the much morerapid increase of population; that some check to population therefore was imperiouslycalled for; that themost natural and obvious check seemed to be to make everyman provide for his own children; that thiswould operate in some respect asa measureand guide in the increase of population, asit might be expected that no man would bring beings into the world, for whom he could not find the means of support; that where this notwithstanding was the case, it seemed necessary, for theexample of others, that the disgrace and inconvenience attending such a conduct should fall upon the individual, who had thus inconsideratelyplunged himself and innocent children in miseryand want.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

The institution of marriage, or at least, of some express or implied obligation on ever yman to support his own children, seems to be the natural result of these reasonings in a communityunder thedifficulties that we have supposed.

The viewof these difficulties presents us with a verynatural origin of thesuperior disgrace which attendsa breach of chastityin the woman than in theman. It could not be expected that women should have resources sufficient to support their own children. When therefore a woman was connected with a man, who had entered into no compact to maintain her children, and, aware of the inconveniences that he might bring upon himself, had deserted her, these children must necessarilyfall for support upon the societ y, or starve. And to prevent the frequent recurrence of such an inconvenience, as it would be highly unjust to punish so natural a fault bypersonal restraint or infliction, the men might agree to punish it with disgrace. The offence is besides more obvi ous and conspicuous in thewoman, and less liable to anymistake.

The father of a child maynot alwa ys be known, but thesame uncertaintycannot easilyexist with regard to themother. Where the evidence of the offence was most complete, and the inconvenience to the societ yat the same time thegreatest, there it was agreed that the large share of blame should fall. Theobligation on everyman to maintain hischildren, the societ ywould enforce, if there were occasion; and the greater degree of inconvenience or labour, towhich a familywould necessarilysubject him, added to some portion of disgrace which ever yhuman being must incur who leads another into unhappiness, might be considered asa sufficient punishment for the man.

That a woman should at present be almost driven from societyfor an offence which men commit nearlywith impunity, seems to be undoubtedl ya breach of natural justice. But the origin of the custom, as the most obvi ous and effectual method of preventing the frequent recurrence of a serious inconvenience to a community, appears to be natural, though not perhapsperfectl yjustifiable. This origin, however, is nowlost in the newtrain of ideas which thecustom has since generated. What at first might be dictated bystate necessit yis now supported byfemale delicacy, and operates with the greatest force on that part of societ ywhere, if theoriginal intention of the custom were preserved, thereis the least real occasion for it.

When these two fundamental laws of so ciet y, thesecurityof property, and the institution of marriage, were once established, inequalityof conditions must necessarilyfollow. Those who were born after the division of propertywould come into a world already possessed. If their parents, from having too large a family, could not

64 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

give them sufficient for their support, what are theyto do in a world where ever ything is appropriated? We have seen thefatal effects that would result to a societ y, if everyman had a valid claim to an equal shareof the produce of the earth. The members of a familywhich was grown too large for theoriginal division of land appropriated to it could not then demand a part of the surplusproduce of others, as a debt of justice. It hasappeared, that from the inevitable laws of our nature some human beingsmust suffer from want. These are the unhappy persons who, in thegreat lotteryof life, have drawn a blank. The number of these claimants would soon exceed the abilityof the surplus produce to supply. Moral merit is a verydifficult distinguishing criterion, except in extremecases. Theowners of surplus produce would in general seek some more obvious mark of distinction. And it seems both natural and just that, except upon particular occasions, their choice should fall upon those who were able, and professed themselves willing, to exert their strength in procuring a further surplusproduce;

and thusat once benefiting the community, and enabling these proprietorsto afford assistance to greater numbers. All who were in want of food would be urged byimperious necessit yto offer their labour in exchange for this article so absolutel yessential to existence.

The fund appropriated to the maintenance of labour would be the aggregate quantityof food possessed bythe owners of land beyond their own consumption. When the demands upon this fund were great and numerous, it would naturallybe divided in verysmall shares.

Labour would be ill paid. Men would offer to work for a bare subsistence, and therearing of families would be checked bysickness and misery. On thecontrary, when thisfund was increasing fast, when it was great in proportion to the number of claimants, it would be divided in much larger shares. No man would exchange hislabour without receiving an ample quantityof food in return. Labourerswould live in ease and comfort, and would consequentlybe able to rear a numerous and vigorous offspring.

On the state of this fund, the happiness, or the degree of misery, prevailing among thelower classes of people in ever yknown state at present chieflydepends. And on this happiness, or degree of misery, depends theincrease, stationariness, or decrease of population.

And thus it appears, that a societ yconstituted according to the most beautiful form that imagination can conceive, with benevol ence for its moving principle, instead of self-love, and with everyevil disposition in all its members corrected byreason and not force, would, from the inevitable laws of nature, and not from anyoriginal depravity of man, in a veryshort period degenerate into a societ yconstructed upon a plan not essentiallydifferent from that which prevails in ever y

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

known state at present; I mean, a societ ydivided into a class of proprietors, and a classof labourers, and with self-love the main-spring of thegreat machine.

In thesupposition I have made, I have undoubtedl ytaken the increase of population smaller, and the increase of produce greater, than theyreallywould be. No reason can be assigned why, under the circumstances I have supposed, population should not increase faster than in anyknown instance. If then we were to take theperiod of doubling at fifteen years, instead of twenty-five years, and reflect upon the labour necessaryto double theproduce in so short a time, even if we allowit possible, we ma yventure to pronounce with certaintythat if

Mr Godwin´s system of societ ywas established in its utmost perfection, instead of myriads of centuries, not thirtyyears could elapse before its utter destruction from the simple principle of population.

I have taken no notice of emigration for obvious reasons. If such societies were instituted in other parts of Europe, these countrieswould be under thesame difficulties with regard to population, and could admit no fresh members into their bosoms. If this beautiful societ y were confined to this island, it must have degenerated strangelyfrom its original purity, and administer but a verysmall portion of the happiness it proposed; in short, its essential principle must be completel ydestroyed, before anyof its members would voluntarily consent to leave it, and live under such governments as at present exist in Europe, or submit to the extreme hardships of first settlers in new regions. We well know, from repeated experience, howmuch misery and hardship men will undergo in their own country, before theycan determine to desert it; and howoften the most tempting proposals of embarking for newsettlementshave been rejected by people who appeared to be almost starving.

C H A P T E R 1 1

Mr Godwin´s conjecture concerning the future extinction of the passion between the sexes - Little apparent grounds for such a conjecture - Passion of love not inconsistent either with reason or virtue.

W E HAVE SUPPORTED M R G ODWIN ´ S SYSTEM of societ yonce completel yestablished. But it is supposing an impossibility. The same causes in naturewhich would destroyit so rapidly, were it once established, would prevent the possibilityof its establishment. And upon what grounds we can presume a change in these natural causes, I am utterlyat a loss to conjecture. No move towards the extinction of the passion between the sexes has taken place in the five or six thousand years that theworld has existed. Men in the decline of life have in all ages declaimed against a passion which theyhave ceased to feel, but with as little reason as success. Those who from coldness of constitutional temperament have never felt what love is, will surelybe allowed to be ver yincompetent judges with regard to the power of this passion to contribute to the sum of pleasurable sensationsin life. Those who have spent their youth in criminal excesses and have prepared for themselves, as thecomforts of their age, corporeal debilityand mental remorse maywell inveigh against such pleasures as vain and futile, and unproductive of lasting satisfaction. But thepleasures of pure love will bear thecontemplation of the most improved reason, and the most exalted virtue. Perhaps there is scarcelya man who has once experienced the genuinedelight of virtuous love, however great his intellectual pleasure mayhave been, that does not look back to the period as thesunnyspot in his whole life, where his imagination loves to bask, which he recollects and contemplates with the fondest regrets, and which he would most wish to live over again. The superiorityof intellectual to sensual pleasures consistsrather in their filling up more time, in their having a larger range, and in their being less liable to satiety, than in their being more real and essential.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

Intemperance in everyenjoyment defeats itsown purpose. A walk in the finest daythrough the most beautiful country, if pursued too far, ends in pain and fatigue. The most wholesome and invigorating food, eaten with an unrestrained appetite, produces weakness instead of strength. Even intellectual pleasures, though certainlyless liable than othersto satiety, pursued with too little intermission, debilitatethe body, and impair the vigour of the mind. To argue against the realityof these pleasures from their abuse seems to be hardlyjust. Morality, according to Mr Godwin, is a calculation of consequences, or, as

Archdeacon Paleyver yjustl yexpresses it, thewill of God, ascollected from general expediency. According to either of these definitions, a sensual pleasure not attended with the probabilityof unhappy consequences does not offend against the laws of morality, and if it be pursued with such a degree of temperance as to leave the most ample room for intellectual attainments, it must undoubtedl yadd to thesum of pleasurable sensations in life. Virtuous love, exalted byfriendship, seems to be that sort of mixture of sensual and intellectual enjoyment particularlysuited to thenature of man, and most powerfullycalculated to awaken the sympathies of the soul, and produce the most exquisite gratifications.

Mr Godwin says, in order to shewthe evident inferiorityof the pleasures of sense, `Strip the commerce of the sexes of all its attendant circumstances, and it would be generallydespised´ (Bk. I, ch. 5; in the third edition, Vol. I, pp. 71-72). He might as well sayto a man who admired trees: strip them of their spreading branches and lovel yfoliage, and what beautycan you see in a bare pole? But it was thetree with the branches and foliage, and not without them, that excited admiration.

One feature of an object maybe as distinct, and excite as different emotions, from theaggregate as anytwo thingsthe most remote, as a beautiful woman, and a map of Madagascar. It is `the symmetryof person, the vivacity, the voluptuous softness of temper, the affectionate kindness of feelings, theimagination and the wit´ of a woman that excite the passion of love, and not the meredistinction of her being female. Urged bythe passion of love, men have been driven intoacts highlyprejudicial to the general interests of soci et y, but probabl ythey would have found no difficultyin resisting thetemptation, had it appeared in the form of a woman with no other attractions whatever but her sex. To strip sensual pleasures of all their adjuncts, in order to prove their inferiority, is to deprive a magnet of some of its most essential causes of attraction, and then to saythat it isweak and inefficient.

In thepursuit of ever yenjoyment, whether sensu al or intellectual, reason, that facultywhich enables us to calculate consequences, is the

68 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

proper corrective and guide. It is probable therefore that improved reason will alwa ys tend to prevent the abuse of sensual pleasures, though it byno means follows that it will extinguish them.

I have endeavoured to expose the fallacyof that argument which infers an unlimited progress from a partial improvement, the limitsof which cannot be exactlyascertained. It has appeared, I think, that there are manyinstances in which a decided progress has been observed, where yet it would be a gross absurdityto suppose that progress indefinite. But towardsthe extinction of the passion between thesexes, no observabl e progress whatever has hitherto been made. To suppose such an extinction, therefore, ismerelyto offer an unfounded conjecture, unsupported byanyphilosophical probabilities.

It is a truth, which historyI am afraid makes too clear, that some men of the highest mental powers have been addicted not onlyto a moderate, but even to an immoderateindulgence in the pleasures of sensual love. But allowing, as I should be inclined to do, notwithstanding numerous instances to the contrary, that great intellectual exertions tend to diminish the empire of this passion over man, it isevident that the mass of mankind must be improved more highlythan thebrightest ornamentsof the species at present before any difference can take place sufficient sensiblyto affect population. I would byno means suppose that themass of mankind hasreached its term of improvement, but the principal argument of this essaytends to place in a strong point of viewtheimprobabilitythat the lower classes of people in anycountryshould ever be sufficientlyfree from want and labour to obtain anyhigh degree of intellectual improvement.

C H A P T E R 1 2

Mr Godwin´s conjecture concerning the indefinite prolongation of human life - Improper inference drawn from the effects of mental stimulants on the human frame, illustrated in various instances -

Conjectures not founded on any indications in the past not to be considered as philosophical conjectures - Mr Godwin´s and Mr

Condorcet´s conjecture respecting the approach of man towards immortality on earth, a curious instance of the inconsistency of scepticism.

M R G ODWIN ´ S CONJECT URE respecting thefuture approach of man towards immortalityon earth seems to be rather oddlyplaced in a chapter which professes to remove the objection to hissystem of equalityfrom the principle of population. Unless he supposes the passion between the sexes to decrease faster than the duration of life increases, the earth would be more encumbered than ever. But leaving this difficult yto Mr Godwin, let us examinea fewof the appearances from which the probable immortalityof man is inferred.

To prove the power of the mind over the body, Mr Godwin observes: Howoften do we find a piece of good news dissipating a distemper? Howcommon is theremark that those accidentswhich are to the indolent a source of disease are forgotten and extirpated in the busyand active? I walk twentymiles in an indolent and half determined temper and am extremelyfatigued. I walk twentymiles full of ardour, and with a motive that engrosses mysoul, and I come in as fresh and asalert as when I began myjourney. Emotion excited by some unexpected word, bya letter that is delivered to us, occasions the most extraordinaryrevolutions in our frame, accelerates the circulation, causes theheart to palpitate, the tongue to refuse its office, and has been known to occasion death byextreme anguish or extreme joy.

There is nothing indeed of which the physician is more aware than of the power of the mind in assisting or reading convalescence.

The instances here mentioned are chiefl yinstances of the effects of mental stimulantson the bodilyframe. No person hasever for a

70 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

moment doubted the near, though mysterious, connection of mind and body. But it is arguing totallywithout knowledge of thenatureof stimulants to suppose, either that theycan be applied continuallywith equal strength, or if theycould be so applied, for a time, that they would not exhaust and wear out the subject. In some of the cases here noticed, the strength of the stimulusdependsupon its novelt yand unexpectedness. Such a stimulus cannot, from its nature, be repeated often with the same effect, as it would byrepetition lose that property which gives it its strength.

In theother cases, theargument isfrom a small and partial effect, to a great and general effect, which will in numberless instances be found to be a veryfallacious mode of reasoning. The busyand active man mayin some degree counteract, or what is perhaps nearer the truth, maydisregard those slight disorders of frame which fix the attention of a man who hasnothing else to think of; but thisdoes not tend to prove that activityof mind will enable a man to disregard a high fever, the smallpox, or the plague.

The man who walks twentymiles with a motive that engrosses his soul does not attend to hisslight fatigueof bodywhen he comes in; but double his motive, and set him to walk another twentymiles, quadruple it, and let him start a third time, and so on; and thelength of his walk will ultimatelydepend upon muscle and not mind. Powell, for a motive of ten guineas, would have walked further probabl ythan Mr Godwin, for a motive of half a million. A motive of uncommon power acting upon a frame of moderate strength would, perhaps, make the man kill himself byhisexertions, but it would not make him walk a hundred miles in twenty-four hours. Thisstatement of the case shews the fallacy of supposing that the person was reallynot at all tired in hisfirst walk of twent ymiles, because he did not appear to be so, or, perhaps, scarcelyfelt anyfatigue himself. Themind cannot fix itsattention stronglyon more than one object at once. The twentythousand pounds so engrossed his thoughtsthat he did not attend to anyslight soreness of foot, or stiffness of limb. But hadhe been reallyas fresh and asalert, as when he first set off, he would be able to go the second twentymiles with as much ease as the first, and so on, the third, &c. Which leads to a palpable absurdity. When a horse of spirit is nearlyhalf tired, bythe stimulus of the spur, added to the proper management of thebit, he may be put so much upon his mettle, that he would appear to a standerby, as fresh and ashigh spirited asif he had not gone a mile. Nay, probabl y, the horse himself, while in the heat and passion occasioned bythis stimulus, would not feel anyfatigue; but it would be strangelycontrary to all reason and experience, to argue from such an appearance that, if the stimulus were continued, the horse would never be tired. The cryof

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

a pack of hounds will make some horses, after a journeyof fort ymiles on theroad, appear as fresh, and as lively, as when theyfirst set out.

Were theythen to be hunted, no perceptible abatement would at first be felt bytheir riders in their strength and spirits, but towardsthe end of a hard day, the previous fatigue would have its full weight and effect, and make them tire sooner. When I have taken a long walk with mygun, and met with no success, I have frequentlyreturned home feeling a considerable degree of uncomfortableness from fatigue. Another day, perhaps, going over nearlythe same extent of ground with a good deal of sport, I have come home fresh, and alert. The difference in the sensation of fatigue upon coming in, on thedifferent days, mayhave been verystriking, but on the following mornings I have found no such difference. Ihave not perceived that I was less stiff in mylimbs, or less footsore, on the morning after thedayof the sport, than on the other morning.

In all these cases, stimulants upon the mind seem to act rather by taking off the attention from the bodilyfatigue, than byreallyand truly counteracting it. If the energyof m ymind had reallycounteracted the fatigue of mybody, wh yshould I feel tired the next morning? if the stimulus of the hounds had as completelyovercome the fatigue of the journeyin reality, as it did in appearance, whyshould the horse be tired sooner than if he had not gone the fortymiles? I happen to have a ver y bad fit of thetoothache at the time I am writing this. In the eagerness of composition, I ever ynowand then, for a moment or two, forget it. Yet

I cannot help thinking that theprocess, which causes the pain, is still going forwards, and that the nerves which carrythe information of it to the brain are even during these moments demanding attention and room for their appropriate vibrations. Themultiplicityof vi brationsof another kind mayperhaps prevent their admission, or overcome them for a time when admitted, till a shoot of extraordinaryenergyputs all other vibration to the rout, destroys thevividness of m yargumentative conceptions, and rides triumphant in the brain. In thiscase, as in the others, the mind seems to have little or no power in counteracting or curing the disorder, but merelypossesses a power, if stronglyexcited, of fixing its attention on other subjects.

I donot, however, mean to saythat a sound and vigorous mind has no tendencywhatever to keep the bodyin a similar state. So close and intimate istheunion of mind and bodythat it would be highly extraordinaryif theydid not mutuallyassist each other´sfunctions. But, perhaps, upon a comparison, the bodyhasmore effect upon themind than themind upon the body. The first object of the mind isto act as purveyor to the wants of the body. When these wants are completely satisfied, an active mind is indeed apt to wander further, to range over

72 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

the fields of science, or sport in the regions of. Imagination, to fancy that it has`shuffled off this mortal coil´, and is seeking itskindred element. But all these efforts are like the vain exertionsof the hare in the fable. The slowl ymoving tortoise, the body, never failsto overtake the mind, however widel yand extensivel yit mayhave ranged, and the brightest and most energetic intellects, unwillinglyas theymayattend to the first or second summons, must ultimately yield the empireof the brain tothe calls of hunger, or sink with theexhausted bodyin sleep.

It seems asif one might saywith certaintythat if a medicine could be found to immortalize the bodythere would be no fear of its [not] being accompanied bythe immortalityof the mind. But theimmortality of themind byno meansseems to infer the immortalityof thebody. On the contrary, the greatest conceivable energyof mind would probabl y exhaust and destroythe strength of the body. A temperate vigour of mind appears to be favourable to health, but verygreat intellectual exertions tend rather, ashasbeen often observed, to wear out the scabbard. Most of the instances which Mr Godwin has brought to prove the power of the mind over the body, and the consequent probabilityof the immortalityof man, areof this latter description, and could such stimulants be continuallyapplied, instead of tending to immortalize, theywould tend veryrapidlyto destroythe human frame.

The probable increase of the voluntarypower of man over his animal frame comes next under Mr Godwin´s consideration, and he concludes bysa ying, that the voluntarypower of some men, in this respect, is found to extend to various articles in which other men are impotent. But thisisreasoning against an almost universal rule from a fewexceptions; and these exceptions seem to be rather tricks, than powers that maybe exerted to anygood purpose. I have never heard of anyman who could regulatehispulse in a fever, and doubt much, if anyof the persons here alluded to have made the smallest perceptible progress in the regular correction of the disorders of their frames and the consequent prolongation of their lives.

Mr Godwin says, `Nothing can be more unphilosophical than to conclude, that, because a certain species of power is beyond thetrain of our present observation, that it is beyond the limitsof the human mind.´

I own myideas of philosophyare in this respect widelydifferent from

Mr Godwin´s. The onlydistinction that I see, between a philosophical conjecture, and the assertions of the Prophet Mr Brothers, is, that one is founded upon indications arising from thetrain of our present observations, and theother hasno foundation at all. I expect that great discoveries are yet to take place in all the branches of human science, particularlyin physics; but the moment we leave past experience as the foundation of our conjectures concerning the future, and, still more, if

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

our conjectures absolutelycontradict past experience, we are thrown upon a wide field of uncertainty, and anyone supposition is then just as good as another. If a person were to tell me that men would ultimately have eyes and hands behind them aswell as before them, I should admit the usefulness of the addition, but should give as a reason for my disbelief of it, that I sawno indications whatever in the past from which

I could infer the smallest probabilityof such a change. If this be not allowed a valid objection, all conjectures are alike, and all equally philosophical. I own it appears to me that in the train of our present observations, there areno moregenuine indications that man will become immortal upon earth than that hewill have four eyes and four hands, or that trees will growhorizontallyinstead of perpendicularly.

It will be said, perhaps, that manydiscoveries have alreadytaken place in theworld that were totallyunforeseen and unexpected. This I grant to be true; but if a person had predicted these discoveries without being guided byanyanalogies or indicationsfrom past facts, he would deserve the name of seer or prophet, but not of philosopher. The wonder that some of our modern discoveries would excite in the savage inhabitantsof Europe in the times of Theseus and Achilles, proves but little. Personsalmost entirelyunacquainted with the powers of a machine cannot be expected to guess at itseffects. I am far from sa ying, that we are at present byanymeansfullyacquainted with the powers of the human mind; but we certainlyknowmore of this instrument than was known four thousand years ago; and therefore, though not to be called competent judges, we are certainlymuch better able than savages to saywhat is, or is not, within its grasp. A watch would strike a savage with as much surprise asa perpetual motion; yet one is to us a most familiar piece of mechanism, and the other has constantlyeluded theefforts of the most acute intellects. In many instances we are nowable to perceive the causes, which prevent an unlimited improvement in those inventions, which seemed to promise fairlyfor it at first. The original improvers of telescopes would probabl ythink, that as long as the size of thespecula and the length of the tubes could be increased, the powers and advantages of the instrument would increase; but experience has since taught us, that the smallness of the field, thedeficiencyof light, and thecircumstance of the atmosphere being magnified, prevent the beneficial results that were to be expected from telescopes of extraordinarysize and power.

In manypartsof knowledge, man hasbeen almost constantlymaking some progress; in other parts, hisefforts have been invariablybaffled.

The savage would not probabl ybe able to guess at the causes of this mightydifference. Our further experience has given ussome little insight into these causes, andhastherefore enabled usbetter tojudge, if

74 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

not of what we areto expect in future, at least of what we are not to expect, which, though negative, isa veryuseful piece of information.

As the necessit yof sleep seems rather to depend upon the body than themind, it does not appear howthe improvement of the mind can tend verygreatlyto supersede this `conspicuous infirmity´. A man who bygreat excitementson hismind isable to pass two or three nights without sleep, proportionablyexhausts thevigour of his body, and this diminution of health and strength will soon disturb the operations of his understanding, so that bythese great efforts he appearstohave made no real progress whatever in superseding the necessit yof this species of rest.

There is certainlya sufficientlymarked difference in the various charactersof which we have some knowledge, relative to the energies of their minds, their benevolent pursuits, etc., to enable usto judge whether the operations of intellect have anydecided effect in prolonging the duration of human life. It iscertain that no decided effect of this kind hasyet been observed. Though no attention of any kind hasever produced such an effect as could be construed into the smallest semblance of an approach towardsimmortality, yet of the two, a certain attention to the bodyseems to have more effect in thisrespect than an attention to the mind. The man who takes histemperate meals and his bodilyexercise, with scrupulous regularity, will generallybe found more healthythan the man who, verydeepl yengaged in intellectual pursuits, often forgets for a time these bodil ycravings. The citizen who has retired, and whose ideas, perhaps, scarcel ysoar above or extend beyond his littlegarden, puddling all the morning about his bordersof box, will, perhaps, live as long asthe philosopher whose range of intellect is the most extensive, and whose views are the clearest of anyof hiscontemporaries. It has been positivelyobserved bythose who have attended to thebillsof mortalitythat women live longer upon an average than men, and, though I would not byany means saythat their intellectual faculties are inferior, yet, I think, it must be allowed that, from their different education, there arenot so manywomen asmen, whoare excited to vigorous mental exertion.

As in these and similar instances, or to take a larger range, as in the great diversityof charactersthat have existed during some thousand years, no decided difference has been observed in the duration of human life from theoperation of intellect, the mortalityof man on earth seems to be as completel yestablished, and exactlyupon the same grounds, asanyone, the most constant, of the laws of nature. An immediate act of power in the Creator of the Universe might, indeed, change one or all of these laws, either suddenlyor gradually, but without some indicationsof such a change, and such indicationsdo not

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

exist, it. Is just as unphilosophical to suppose that the life of man may be prolonged beyond anyassignable limits, as to suppose that the attraction of the earth will graduallybe changed into repulsion and that stones will ultimatelyrise instead of fall or that theearth will flyoff at a certain period to some more genial and warmer sun.

The conclusion of this chapter presents us, undoubtedl y, with a ver ybeautiful and desirable picture, but like some of the landscapes drawn from fancyandnot imagined with truth, it failsof that interest in the heart which nature and probabilitycan alone give.

I cannot quit this subject without taking notice of these conjectures of Mr Godwin and Mr Condorcet concerning the indefinite prolongation of human life, as a verycurious instance of thelonging of the soul after immortality. Both these gentlemen have rejected the light of revelation which absolutel ypromises eternal life in another state.

Theyhave also rejected the light of natural religion, which to the ablest intellects in all ages has indicated thefuture existence of the soul. Yet so congenial is theidea of immortalityto themind of man that they cannot consent entirelyto throwit out of their systems. After all their fastidious scepticisms concerning the onlyprobable mode of immortality, theyintroduce a species of immortalityof their own, not onlycompletel ycontradictoryto ever ylawof philosophical probability, but in itself in the highest degree narrow, partial, and unjust. Theysuppose that all the great, virtuous, and exalted minds that have ever existed or that mayexist for some thousands, perhaps millions of years, will be sunk in annihilation, and that onlya few beings, not greater in number than can exist at once upon the earth, will be ultimatelycrowned with immortality. Had such a tenet been advanced as a tenet of revelation I am verysure that all theenemies of religion, and probabl yMr Godwin and Mr Condorcet among therest, would have exhausted the whole force of their ridicule upon it, asthe most puerile, themost absurd, the poorest, the most pitiful, themost iniquitouslyunjust, and, consequently, the most unworthyof the Deity that the superstitious foll yof man could invent.

What a strange and cur ious proof do these conjectures exhibit of the inconsistencyof scepticism! For it should be observed, that there is a verystriking and essential difference bet ween believing an assertion which absolutelycontradicts themost uniform experience, and an assertion which contradicts nothing, but is merelybeyond the power of our present observation and knowledge. So diversified are the natural objects around us, so manyinstances of mightypower dailyoffer themselves to our view, that we mayfairlypresume, that there are manyforms and operations of nature which we have not yet observed, or which, perhaps, we arenot capable of observing with our present

76 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

confined inlets of knowledge. The resurrection of a spiritual bodyfrom a natural bodydoes not appear in itself a more wonderful instance of power than the germination of a blade of wheat from the grain, or of an oak from an acorn. Could we conceive an intelligent being, so placed as to be conversant onlywith inanimate or full grown objects, and never to have witnessed the process of vegetation and growth; and were another being to shewhim two little pieces of matter, a grain of wheat, and an acorn, to desire him to examine them, to analyse them if he pleased, and endeavour to find out their properties and essences; and then to tell him, that however trifling these little bitsof matter might appear to him, that theypossessed such curious powers of selection, com bination, arrangement, and almost of creation, that upon being put into the ground, theywould choose, amongst all the dirt and moisture that surrounded them, those parts which best suited their purpose, that theywould collect and arrange these partswith wonderful taste, judgement, and execution, and would rise up into beautiful forms, scarcelyin anyrespect analogous to the little bitsof matter which were first placed in the earth. I feel ver ylittle doubt that the imaginarybeing which I have supposed would hesitate more, would require better authority, and stronger proofs, before he believed these strange assertions, than if he had been told, that a being of mightypower, who had been the cause of all that he sawaround him, and of that existence of which he himself was conscious, would, bya great act of power upon the death and corruption of human creatures, raise up the essence of thought in an incorporeal, or at least invisible form, to give it a happier existence in another state.

The onlydifference, with regard to our own apprehensions, that is not in favour of the latter assertion is that the first miracle we have repeatedlyseen, and the last miracle we have not seen. I admit the full weight of this prodigious difference, but surelyno man can hesitate a moment in saying that, putting Revelation out of the question, the resurrection of a spiritual bodyfrom a natural body, which maybe merelyone among the manyoperations of naturewhich we cannot see, is an event indefinitelymore probable than the immortalityof man on earth, which is not onlyan event of which no symptoms or indications have yet appeared, but isa positive contradiction to one of the most constant of the laws of nature that has ever come within the observation of man.

When we extend our viewbeyond thislife, it isevident that we can have no other guides than authority, or conjecture, and perhaps, indeed, an obscure and undefined feeling. What I sayhere, therefore, does not appear to me in anyrespect to contradict what I said before, when I observed that it was unphilosophical to expect anyspecifick event that

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

was not indicated bysome kind of analogyin thepast. In ranging beyond the bournefrom which no traveller returns, we must necessarily quit this rule; but with regard to events that maybe expected to happen on earth, we can seldom quit it consistentlywith true philosophy.

Analogyhas, however, as I conceive, great latitude. For instance, man has discovered manyof the laws of nature: analogyseems to indicate that he will discover manymore; but no analogyseems to indicate that he will discover a sixth sense, or a newspecies of power in thehuman mind, entirelybeyond thetrain of our present observations.

The powers of selection, combination, and transmutation, which ever yseed shews, are trulymiraculous. Who can imagine that these wonderful faculties arecontained in these little bits of matter?To meit appears much more philosophical to suppose that the mightyGod of nature is present in full energyin all these operations. To this all powerful Being, it would be equallyeasyto raise an oak without an acorn as with one. The preparatoryprocess of putting seeds into the ground is merelyordained for the use of man, as oneamong the various other excitementsnecessaryto awaken matter into mind. It is an idea that will be found consistent, equallywith the natural phenomena around us, with the various events of human life, and with the successive revelationsof God to man, to suppose that the world is a mightyprocess for the creation and formation of mind. Manyvessels will necessarilycome out of this great furnace in wrong shapes. These will be broken and thrown aside asuseless; while those vessels whose forms are full of truth, grace, and loveliness, will be wafted into happier situations, nearer thepresence of the mightymaker.

I ought perhaps again to make an apologyto myreadersfor dwelling so long upon a conjecture which many, I know, will think too absurd and improbable to requirethe least discussion. But if it be as improbable and as contraryto the genuinespirit of philosophyas I own

I think it is, whyshould it not be shewn to be so in a candid examination? Aconjecture, however improbable on the first viewof it, advanced byable and ingenious men, seems at least to deserve investigation. For myown part I feel no disinclination whatever to give that degree of credit to the opinion of the probable immortalityof man on earth, which the appearances that can be brought in support of it deserve. Before we decide upon the utter improbabilityof such an event, it is but fair impartiallyto examinethese appearances; and from such an examination I think we mayconclude, that we have rather less reason for supposing that the life of man maybe indefinitelyprolonged, than that trees maybe made to growindefinitelyhigh, or potatoes indefinitelylarge. Though Mr Godwin advances the idea of the indefinite prolongation of human life merelyas a conjecture, yet as he

78 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

has produced some appearances, which in hisconception favour the supposition, he must certainlyintend that these appearances should be examined andthis is all that Ihave meant to do.

C H A P T E R 1 3

Error of Mr Godwin is considering man too much in the light of a being merely rational - In the compound being, man, the passions will always act as disturbing forces in the decisions of the understanding - Reasonings of Mr Godwin on the subject of coercion

- Some truths of a nature not to be communicated fromone man to another.

I N THE CHAPTER WHICH I HAVE BEEN EXAMINING , Mr Godwin professes to consider the objection to his system of equalityfrom the principle of population. It has appeared, I think clearly, that he isgreatlyerroneous in his statement of the distance of this difficult y, and that instead of myriads of centuries, it is reallynot thirtyyears, or even thirtydays, distant from us. The supposition of the approach of man to immortality on earth is certainlynot of a kind to soften the difficult y. The only argument, therefore, in thechapter which has anytendencyto remove the objection is theconjecture concerning the extinction of the passion bet ween the sexes, but asthis isa mere conjecture, unsupported bythe smallest shadowof proof, the force of the objection maybe fairlysaid to remain unimpaired, and it is undoubtedl yof suffici ent weight of itself completel yto overturn Mr Godwin´s whole system of equality. I will, however, make one or two observations on a fewof the prominent partsof Mr Godwin´s reasoningswhich will contribute to place in a still clearer point of viewthe little hope that we can reasonably entertain of those vast improvements in the nature of man and of societ ywhich heholds up to our admiring gazein hisPolitical Justice.

Mr Godwin considers man too much in the light of a being merely intellectual. Thiserror, at least such I conceive it to be, pervades his whole work and mixes itself with all his reasonings. The voluntary actionsof men mayoriginate in their opinions, but these opinions will be ver ydifferentlymodified in creatures compounded of a rational facult yand corporal propensities from what theywould be in beings wholl yintellectual. Mr Godwin, in proving that sound reasoning and truth arecapable of being adequatelycommunicated, examines the

80 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

proposition first practically, and then adds, `Such is theappearance which this proposition assumes, when examined in a loose and practical view. In strict consideration it will not admit of debate. Man is a rational being, etc.´ (Bk. I, ch. 5; in thethird edition Vol. I, p. 88). So far from calling thisa strict consideration of the subject, I own I should call it theloosest, and most erroneous, waypossible, of considering it.

It is thecalculating the velocit yof a falling bodyin vacuo, and persisting in it, that it would be the same through whatever resisting mediumsit might fall. Thiswas not Newton´s mode of philosophizing.

Veryfewgeneral propositions are just in application to a particular subject. The moon is not kept in her orbit round the earth, nor the earth in her orbit round thesun, bya force that varies merelyin the inverse ratio of the squares of the distances. To make the general theoryjust in application to the revolutions of these bodies, it was necessaryto calculateaccuratelythe disturbing force of the sun upon themoon, and of themoon upon the earth; and till these disturbing forces were properlyestimated, actual observations on themotions of these bodies would have proved that the theorywas not accuratelytrue.

I am willing to allowthat everyvoluntaryact is preceded bya decision of the mind, but it is strangelyopposite to what I should concei ve to be the just theoryupon the subject, and a palpable contradiction to all experience, to saythat thecorporal propensities of man donot act verypowerfully, as disturbing forces, in these decisions.

The question, therefore, does not merelydepend upon whether a man maybe made to understand a distinct proposition or be convinced byan unanswerable argument. Atruth maybe brought home tohis conviction as a rational being, though he maydetermine to act contraryto it, as a compound being. The cravingsof hunger, thelove of liquor, thedesire of possessing a beautiful woman, will urge men to actions, of the fatal consequences of which, to thegeneral interests of societ y, theyare perfectl ywell convinced, even at theverytime theycommit them.

Rem ove their bodilycravings, and theywould not hesitatea moment in determining against such actions. Ask them their opinion of the same conduct in another person, and theywould immediatelyreprobate it.

But in their own case, and under all the circumstances of their situation with these bodil ycravings, the decision of the compound being is different from the conviction of the rational being.

If this be the just viewof the subject, and both theoryand experience unite to prove that it is, almost all Mr Godwin´sreasonings on thesubject of coercion in his seventh chapter, will appear to be founded on error. He spends some time in placing in a ridiculous point of viewthe attempt to convince a man´s understanding andto clear up a doubt ful proposition in his mind, byblows. Undoubtedl yit is both

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

ridiculous and barbarous, and so is cock-fighting, but one has little more to do with the real object of human punishments than theother.

One frequent (indeed much too frequent) mode of punishment isdeath.

Mr Godwin will hardlythink this intended for conviction, at least it does not appear howthe individual or the societ ycould reap much future benefit from an understanding enlightened in this manner.

The principal ob jects which human punishmentshave in vieware undoubtedl yrestraint and example; restraint, or removal, of an individual member whose vicious habits are likelyto be prejudicial to the societ y´; and example, which byexpressing the sense of the communitywith regard to a particular crime, and byassociating more nearlyand visiblycrime and punishment, holds out a moral motive to dissuade others from the commission of it.

Restraint, Mr Godwin thinks, maybe permitted as a temporary expedient, though he reprobates solitaryimprisonment, which has certainlybeen the most successful, and, indeed, almost the onlyattempt towards the moral amelioration of offenders. He talks of the selfish passions that are fostered bysolitude and of the virtues generated in societ y. But surelythese virtues are not generated in the societ yof a prison. Were the offender confined to the societ yof able and virtuous men he would probabl ybe more improved than in solitude. But isthis practicable? Mr Godwin´s ingenuityis more frequentlyemployed in finding out evils than in suggesting practical remedies.

Punishment, for example, is totallyreprobated. Byendeavouring to make examples too impressive and terrible, nationshave, indeed, been led into the most barbarous cruelties, but the abuse of anypractice is not a good argument against itsuse. The indefatigable painstaken in this countryto find out a murder, and the certaintyof its punishment, has powerfull ycontributed to generate that sentiment which isfrequent in the mouthsof the common people, that a murder will sooner or later come to light; and the habitual horror in which murder is in consequence held will make a man, in the agonyof passion, throw down his knife for fear he should be tempted to use it in the gratification of hisrevenge. In Italy, where murderers, byfl ying to a sanctuary, are allowed more frequentlyto escape, the crime has never been held in thesame detestation and has consequentlybeen more frequent. No man, who is at all aware of the operation of moral motives, can doubt for a moment, that if ever ymurder in Italyhad been invariablypunished, the use of the stiletto in transports of passion would have been comparativel ybut little known.

That human laws either do, or can, proportion thepuni shment accuratelyto the offence, no person will have the follyto assert. From the inscrutabilityof motives the thing is absolutel yimpossible, but this

82 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

imperfection, though it maybe called a species of injustice, is no valid argument against human laws. It isthe lot of man, that he will frequentlyhave to choose bet ween two evils; and it is a sufficient reason for theadoption of anyinstitution, that it is the best mode that suggests itself of preventing greater evils. Acontinual endeavour should undoubtedl yprevail to make these institutionsasperfect as the nature of them will admit. But nothing is so easyas to find fault with human institutions; nothing so difficult as to suggest adequate practical improvements. It isto be lamented, that more men of talents employ their time in theformer occupation than in the tatter.

The frequencyof crime among men, who, as the common saying is, knowbetter, sufficientlyproves, that some truths maybe brought home to the conviction of the mind without always producing the proper effect upon theconduct. There are other truthsof a nature that perhaps never can be adequatelycommunicated from one man to another. The superiorityof the pleasures of intellect to those of sense,

Mr Godwin considers as a fundamental truth. Taking all circumstances into consideration, I should be disposed to agree with him; but howam

I to communicate this truth to a person who has scarcelyever felt intellectual pleasure? I mayas well attempt to explain thenature and beaut yof colours to a blind man. If I am ever so laborious, patient, and clear, and have the most repeated opportunities of expostulation, any real progress toward the accomplishment of m ypurpose seems absolutel yhopeless. There is no common measure between us. I cannot proceed step bystep.. It isa truth of a nature absolutel yincapableof demonstration. All that I can sayis, that the wisest and best men in all ages had agreed in giving thepreference, verygreatly, to the pleasures of intellect; and that myown experience completelyconfirmed the truth of their decisions; that Ihad found sensual pleasures vain, transient, and continuallyattended with tedium and disgust; but that intellectual pleasures appeared to me ever fresh and young, filled up all myhours satisfactorily, gave a newzest to life, and diffused a lasting serenity over mymind. If hebelieve me, it can onlybe from respect and veneration for myauthority. It iscredulity, and not conviction. I have not said anything, nor can anything be said, of a nature to produce real conviction. The affair is not an affair of reasoning, but of experience.

He would probabl yobserve in reply, what you sa ymaybe verytrue with regard to yourself and manyother good men, but for myown part

I feel ver ydifferentlyupon the subject. I have ver yfrequentlytaken up a book and almost as frequentlygone to sleep over it; but when I pass an evening with a gayparty, or a prettywoman, I feel alive, and in spirits, and trulyenjoym yexistence.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

Under such circumsta nces, reasoning and arguments are not instruments from which success can be expected. At some future time perhaps, real satietyof sensual pleasures, or some accidental impressionsthat awakened the energies of his mind, might effect that, in a month, which the most patient and able expostulationsmight be incapable of effecting in fortyyears.

C H A P T E R 1 4

Mr Godwin´s five propositions respecting political truth, on which his whole work hinges, not established - Reasons we have for supposing, fromthe distress occasioned by the principle of population, that the vices and moral weakness of man can never be wholly eradicated - Perfectibility, in the sense in which Mr Godwin uses the term, not applicableto man- Nature of the real perfectibility of man illustrated.

I F THE REASONINGS OF THE PRECEDING CHAPTER ARE JUST , the corollaries respecting political truth, which Mr Godwin draws from the proposition that thevoluntaryactions of men originate in their opinions, will not appear to be clearlyestablished. These corollaries are, `Sound reasoning and truth, when adequatelycommunicated, must always be victorious over error: Sound reasoning and truth arecapable of being so communicated: Truth is omnipotent: The vices and moral weakness of man are not invincible: Man is perfectible, or in other words, susceptible of perpetual improvement.´

The first three propositions maybe considered a complete syllogism. If byadequatelycommunicated, be meant such a conviction as to produce an adequate effect upon the conduct, the major maybe allowed and the minor denied. The consequent, or the omnipotence of truth, of course falls to the ground. If by`adequatelycommunicated´ be meant merelythe conviction of the rational faculty, the major must be denied, the minor will be onlytrue in cases capable of demonstration, and the consequent equallyfalls. Thefourth proposition Mr Godwin calls the preceding proposition, with a slight variation in thestatement.

If so, it must accompanythepreceding proposition in its fall. But it maybe worth whileto inquire, with reference to the principal argument of this essay, into theparticular reasons which we have for supposing that the vices and moral weakness of man can never be wholly overcome in this world.

Man, according to Mr G odwin, isa creature formed what he is by the successi ve impressions which he has received, from the first

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

moment that the germ from which he sprung was animated. Could he be placed in a situation, where he was subject to no evil impressions whatever, though it might be doubted whether in such a situation virtue could exist, vice would certainlybe banished. The great bent of Mr

Godwin´s work on Political Justice, if I understand it rightly, isto shew that the greater part of the vices and weaknesses of men proceed from the injustice of their political and social institutions, and that if these were removed and theunderstandings of men more enlightened, there would be little or no temptation in the world to evil. Asit has been clearlyproved, however, (at least as I think) that thisis entirelya false conception, and that, independent of anypolitical or social institutions whatever, the greater part of mankind, from thefixed and unalterable laws of nature, must ever be subject to the evil temptationsarising from want, besides other passions, it follows from Mr Godwin´sdefinition of man that such impressions, and combinationsof impressions, cannot be afloat in theworld without generating a varietyof bad men. According to Mr Godwin´s own conception of the formation of character, it is surelyas improbable that under such circumstances all men will be virtuous as that sixes will come up a hundred times following upon the dice. Thegreat varietyof combinationsupon the dice in a repeated succession of throws appearsto me not inaptlyto represent thegreat varietyof character that must necessarilyexist in theworld, supposing ever yindividual to be formed what he is bythat combination of impressionswhich hehasreceived since his first existence. And this comparison will, in some measure, shewthe absurdityof supposing, that exceptionswill ever become general rules; that extraordinaryand unusual combinations will be frequent; or that the individual instances of great virtue which had appeared in all ages of the world will ever prevail universally.

I am awarethat Mr Godwin might saythat the comparison is in one respect inaccurate, that in the case of thedice, the preceding causes, or rather the chances respecting the preceding causes, were always thesame, and that, therefore, I could have no good reason for supposing that a greater number of sixes would come up in thenext hundred times of throwing than in the preceding same number of throws. But, that man had in some sort a power of influencing those causes that formed character, and that everygood and virtuous man that was produced, bytheinfluence which he must necessarilyhave, rather increased the probabilitythat another such virtuous character would be generated, whereas the coming up of sixes upon thedice once, would certainlynot increase the probabilityof their coming up a second time.

I admit thisobjection to the accuracyof the comparison, but it isonly partiallyvalid. Repeated experience has assured us, that the influence

86 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

of themost virtuous character will rarelyprevail against verystrong temptations to evil. It will undoubtedl yaffect some, but it will fail with a much greater number. Had Mr Godwin succeeded in hisattempt to prove that these temptations to evil could bythe exertionsof man be removed, I would give up the comparison; or at least allow, that a man might be so far enlightened with regard to the mode of shaking his elbow, that hewould be able to throwsixes ever ytime. But as long as a great number of those impressionswhich form character, like the nice motions of the arm, remain absolutel yindependent of the will of man, though it would be the height of foll yand presumption to attempt to calculatethe relative proportions of virtue and vice at thefuture periods of theworld, it maybe safel yasserted that the vices and moral weakness of mankind, taken in the mass, are invincible.

The fifth proposition is the general deduction from thefour former and will consequentlyfall, asthe foundations which support it have given way. In the sense in which Mr Godwin understands the term

`perfectible´, the perfectibilityof man cannot be asserted, unless the preceding propositions could have been clearlyestablished. Thereis, however, one sense, which theterm will bear, in which it is, perhaps, just. It maybe said with truth that man is alwa ys susceptible of improvement, or that there never has been, or will be, a period of his history, in which hecan be said to have reached his possible acme of perfection. Yet it does not byanymeans followfrom this, that our efforts to improve man will always succeed, or even that he will ever make, in the greatest number of ages, anyextraordinarystrides towards perfection. The onlyinference that can be drawn isthat theprecise limit of hisimprovement cannot possibl ybe known. And I cannot help again reminding the reader of a distinction which, it appears to me, ought particularlyto be attended to in thepresent question: I mean, the essential difference there is between an unlimited improvement and an improvement the limit of which cannot be ascertained. The former is an improvement not applicable to man under thepresent laws of his nature. The latter, undoubtedl y, is applicable.

The real perfectibilityof man maybe ill ustrated, asI have mentioned before, bythe perfectibilityof a plant. The object of the enterprising florist is, as I conceive, to unite size, symmetry, and beauty of col our. It would surelybe presumptuous in the most successful improver to affirm, that hepossessed a carnation in which these qualities existed in the greatest possible state of perfection. However beautiful his flower maybe, other care, other soil, or other suns, might produce one still more beautiful.

Yet, although he maybe aware of the absurdityof supposing that he has reached perfection, and though he mayknowbywhat meanshe

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

attained that degree of beaut yin theflower which heat present possesses, yet he cannot be sure that bypursuing similar means, rather increased in strength, hewill obtain a more beautiful blossom. By endeavouring to improve one quality, he mayimpair the beautyof another. The richer mould which hewould employto increase thesize of hisplant would probabl yburst the calyx, and destroyat once its symmetry. In a similar manner, the forcing manure used to bring about the French Revolution, and to give a greater freedom and energyto the human mind, hasburst thecalyx of humanity, the restraining bond of all societ y; and, however large the separate petalshave grown, however strongly, or even beautifully, a fewof them have been marked, the whole is at present a loose, deformed, disjointed mass, without union, symmetry, or harmonyof colouring.

Were it of consequence to improve pinksand carnations, thoug h we could have no hope of raising them aslarge as cabbages, we might undoubtedl yexpect, bysuccessi ve efforts, to obtain morebeautiful specimens than we at present possess. No person can denythe importance of improving the happiness of the human species. Everythe least advance in this respect is highlyvaluable. But an experiment with the human race is not like an experiment upon inanimate objects. The bursting of a flower maybe a trifle. Another will soon succeed it. But the bursting of the bonds of societ yis such a separation of partsas cannot take place without giving themost acute pain to thousands: and a long time mayelapse, and much miserymaybe endured, before the wound grows up again.

As the five propositions which I have been examining maybe considered as thecorner stones of Mr Godwin´s fanciful structure, and, indeed, as expressing the aim and bent of his whole work, however excellent much of his detached reasoning maybe, he must be considered as having failed in the great object of hisundertaking.

Besides the difficulties arising from the compound nature of man, which he has byno means sufficientlysmoothed, the principal argument against theperfectibilityof man and societ yremains whole and unimpaired from anything that hehasadvanced. And as far asI can trust myown judgement, this argument appearsto be conclusive, not onlyagainst the perfectibilityof man, in the enlarged sense in which Mr Godwin understands the term, but against anyver ymarked and striking change for the better, in the form and structure of general societ y; bywhich I mean anygreat and decided amelioration of the condition of the lower classes of mankind, the most numerous, and, consequently, in a general viewof the subject, themost important part of thehuman race. Were I to live a thousand years, and thelaws of nature to remain the same, I should little fear, or rather little hope, a

88 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

contradiction from experience in asserting that no possible sacrifices or exertions of the rich, in a countrywhich had been long inhabited, could for anytime place the lower classes of thecommunityin a situation equal, with regard to circumstances, to the situation of thecommon people about thirty years ago in the northern States of America.

The lower classes of p eople in Europe mayat some future period be much better instructed than theyare at present; theymaybe taught to employthe little spare time theyhave in manybetter wa ys than at the ale-house; theymaylive under better and more equal laws than they have ever hitherto done, perhaps, in anycountry; and I even conceive it possibl e, though not probable that theymayhave more leisure; but it is not in the natureof things that theycan be awarded such a quantityof moneyor subsistence aswill allowthem all to marryearly, in the full confidence that theyshall be able to provide with ease for a numerous family.

C H A P T E R 1 5

Models too perfect may sometimes rather impede than promote improvement - Mr Godwin´s essay on `Avarice and Profusion´ -

Impossibility of dividing the necessary labour of a society amicably among all -Invectives against labour may produce present evil, with little or no chance of producing future good - An accession to the mass of agricultural labour must always be an advantage to the labourer.

M R G ODWIN IN THE PREFACE TO HIS E NQUIRER , drops a few expressions which seem to hint at some change in hisopinionssince he wrote the Political Justice; and as this is a work nowof some years standing, I should certainlythink that I had been arguing against opinions which theauthor had himself seen reason to alter, but that in some of the essays of the Enquirer, Mr Godwin´s peculiar mode of thinking appears in as striking a light asever.

It has been frequentlyobserved that though we canno t hope to reach perfection in anything, yet that it must always be advantageous to us to place before our eyes the most perfect models. This observation has a plausible appearance, but is veryfar from being generallytrue. I even doubt itstruth in one of the most obvious exemplifications that would occur. I doubt whether a veryyoung painter would receive so much benefit, from an attempt to copya highlyfinished and perfect picture, as from copying one where the outlines were more strongly marked and the manner of laying on the colours was more easily discoverable. But in cases where the perfection of the model isa perfection of a different and superior nature from that towards which we should naturallyadvance, we shall not always fail in making any progress towards it, but we shall in all probabilityimpede the progress which we might have expected to make had we not fixed our eyes upon so perfect a model. A highlyintellectual being, exempt from theinfirm calls of hunger or sleep, is undoubtedl ya much more perfect existence than man, but were man to attempt to copysuch a model, he would not onlyfail in making anyadvances towards it; but byunwisel ystraining

90 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

to imitate what was inimitable, he would probabl ydestroythelittle intellect which he was endeavouring to improve.

The form and structureof societ ywhich Mr Godwin describes is as essentiallydistinct from anyforms of societ ywhich have hitherto prevailed in the world asa being that can live without food or sleep is from a man. Byimproving societ yin its present form, we are making no more advances towardssuch a state of thingsashe pictures than we should make approaches towardsa line, with regard to which we were walking parallel. The question, therefore, is whether, bylooking to such a form of societ yas our polar star, we are likelyto advance or retard the improvement of the human species? Mr Godwin appearsto me to have decided this question against himself in his essayon

`Avarice and Profusion´ in the Enquirer.

Dr Adam Smith has veryjustl yobserved that nationsas well as individuals growrich byparsimonyand poor byprofusion, and that, therefore, ever yfrugal man was a friend and everyspendthrift an enemyto hiscountry. The reason hegives is that what is saved from revenue isalways added to stock, and is therefore taken from the maintenance of labour that is generallyunproductive and employed in the maintenance of labour that realizes itself in valuable commodities.

No observation can be more evidentlyjust. The subject of Mr

Godwin´s essayis a little similar in its first appearance, but in essence is asdistinct as possible. He considers the mischief of profusion asan acknowledged truth, and therefore makes his comparison between the avaricious man, and the man who spendshisincome. But the avaricious man of Mr Godwin istotallya distinct character, at least with regard to his effect upon theprosperityof the state, from the frugal man of Dr

Adam Smith. The frugal man in order to make moremoneysaves from his income and addsto hiscapital, and thiscapital heeither employs himself in the maintenance of productive labour, or he lends it to some other person who will probabl yemployit in this way. He benefits the state because he adds to its general capital, and because wealth employed as capital not onlysets in motion more labour than when spent asincome, but the labour is besides of a more valuable kind. But the avaricious man of Mr Godwin locks up his wealth in a chest and sets in motion no labour of anykind, either productive or unproductive.

Thisis so essential a difference that Mr Godwin´s decision in hisessay appears at once asevidentlyfalse as Dr Adam Smith´s position is evidentlytrue. It could not, indeed, but occur to Mr Godwin that some present inconvenience might arise to the poor from thus locking up the funds destined for the maintenance of labour. The onlywa y, therefore, he had of weakening this objection was to compare thetwo characters chiefl ywith regard to their tendencyto acceleratethe approach of that

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

happystate of cultivated equality, on which he says we ought alwa ys to fix our eyes as our polar star.

I think it has been proved in the former partsof this essaythat such a state of societ yis absolutel yimpracticable. What consequences then are we to expect from looking to such a point as our guide and polar star in the great sea of political discover y? Reason would teach usto expect no other than windsperpetuallyadverse, constant but fruitless toil, frequent shipwreck, and certain misery. We shall not onlyfail in making the smallest real approach towards such a perfect form of societ y; but bywasting our strength of mind and body, in a direction in which it is impossible to proceed, and bythe frequent distress which we must necessarilyoccasion byour repeated failures, we shall evidently impede that degree of improvement in societ y, which is really attainable.

It has appeared that a societ yconstituted according to Mr

Godwin´s system must, from theinevitable laws of our nature, degenerate into a class of proprietors and a class of labourers, and that the substitution of benevolence for self-love as themoving principle of societ y, instead of producing the happyeffects that might be expected from so fair a name, would cause the same pressure of want to be felt bythe whole of societ y, which is nowfelt onlyby a part. It is to the established administration of propertyand to the apparentlynarrow principleof sel f-love that we are indebted for all the noblest exertions of human genius, all the finer and more delicateemotions of the soul, for ever ything, indeed, that distinguishes the civilized from the savage state; and no sufficient change has asyet taken place in the nature of civilized man to enable usto saythat he either is, or ever will be, in a state when he maysafel ythrowdown the ladder bywhich he has risen to thiseminence.

If in everysoci et ythat hasadvanced beyond the savage state, a class of proprietors and a class of labourersmust necessarilyexist, it is evident that, aslabour isthe onlypropertyof the class of labourers, ever ything that tendsto diminish the value of this propertymust tend to diminish thepossessi on of this part of societ y. The onlywa ythat a poor man has of supporting himself in independence isbythe exertion of hisbodil ystrength. This is the onlycommodityhe hasto give in exchange for the necessaries of life. It would hardlyappear then that you benefit him bynarrowing the market for this commodity, by decreasing the demand for labour, and lessening the value of the only propertythat he possesses.

It should be observed that the principal argument of this Essay onlygoes to prove the necessityof a class of proprietors, and a class of labourers, but byno meansinfers that the present great inequalityof

92 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

propertyis either necessaryor useful to societ y. On the contrary, it must certainlybe considered asan evil, and everyinstitution that promotes it isessentiallybad and impolitic. But whether a government could with advantage to societ yactivel yinterfere to repress inequality of fortunes maybe a matter of doubt. Perhaps the generous system of perfect libertyadopted byDr Adam Smith and the French economists would be ill exchanged for anysystem of restraint.

Mr G odwin would perhaps saythat the whole system of barter and exchange is a vile and iniquitous traffic. If you would essentially relieve the poor man, you should take a part of his labour upon yoursel f, or give him your money, without exacting so severe a return for it. In answer to the first method proposed, it maybe observed, that even if the rich could be persuaded to assist the poor in thiswa y, the value of the assistance would be comparativel ytrifling. the rich, though theythink themselves of great importance, bear but a small proportion in point of numbers to the poor, and would, therefore, relieve them but of a small part of their burdens bytaking a share. Were all those that are employed in the labours of luxuries added to the number of those employed in producing necessaries, and could these necessarylabours be amicablydivided among all, each man´s share might indeed be comparativelylight; but desirable as such an amicable division would undoubtedl ybe, I cannot conceive anypractical principle according to which it could take place. It has been shewn, that the spirit of benevolence, guided bythe strict impartial justice that Mr Godwin describes, would, if vigorousl yacted upon, depress in want and misery the whole human race. Let us examinewhat would be theconsequence, if the proprietor were to retain a decent share for himself, but to give the rest awa yto the poor, without exacting a task from them in return.

Not to mention the idleness and thevice that such a proceeding, if general, would probabl ycreate in thepresent state of societ y, and the great. risk there would be, of diminishing theproduce of land, as well as thelabours of luxury, another objection yet remains.

Mr Godwin seems to have but little respect for practical principle s;

but I own it appearsto me, that heis a much greater benefactor to mankind, who points out howan inferior good maybe attained, than he who merelyexpatiates on the deformityof the present state of societ y, and the beautyof a different state, without pointing out a practical method, that might be immediatelyapplied, of accelerating our advances from the one, to the other.

It has appeared that from the principle of population more will always be in want than can be adequatelysupplied. The surplusof the rich man might be suffi cient for three, but four will be desirous to obtain it. He cannot make thisselection. of three out of the four without

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

conferring a great favour on those that are the objects of his choice.

These persons must consider themselves as under a great obligation to him and as dependent upon him for their support. The rich man would feel his power and thepoor man hisdependence, and the evil effects of these two impressionson the human heart are well known. Though I perfectl yagree with Mr Godwin therefore in theevil of hard labour, yet

I still think it a less evil, and less calculated to debase the human mind, than dependence, and ever yhistoryof man that we have ever read places in a strong. point of viewthe danger to which that mind is exposed which isentrusted with constant power.

In thepresent state of things, and particularlywhen labour isin request, theman who does a day´s work for meconfers full as great an obligation upon me as I do upon him. I possess what he wants, he possesses what I want. We makean amicable exchange. Thepoor man walks erect in conscious independence; and themind of his employer is not vitiated bya sense of power.

Three or four hundred years ago there was undoubtedlymuch less labour in England, in proportion to the population, than at present, but there was much more dependence, and we probabl yshould not now enjoyour present degree of civil libertyif the poor, bythe introduction of manufactures, had not been enabled to give something in exchange for theprovisions of the great Lords, instead of being dependent upon their bounty. Even the greatest enemies of trade and manufactures, and

I do not reckon myself a ver ydetermined friend to them, must allow that when theywere introduced into England, libertycame in their train.

Nothing that has been said tends in the most remote degree to undervaluethe principle of benevolence. It isone of thenoblest and most godlike qualities of the human heart, generated, perhaps, slowl y and graduallyfrom self-love, and afterwards intended to act as a general law, whose kind office it should be, to soften thepartial deformities, to correct the asperities, and to smooth the wrinkles of its parent: and thisseems to be the analog of all nature. Perhapsthere is no one general lawof nature that will not appear, to us at least, to produce partial evil; and we frequentlyobserve at the same time, some bountiful provision which, acting as another general law, corrects the inequalities of thefirst.

The proper office of benevolence is to soften the partial evils.

arising from self-love, but it can never be substituted in itsplace. If no man were to allowhimself to act till he had completel ydetermined that the action hewas about to perform was more conducive than anyother to the general good, the most enlightened minds would hesitatein

94 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

perplexityand amazement; and theunenlightened would be continually committing the grossest mistakes.

As Mr Godwin, therefore, hasnot laid down anypractical princi ple according to which the necessarylabours of agriculturemight be amicabl yshared among thewhole class of labourers, bygeneral invectives against employing the poor he appears to pursue an unattainable good through much present evil. For if everyman who employs the poor ought to be considered as their enemy, and as adding to the weight of their oppressions, and if the miser isfor this reason to be preferred to the man who spends his income, it follows that any number of men who nowspend their incomes might, to the advantage of societ y, be converted into misers. Suppose then that a hundred thousand persons who nowemployten men each were to lock up their wealth from general use, it is evident, that a million of working men of different kinds would be completel ythrown out of all employment. The extensive miserythat such an event would produce in the present state of societ yMr Godwin himself could hardlyrefuse to acknowledge, and

I question whether he might not find some difficultyin proving that a conduct of this kind tended more than theconduct of those who spend their incomes to `place human beings in the condition in which they ought to be placed.´ But Mr Godwin says that the miser reallylocks up nothing, that thepoint hasnot been rightlyunderstood, and that thetrue development and definition of the natureof wealth have not been applied to illustrate it. Having defined therefore wealth, veryjustl y, to be the commodities raised and fostered byhuman labour, he observes that the miser locks up neither corn, nor oxen, nor clothes, nor houses.

Undoubtedl yhe does not reallylock up these articles, but he locks up the power of producing them, which is virtuallythe same. These things are certainlyused and consumed byhiscontemporaries, as truly, and to as great an extent, asif he were a beggar; but not to as great an extent as if he had employed his wealth in turning up more land, in breeding more oxen, in employing more tailors, and in building more houses.

But supposing, for a moment, that the conduct of the miser did not tend to check anyreallyuseful produce, howare all those who are thrown out of employm ent to obtain patentswhich theymayshewin order to be awarded a proper share of the food and raiment produced bythe societ y? Thisis the unconquerable difficult y.

I am perfectl ywilling to concede to Mr Godwin that there is much more labour in the world than is reallynecessary, and that, if the lower classes of societ ycould agree among themselves never to work more than six or seven hours in the day, the commodities essential to human happiness might still be produced in asgreat abundance as at present.

But it isalmost impossible to conceive that such an agreement could be

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

adhered to. From theprinciple of population, some would necessarily be more in want than others. Those that had large families would naturallybe desirous of exchanging two hours more of their labour for an ampler quantityof subsistence. Howare theyto be prevented from making this exchange? it would be a violation of the first and most sacred propertythat a man possesses to attempt, bypositive institutions, tointerfere with his command over his own labour.

Till Mr Godwin, therefore, can point out some practical plan according to which the necessarylabour in a societ ymight be equitabl y divided, his invectives against labour, if theywere attended to, would certainlyproduce much present evil without approximating us to that state of cultivated equalityto which he looks forward as his polar star, and which, he seems to think, should at present be our guide in determining the nature and tendencyof human actions. Amariner guided bysuch a polar star isin danger of shipwreck.

Perhapsthere isno possible wa yin which wealth could in general be employed so beneficiall yto a state, and particularlyto the lower orders of it, as byimproving and rendering productive that land which to a farmer would not answer the expense of cultivation. Had Mr

Godwin exerted his energetic eloquence in painting the superior worth and usefulness of the character who employed the poor in thiswa y, to him who employed them in narrowluxuries, ever yenlightened man must have applauded hisefforts. The increasing demand for agricultural labour must always tend to better thecondition of the poor;

and if the accessi on of work be of thiskind, so far is it from being true that the poor would be obliged to work ten hours for the same price that theybefore worked eight, that the veryreverse would be the fact; and a labourer might then support hiswife and familyas well bythe labour of six hours ashe could before bythe labour of eight.

The labour created byluxuries, though useful in distributing the produce of the country, without vitiating theproprietor bypower, or debasing the labourer bydependence, hasnot, indeed, the same beneficial effects on thestate of the poor. Agreat accessi on of work from manufacturers, though it mayraise the price of labour even more than an increasing demand for agricultural labour, yet, asin this case the quantityof food in thecountrymaynot be proportionably increasing, theadvantage to the poor will be but temporary, asthe price of provisions must necessarilyrise in proportion to the price of labour.

Relative to this subject, I cannot avoid venturing a fewremarks on a part of Dr Adam Smith´s Wealth of Nations, speaking at thesame time with that diffidence which I ought certainlyto feel in differing from a person so justl ycelebrated in the political world.

C H A P T E R 1 6

Probable error of Dr Adam Smith in representing every increase of the revenue or stock of a society as an increase in the funds for the maintenance of labour - Instances where an increase of wealth can have no tendency to better the condition of the labouring poor -

England has increased in riches without a proportional increase in the funds for the maintenance of labour - The state of the poor in

China would not be improved by an increase of wealth from manufactures.

T HE PROFESSED OBJECT OF D R A DAM S MITH ´ S INQUIRY is the nature and causes of the wealth of nations. Thereis another inquiry, however, perhaps still more interesting, which he occasionallymixes with it, I mean an inquiryinto the causes which affect the happiness of nations or thehappiness and comfort of thelower ordersof societ y, which is the most numerous class in everynation. I am sufficiencyaware of the near connection of these two subjects, and that the causes which tend to increase the wealth of a statetend also, generallyspeaking, to increase the happiness of thelower classes of the people. But perhaps Dr Adam

Smith has considered these two inquiries as still more nearlyconnected than theyreallyare; at least, he has not stopped to take notice of those instances where the wealth of a societ ymayincrease (according to his definition of `wealth´) without having anytendencyto increase the com forts of the labouring part of it. I do not mean to enter into a philosophical discussion of what constitutes theproper happiness of man, but shall merelyconsider two universallyacknowledged ingredients, health, and thecommand of the necessaries and conveniences of life.

Little or no doubt can exist that the comforts of the labouring poor depend upon the increase of the funds destined for the maintenance of labour, and will be ver yexactl yin proportion to the rapidityof this increase. Thedemand for labour which such increase would occasion, bycreating a competition in the market, must necessarilyraise the value of labour, and, till the additional number of handsrequired were

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

reared, the increased funds would be distributed to the same number of persons as before the increase, and therefore ever ylabourer would live comparativelyat hisease. But perhapsDr Adam Smith errs in representing ever yincrease of the revenue or stock of a societ yas an increase of these funds. Such surplus stock or revenue will, indeed, always be considered bythe individual possessing it as an additional fund from which he maymaintain morelabour: but it will not be a real and effectual fund for the maintenance of an additional number of labourers, unless the whole, or at least a great part of thisincrease of the stock or revenue of thesociet y, be convertible into a proportional quantityof provisions; and it will not be so convertible where the increase has arisen merelyfrom theproduce of labour, and not from the produce of land. A distinction will in this case occur, between the number of handswhich the stock of the societ ycould employ, and the number which its territorycan maintain.

To explain myself by an instance. Dr Adam Smith defines the wealth of a nation to consist. In the annual produce of its land and labour. This definition evidentlyincludes manufactured produce, as well asthe produce of the land. Nowsupposing a nation for a course of years was to add what it saved from itsyearlyrevenue to its manufacturing capital solely, and not to its capital employed upon land, it is evident that it might growricher according to theabove definition, without a power of supporting a greater number of labourers, and, therefore, without an increase in the real fundsfor the. maintenance of labour. There would, notwithstanding, be a demand for labour from the power which each manufacturer would possess, or at least think he possessed, of extending his old stock in tradeor of setting up fresh works. Thisdemand would of course raise the price of labour, but if the yearlystock of provisions in the countrywas not increasing, thisrise would soon turn out to be merelynominal, as theprice of provisions must necessarilyrise with it. The demand for manufacturing labourers might, indeed, entice manyfrom agriculture and thustend to diminish the annual produce of the land, but we will suppose anyeffect of this kind to be compensated byimprovements in the instruments of agriculture, and the quantityof provisions therefore to remain thesame.

Improvements in manufacturing machinerywould of course take place, and thiscircumstance, added to the greater number of handsemployed in manufactures, would cause the annual produce of the labour of the countryto be upon thewhole greatlyincreased. The wealth therefore of the countrywould be increasing annually, according to the definition, and might not, perhaps, be increasing veryslowl y.

The question is whether wealth, increasing in thiswa y, has any tendencyto better the condition of the labouring poor. It is a self-

98 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

evident proposition that anygeneral rise in theprice of labour, the stock of provisions remaining the same, can onlybe a nominal rise, as it must ver yshortlybe followed bya proportional rise in the price of provisions. The increase in the price of labour, therefore, which we have supposed, would have little or no effect in giving the labouring poor a greater command over the necessaries and conveniences of life.

In this respect theywould be nearlyin the same state as before. In one other respect theywould be in a worse state. Agreater proportion of them would be employed in manufactures, and fewer, consequently, in agriculture. And this exchange of professi ons will be allowed, I think, byall, to be ver yunfavourable in respect of health, one essential ingredient of happiness, besides the greater uncertaintyof manufacturing labour, arising from the capricious tasteof man, the accidentsof war, and other causes.

It maybe said, perhaps, that such an instance asI have supposed could not occur, because the rise in the price of provisions would immediatelyturn some additional capital into the channel of agriculture. But thisis an event which maytake place ver yslowl y, as it should be remarked that a rise in theprice of labour had preceded the rise of provisions, and would, therefore, impede the good effects upon agriculture, which the increased value of the produce of the land might otherwise have occasioned.

It might also be said, that the additional capital of the nation would enable it to import provisions sufficient for the maintenance of those whom itsstock could employ. A small countrywith a large navy, and great inland accommodations for carriage, such as Holland, may, indeed, import and distribute an effectual quantityof provisions; but the price of provisions must be ver yhigh to make such an importation and distribution answer in largecountries less advantageousl y circumstanced in thisrespect.

An instance, accuratelysuch as I have supposed, maynot, perhaps, ever have occurred, but I have littledoubt that instances nearly approximating to it maybe found without anyver ylaborious search.

Indeed I am stronglyinclined to think that England herself, since the

Revolution, affords a verystriking elucidation of the argument in question.

The commerce of this country, internal as well as external, has certainlybeen rapidlyadvancing during the last century. The exchangeable value in the market of Europe of the annual produce of its land and labour has, without doubt, increased veryconsiderably.

But, upon examination, it will be found that the increase has been chiefl yin the produce of labour and not in the produce of land, and therefore, though the wealth of thenation has been advancing with a

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

quick pace, theeffectual funds for the maintenance of labour have been increasing veryslowl y, and the result is such as might be expected. The increasing wealth of the nation has had little or no tendencyto better the condition of the labouring poor. Theyhave not, I believe, a greater command of the necessaries and conveniences of life, and a much greater proportion of them than at the period of the Revolution is employed in manufactures and crowded together in close and unwholesome rooms.

Could we believe the statement of Dr Price that the population of

England hasdecreased since the Revolution, it would even appear that the effectual fundsfor the maintenance of labour had been declining during theprogress of wealth in other respects. For I conceive that it maybe laid down as a general rule that if the effectual funds for the maintenance of labour are increasing, that is, if the territorycan maintain aswell as the stock employa greater number of labourers, this additional number will quicklyspring up, even in spite of such warsas

Dr Price enumerates. And, consequently, if the population of any countryhas been stationary, or declining, we maysafel yinfer, that, however it mayhave advanced in manufacturing wealth, its effectual funds for themaintenance of labour cannot have increased.

It is difficult, however, to conceive that the population of England has been declining since the Revolution, though everytestimony concurs to prove that its increase, if it hasincreased, hasbeen ver y slow. In the controversywhich the question has occasioned, Dr Price undoubtedl yappearsto be much more completelymaster of his subject, and to possess more accurate information, than his opponents. Judging simplyfrom this controversy, I think one should saythat Dr Price´s point isnearer being proved than Mr Howlett´s. Truth, probabl y, lies bet ween the two statements, but thissupposition makes the increase of population since the Revolution to have been veryslowin comparison with the increase of wealth.

That the produce of the land hasbeen decreasing, or even that it has been absolutel ystationaryduring the last century, few will be disposed to believe. The enclosure of commons and waste lands certainlytendsto increase thefood of the country, but it has been asserted with confidence that theenclosureof common fields has frequentlyhad a contraryeffect, and that large tracts of land which formerlyproduced great quantities of corn, bybeing converted into pasture both employfewer handsand feed fewer mouthsthan before their enclosure. It is, indeed, an acknowledged truth, that pastureland produces a smaller quantityof human subsistence than corn land of the same natural fertility, and could it be clearlyascertained that from the increased demand for butchers´ meat of the best quality, and its

100 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

increased price in consequence, a greater quantityof good land has annuallybeen employed in grazing, thediminution of human subsistence, which thiscircumstance would occasion, might have counterbalanced the advantages derived from the enclosure of waste lands, and the general improvements in husbandry.

It scarcelyneed be remarked that theh igh price of butchers´ meat at present, and its lowprice formerly, were not caused bythe scarcityin the one case or theplentyin the other, but bythe different expense sustained at thedifferent periods, in preparing cattle for themarket. It is, however, possible, that there might have been more cattle a hundred years ago in the countrythan at present; but no doubt can be entertained, that thereis much more meat of a superior qualitybrought to market at present than ever there was. When the price of butchers´ meat was ver ylow, cattle were reared chieflyupon waste lands; and except for some of the principal markets, were probabl ykilled with but little other fatting. The veal that issold so cheap in some distant counties at present bears little other resemblance than the name, to that which isbought in London. Formerly, the price of butchers, meat would not payfor rearing, and scarcel yfor feeding, cattle on land that would answer in tillage; but the present price will not onlypayfor fatting cattle on the verybest land, but will even allowof the rearing many, on land that would bear good crops of corn. The same number of cattle, or even the same weight of cattle at the different periods when killed, will have consumed (if I maybe allowed the expression) very different quantities of human substance. Afatted beast mayin some respects be considered, in the language of the French economists, asan unproductive labourer: he has added nothing to thevalue of theraw produce that he hasconsumed. The present system of grating, undoubtedl ytends more than the former system to diminish the quantityof human subsistence in the country, in proportion to the general fertilityof the land.

I would not byanymeans be understood to sa ythat the former system either could or ought to have continued. The increasing price of butchers´ meat is a natural and inevitable consequence of the general progress of cultivation; but I cannot help thinking, that thepresent great demand for butchers´ meat of the best quality, and thequantityof good land that isin consequence annuallyemployed to produce it, together with the great number of horses at present kept for pleasure, arethe chief causes that have prevented the quantityof human food in the countryfrom keeping pace with the generallyincreased fertilityof the soil; and a change of custom in these respects would, I have littledoubt, have a verysensible effect on the quantityof subsistence in thecountry, and consequentlyon its population.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

The employmen t of much of the most fertile land in grating, the improvements in agricultural instruments, the increase of large farms, and particularlythe diminution of the number of cottages throughout the kingdom, all concur to prove, that there arenot probabl yso many persons employed in agricultural labour nowas at the period of the

Revolution. Whatever increase of population, therefore, hastaken place, must be employed almost whollyin manufactures, and it is well known that the failure of some of these manufactures, merelyfrom the caprice of fashion, such astheadoption of muslins instead of silks, or of shoe-strings and covered buttons, instead of buckles and metal buttons, combined with the restraints in themarket of labour arising from corporation and parish laws, have frequentlydriven thousandson charityfor support. The great increase of the poor rates is, indeed, of itself a strong evidence that the poor have not a greater command of the necessaries and conveniences of life, and if to the consideration, that their condition in this respect is rather worse than better, be added the circumstance, that a much greater proportion of them is employed in large manufactories, unfavourable both to health and virtue, it must be acknowledged, that the increase of wealth of late years has had no tendencyto increase the happiness of the labouring poor.

That everyincrease of the stock or revenue of a nation cannot be considered as an increase of the real funds for the maintenance of labour and, therefore, cannot have the same good effect upon the condition of the poor, will appear in a strong light if theargument be applied to China.

Dr Adam Smith observes that China has probabl ylong been as rich as thenature of her laws and institutions will admit, but that with other laws and institutions, and if foreign commerce were had in honour, she might still be much richer. Thequestion is, would such an increase of wealth be an increase of the real funds for themaintenance of labour, and consequentlytend to place thelower classes of people in China in a state of greater plenty?

It is evident, that if trade and foreign commerce were held in great honour in China, from theplentyof labourers, and the cheapness of labour, she might work up manufactures for foreign sale to an immense amount. It is equallyevident that from the great bulk of provisions and the amazing extent of her inland territoryshe could not in return import such a quantityas would be anysensible addition to theannual stock of subsistence in thecountry. Her immense amount of manufactures, therefore, she would exchange, chiefly, for luxuries collected from all partsof the world. At present, it appears, that no labour whatever is spared in theproduction of food. The countryis rather over-people in proportion to what itsstock can employ, and labour is, therefore, so

102 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

abundant, that no pains are taken to abridge it. The consequence of this is, probabl y, the greatest production of food that the soil can possibl y afford, for it will be generallyobserved, that processes for abridging labour, though theymayenable a farmer to bring a certain quantityof grain cheaper to market, tendrather to diminish than increase thewhole produce; and in agriculture, therefore, may, in some respects, be considered rather as private than public advantages.

An immense capital could not be employed in China in preparing manufactures for foreign trade without taking off so manylabourers from agriculture asto alter thisstate of things, and in some degree to diminish the produce of the country. The demand for manufacturing labourerswould naturallyraise the price of labour, but as the quantity of subsistence would not be increased, the price of provisions would keep pace with it, or even morethan keep pace with it if the quantityof provisions were reallydecreasing. The countrywould be evidently advancing in wealth, the exchangeable value of the annual produce of its land and labour would be annuallyaugmented, yet the real funds for the maintenance of labour would be stationary, or even declining, and, consequently, the increasing wealth of thenation would rather tend to depress than to raise the condition of the poor. With regard to the command over thenecessaries and comforts of life, theywould be in the same or rather worse state than before; and a great part of them would have exchanged thehealthylabours of agriculture for the unhealthyoccupations of manufacturing industry.

The argument, perhaps, appearsclearer when applied to China, because it is generallyallowed that the wealth of China hasbeen long stationary. With regard to anyother countryit might be always a matter of dispute at which of the two periods, compared, wealth was increasing the fastest, asit is upon the rapidityof the increase of wealth at anyparticular period that Dr Adam Smith says the condition of the poor depends. It isevident, however, that two nationsmight increase exactlywith thesame rapidityin the exchangeable value of the annual produce of their land and labour, yet if one had applied itself chiefl yto agriculture, and the other chiefl yto commerce, the funds for the maintenance of labour, and consequentlythe effect of the increase of wealth in each nation, would be extremelydifferent. In that which had applied itself chieflyto agriculture, the poor would live in great plenty, and population would rapidlyincrease. In that which had applied itself chiefl yto commerce, the poor would be comparativel ybut little benefited and consequentlypopulation would increase slowly.

C H A P T E R 1 7

Question of the proper definition of the wealth of a state - Reason given by the French economists for considering all manufacturers as unproductive labourers, not the true reason - The labour of artificers and manufacturers sufficiently productive to individuals, though not to the state - A remarkable passage in Dr Price´s two volumes of

Observations - Error of Dr Price in attributing the happiness and rapid population of America, chiefly, to its peculiar state of civilization- No advantage can be expected from shutting our eyes to the difficulties in the way to theimprovement of society.

A QUESTION SEEMS NAT URALLY TO ARISE HERE whether the exchangeable value of the annual produce of the land and labour be the proper definition of the wealth of a country, or whether the gross produce of the land, according to theFrench economists, maynot be a more accurate definition. Certain it is that everyincrease of wealth, according to the definition of the economists, will be an increase of the funds for themaintenance of labour, and consequentlywill always tend to ameliorate thecondition of the labouring poor, though an increase of wealth, according to Dr Adam Smith´s definition, will byno means invariablyhave the same tendency. And yet it maynot followfrom this consideration that Dr Adam Smith´sdefinition is not just. It seems in manyrespects improper to exclude the clothing and lodging of a whole people from anypart of their revenue. Much of it may, indeed, be of ver ytrivial and unimportant value in comparison with the food of the country, yet still it maybe fairlyconsidered asa part of its revenue;

and, therefore, theonlypoint in which I should differ from Dr Adam

Smith iswhere he seems to consider everyincrease of the revenue or stock of a societ yas an increase of the funds for themaintenance of labour, and consequentlyas tending always to ameliorate the condition of thepoor.

The fine silksand cottons, the laces, and other ornamental luxuries of a rich country, maycontribute veryconsiderablyto augment the exchangeable value of its annual produce; yet theycontribute but in a

104 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

ver ysmall degree to augment the mass of happiness in the societ y, and it appearsto me that it is with some viewto the real utilityof the produce that we ought to estimate the productiveness or unproductiveness of different sorts of labour. The French economists consider all labour employed in manufactures as unproductive.

Comparing it with the labour employed upon land, I should be perfectl y disposed to agree with them, but not exactlyfor the reasons which they give. Theysa ythat labour employed upon land is productive because the produce, over and above completelypa ying the labourer and the farmer, affords a clear rent to the landlord, and that the labour employed upon a piece of lace is unproductive because it merely replaces the provisions that theworkman had consumed, and thestock of hisemployer, without affording anyclear rent whatever. But supposing the value of the wrought lace to be such as that, besides paying in the most complete manner the workman and hisemployer, it could afford a clear rent to a third person, it appearsto me that, in comparison with the labour employed upon land, it would be still as unproductive as ever. Though, according to the reasoning used bythe

French economists, the man employed in the manufacture of lace would, in thiscase, seem to be a productive labourer. Yet according to their definition of the wealth of a state, he ought not to be considered in that light. He will have added nothing to the gross produce of theland:

he has consumed a portion of thisgross produce, and hasleft a bit of lace in return; and though he maysell thisbit of lace for three times the quantityof provisions that he consumed whilst he was making it, and thus be a veryproductive labourer with regard to himself, yet he cannot be considered as having added byhis labour to anyessential part of the riches of the state. The clear rent, therefore, that a certain produce can afford, after paying theexpenses of procuring it, does not appear to be the sole criterion, bywhich to judge of the productiveness or unproductiveness to a stateof anyparticular species of labour.

Suppose that two hundred thousand men, who are nowempl oyed in producing manufactures that onlytend to gratifythe vanityof a few rich people, were to be employed upon some barren and uncultivated lands, and to produce onlyhalf the quantityof food that they themselves consumed; theywould be still more productive labourers with regard to thestate than theywere before, though their labour, so far from affording a rent to a third person, would but half replace the provisions used in obtaining the produce. In their former employment theyconsumed a certain portion of the food of the countryand left in return some silks and laces. In their latter employment theyconsumed the same quantityof food and left in return provision for a hundred thousand men. There can be little doubt which of the two legacies

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

would be the most reallybeneficial to the country, and it will, I think, be allowed that the wealth which supported the two hundred thousand men while theywere producing silks and laces would have been more usefull yemployed in supporting them whiletheywere producing the additional quantityof food.

A capital employed upon land maybe unproductive to the individual that employs it and yet be highlyproductive to the societ y. A capital employed in trade, on thecontrary, maybe highlyproductive to the individual, and yet be almost totallyunproductive to thesociet y:

and thisisthe reason whyI should call manufacturing labour unproductive, in comparison of that which is employed in agriculture, and not for the reason given bythe French economists. It is, indeed, almost impossible to see the great fortunes that are made in trade, and the liberalitywith which so manymerchants live, and yet agree in the statement of theeconomists, that manufacturerscan onlygrowrich by depriving themselves of the funds destined for their support. In many branches of trade the profits are so great aswould allowof a clear rent to a third person; but as there is no third person in thecase, and as all the profits centre in the master manufacturer, or merchant, he seems to have a fair chance of growing rich, without much privation; and we consequentlysee large fortunes acquired in trade bypersons who have not been remarked for their parsimony.

Dailyexperience proves that thelabour employed in tradeand manufactures is sufficientlyproductive to individuals, but it certainlyis not productive in thesame degree to the state. Everyaccessi on to the food of a countrytends to the immediate benefit of the whole societ y;

but the fortunes made in trade tend but in a remote and uncertain manner to thesameend, and in some respects have even a contrary tendency. The home trade of consumption is byfar the most important trade of everynation. China is the richest countryin theworld, without anyother. Putting then, for a moment, foreign trade out of the question, the man who, byan ingenious manufacture, obtains a double portion out of the old stock of provisions, will certainlynot to be so useful to the state astheman who, byhislabour, addsa single share to the former stock. The consumable commodities of silks, laces, trinkets, and expensive furniture, are undoubtedl ya part of the revenue of the societ y; but theyare therevenue onlyof the rich, and not of the societ y in general. An increase in this part of therevenue of a state, cannot, therefore, be considered of the same importance as an increase of food, which forms the principal revenue of the great mass of the people.

Foreign commerce adds to the wealth of a state, according to Dr

Adam Smith´sdefinition, though not according to the definition of the economists. Itsprincipal use, and the reason, probabl y, that it hasin

106 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

general been held in such high estimation isthat it adds greatlyto the external power of a nation or to itspower of commanding the labour of other countries; but it will be found, upon a near examination, to contribute but little to the increase of the internal funds for the maintenance of labour, and consequentlybut little to the happiness of the greatest part of societ y. In the natural progress of a state towards riches, manufactures, and foreign commerce would follow, in their order, the high cultivation of the soil. In Europe, thisnatural order of thingshasbeen inverted, and thesoil has been cultivated from the redundancyof manufacturing capital, instead of manufactures rising from the redundancyof capital employed upon land. The superior encouragement that has been given to the industryof the towns, and the consequent higher price that ispaid for the labour of artificers than for the labour of those employed in husbandry, are probabl ythe reasons wh yso much soil in Europe remainsuncultivated. Had a different policybeen pursued throughout Europe, it might undoubtedlyhave been much more populous than at present, and yet not be more incumbered byits population.

I cannot quit this curious subject of thedifficult yarising from population, a subject that appears to me to deserve a minute investigation and able discussion much beyond mypower to give it, without taking notice of an extraordinarypassage in Dr Price´s two volumes of Observations. Having given some tables on the probabilities of life, in towns and in the country, hesays (Vol. II, p.

243): From this comparison, it appearswith howmuch truth great cities have been called thegraves of mankind. It must also convince all who consider it, that according to the observation, at the end of the fourth essa y, in the former volume, it is byno means strictlyproper to consider our diseases as the original intention of nature. Theyare, without doubt, in general our own creation. Were there a countrywhere the inhabitants led lives entirelynatural and virtuous, fewof them would die without measuring out the whole period of present existence allotted to them; pain and distemper would be unknown among them, and death would come upon them like a sleep, in consequence of no other cause than gradual and unavoidable deca y.

I own that I felt mysel f obliged to drawa veryopposite conclusion from the facts advanced in Dr Price´s two volumes. I had for some time been aware that population and food increased in different ratios, and a vague opinion had been floating in mymind that theycould onlybe kept equal bysome species of miseryor vice, but the perusal of Dr

Price´s two volumes of Observations, after that opinion had been concei ved, raised it at once to conviction. With so manyfacts in his viewto prove the extraordinaryrapiditywith which population

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

increases when unchecked, and with such a bodyof evidence before him to elucidate even the manner bywhich the general laws of nature repress a redundant population, it is perfectl yinconceivable to me how he could write the passage that I have quoted. He was a strenuous advocate for earlymarriages, asthe best preservative against vicious manners. He had no fanciful conceptions about the extinction of the passion between the sexes, like Mr Godwin, nor did he ever think of eluding the difficult yin thewa ys hinted at byMr Condorcet. He frequentlytalks of giving the prolifick powers of nature room to exert themselves. Yet with these ideas, that hisunderstanding could escape from the obvi ous and necessaryinference that an unchecked population would increase, beyond comparison, faster than theearth, bythe best directed exertions of man, could produce food for itssupport, appears to me asastonishing as if he had resisted the conclusion of one of the plainest propositionsof Euclid.

Dr Price, speaking of the different stages of the civilized state, sa ys, `The first, or simple stages of civilization, are those which favour most the increase and thehappiness of mankind.´ He then instances the

American colonies, asbeing at that time in thefirst and happiest of the states that he had described, and asaffording a verystriking proof of the effects of the different stages of civilization on population. But he does not seem to be aware that the happiness of the Americans depended much less upon their peculiar degree of civilization than upon the peculiarityof their situation, as newcolonies, upon their having a great plentyof fertile uncultivated land. In partsof Norwa y,

Denmark, or Sweden, or in thiscountry, two or three hundred years ago, he might have found perhaps nearlythe same degree of civilization, but byno means the same happiness or thesame increase of population. He quotes himself a statute of Henrythe Eighth, complaining of the decayof tillage, and the enhanced price of provisions, `wherebya marvellous number of people were rendered incapable of maintaining themselves and families.´ The superior degree of civil libertywhich prevailed in America contributed, without doubt, its share to promote theindustry, happiness, and population of these states, but even civil liberty, all powerful as it is, will not create fresh land. The Americans maybe said, perhaps, to enjoya greater degree of civil liberty, nowtheyare an independent people, than while theywere in subjection in England, but we maybe perfectl ysure that population will not long continue to increase with the same rapidityas it did then.

A person who contemplated thehappystate of the lower classes of people in America twenty years ago would naturallywish to retain them for ever in that state, and might think, perhaps, that bypreventing the introduction of manufactures and luxuryhe might effect his

108 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

purpose, but he might as reasonablyexpect to prevent a wife or mistress from growing old bynever exposing her to the sun or air. The situation of newcol onies, well governed, is a bloom of youth that no efforts can arrest. There are, indeed, manymodes of treatment in the political, aswell as animal, body, that contribute to accelerate or retard the approaches of age, but there can be no chance of success, in any mode that could be devised, for keeping either of them in perpetual youth. Byencouraging theindustryof the towns more than theindustry of thecountry, Europe maybe said, perhaps, to have brought on a premature old age. Adifferent policyin this respect would infuse fresh life and vigour into everystate. While from the lawof primogeniture, and other European customs, land bearsa monopol yprice, a capital can never be employed in it with much advantageto the individual; and, therefore, it is not probable that the soil should be properlycultivated.

And, though in everycivilized state a classof proprietors and a class of labourersmust exist, yet one permanent advantage would alwa ys result from a nearer equalization of property. The greater thenumber of proprietors, the smaller must be thenumber of labourers: a greater part of societ ywould be in the happystate of possessing property: and a smaller part in theunhappystate of possessing no other propertythan their labour. But the best directed exertions, though theyma yalleviate, can never remove the pressure of want, and it will be difficult for any person who contemplates the genuinesituation of man on earth, and the general laws of nature, to suppose it possible that any, the most enlightened, efforts could place mankind in a state where`fewwould die without measuring out the whole period of present existence allotted to them; where pain and distemper would be unknown among them; and death would come upon them like a sleep, in consequence of no other cause than gradual and unavoidable deca y.´

It is, undoubtedl y, a most disheartening reflection that the great obstacle in the wayto anyextraordinaryimprovement in societ yis of a nature that we can never hope to overcome. The perpetual tendencyin the race of man to increase beyond themeansof subsistence is one of the general laws of animated nature which we can have no reason to expect will change. Yet, discouraging as the contemplation of this difficult ymust be to those whose exertions are laudablydirected to the improvement of the human species, it is evident that no possible good can arise from anyendeavours to slur it over or keep it in the background. On the contrary, the most baleful mischiefs maybe expected from the unmanlyconduct of not daring to face truth because it is unpleasing. Independentlyof what relates to this great obstacle, sufficient yet remainsto be done for mankind to animate us to the most unremitted exertion. But if we proceed without a thorough knowledge

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

and accurate comprehension of the nature, extent, and magnitudeof the difficulties we have to encounter, or if we unwisel ydirect our efforts towards an object in which we cannot hope for success, we shall not onlyexhaust our strength in fruitless exertionsand remain at as great a distance as ever from the summit of our wishes, but we shall be perpetuallycrushed bythe recoil of thisrock of Sisyphus.

C H A P T E R 1 8

The constant pressure of distress on man, fromthe principle of population, seems to direct our hopes to the future - State of trial inconsistent with our ideas of the foreknowledge of God - The world, probably, a mighty process for awakening matter into mind - Theory of the formation of mind - Excitements fromthe wants of the body -

Excitements from the operation of general laws - Excitements from the difficulties of lifearising fromtheprinciple of population.

T HE VIEW OF HUMAN LIFE which results from the contemplation of the constant pressureof distress on man from the difficult yof subsistence, byshewing the littleexpectation that hecan reasonablyentertain of perfectibilityon earth, seems stronglyto point his hopes to the future.

And thetemptationsto which he must necessarilybe exposed, from the operation of those laws of nature which we have been examining, would seem to represent the world in the light in which it has been frequentlyconsidered, as a state of trial and school of virtue preparatoryto a superior state of happiness. But I hope I shall be pardoned if I attempt to give a viewin some degree different of the situation of man on earth, which appearsto me to be more consistent with the various phenomena of nature which we observe around us and more consonant to our ideasof the power, goodness, and foreknowledge of the Deity.

It cannot be considered as an unim proving exercise of the human mind to endeavour to `vindicate the ways of God to man´ if we proceed with a proper distrust of our own understandings and a just sense of our insufficiencyto comprehend thereason of all we see, if we hail ever y rayof light with gratitude, and, when no light appears, think that the darkness isfrom within and not from without, and bow with humble deference to thesupreme wisdom of him whose `thoughtsare above our thoughts´ `as the heavens are high above the earth.´

In all our feeble attempts, however, to `find out the Almightyto perfection´, it seems absolutel ynecessarythat we should reason from nature up to nature´s God and not presume to reason from God to

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

nature. The moment we allowourselves to ask whysome thingsare not otherwise, instead of endeavouring to account for them as theyare, we shall never know where to stop, we shall be led into the grossest and most childish absurdities, all progress in the knowledge of thewa ys of

Providence must necessarilybe at an end, and the studywill even cease to be an improving exercise of the human mind. Infinite power is so vast and incomprehensible an idea that themind of man must necessarilybe bewildered in the contemplation of it. With the crude and puerile conceptions which we sometimes form of this attribute of the Deity, we might imagine that God could call into being myriadsand myriads of existences, all free from pain and imperfection, all eminent in goodness and wisdom, all capable of the highest enjoyments, and unnumbered as the pointsthroughout infinite space. But when from these vain and extravagant dreamsof fancy, we turn our eyes to the book of nature, where alone we can read God ashe is, we see a constant successi on of sentient beings, rising apparentlyfrom so many specks of matter, going through a long and sometimes painful process in thisworld, but manyof them attaining, ere the termination of it, such high qualities and powers asseem to indicate their fitness for some superior state. Ought we not then to correct our crude and puerile ideas of infinite Power from thecontemplation of what we actuallysee existing? Can we judge of the Creator but from hiscreation? And, unless we wish to exalt the power of God at the expense of his goodness, ought we not to conclude that even to the great Creator, almightyas he is, a certain process maybe necessary, a certain time (or at least what appearsto us as time) maybe requisite, in order to form beings with those exalted qualities of mind which will fit them for his high purposes?

A state of trial seems to implya previousl yformed existence that does not agree with the appearance of man in infancyand indicates something like suspicion and want of foreknowledge, inconsistent with those ideas which we wish to cherish of the Supreme Being. I should be inclined, therefore, asI have hinted before, to consider the world and this life as the mightyprocess of God, not for thetrial, but for the creation and formation of mind, a process necessar yto awaken inert, chaotic matter into spirit, to sublimatethe dust of the earth into soul, to elicit an ethereal spark from the clod of cla y. And in this viewof the subject, the various impressions and excitements which man receives through life maybe considered as the forming hand of hisCreator, acting bygeneral laws, and awakening his sluggish existence, bythe animating touches of the Divinity, into a capacityof superior enjoyment. The original sin of man isthe torpor and corruption of the chaotic matter in which hemaybe said to be born.

112 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

It could answer no good purpose to enter into thequestion whether mind be a distinct substance from matter, or onlya finer form of it. The question is, perhaps, after all, a question merelyof words. Mind is as essentiallymind, whether formed from matter or anyother substance.

We knowfrom experience that soul and bodyare most intimately united, and everyappearance seems to indicatethat theygrowfrom infancytogether. It would be a supposition attended with verylittle probabilityto believe that a complete and full formed spirit existed in ever yinfant, but that it was clogged and impeded in its operations during thefirst twenty years of life bythe weakness, or hebetude, of the organsin which it was enclosed. As we shall all be disposed to agree that God isthe creator of mind as well asof body, and as theyboth seem to be forming and unfolding themselves at the same time, it cannot appear inconsistent either with reason or revelation, if it appear to be consistent with phenomena of nature, to suppose that God is constantlyoccupied in forming mind out of matter and that thevarious impressionsthat man receives through life isthe process for that purpose. The employment is surelyworthyof the highest attributes of the Deity.

Thisviewof the state of man on earth will not seem to be unattended with probability, if, judging from the little experience we have of thenature of mind, it shall appear upon investigation that the phenomena around us, and thevarious events of human life, seem peculiarlycalculated to promote this great end, and especiallyif, upon this supposition, we can account, even to our own narrow understandings, for manyof those roughnesses and inequalities in life which querulous man too frequentlymakes thesubject of his complaint against the God of nature.

The first great awakeners of the mind seem to be the wants of the body. (It was myintention to have entered at some length into this subject as a kind of second part to theEssay. A long interruption, from particular business, has obliged me to layaside thisintention, at least for thepresent. I shall now, therefore, onlygive a sketch of a fewof the leading circumstances that appear to me to favour the general supposition that I have advanced.) Theyare thefirst stimulants that rouse the brain of infant man into sentient activity, and such seems to be the sluggishness of original matter that unless bya peculiar course of excitementsother wants, equallypowerful, are generated, these stimulants seem, even afterwards, to be necessaryto continue that activitywhich theyfirst awakened. The savage would slumber for ever under histree unless hewere roused from his torpor bythe cravings of hunger or the pinchings of cold, and theexertions that hemakes to avoid these evils, byprocuring food, and building himself a covering,

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

are the exercises which form and keep in motion hisfaculties, which otherwise would sink into listless inactivity. From all that experience has taught us concerning the structure of the human mind, if those stimulants to exertion which arise from thewants of thebody were removed from the mass of mankind, we have much more reason to think that theywould be sunk to the level of brutes, from a deficiency of excitements, than that theywould be raised to therank of philosophersbythe possession of leisure. In those countries where nature is the most redundant in spontaneous produce the inhabitants will not be found the most remarkable for acuteness of intellect.

Necessit yhasbeen with great truth called the mother of invention.

Some of the noblest exertions of the human mind have been set in motion bythe necessit yof satisfying the wantsof the body. Want has not unfrequentlygiven wings to the imagination of the poet, pointed the flowing periods of thehistorian, and added acuteness to the researches of thephilosopher, and though there are undoubtedl ymanyminds at present so far improved bythe various excitements of knowledge, or of social sympathy, that theywould not relapse into listlessness if their bodilystimulants were removed, yet it can scarcelybe doubted that these stimulants could not be withdrawn from themass of mankind without producing a general and fatal torpor, destructive of all the germsof future improvement.

Locke, if I recollect, says that the endeavour to avoid pain rather than thepursuit of pleasure is thegreat stimulus to action in life: and that in looking to anyparticular pleasure, we shall not be roused into action in order to obtain it, till the contemplation of it has continued so long as to amount to a sensation of pain or uneasiness under the absence of it. To avoid evil and to pursue good seem to be the great dutyand business of man, and this world appears to be peculiarly calculated to afford opportunityof the most unremitted exertion of this kind, and it isbythis exertion, bythese stimulants, that mind is formed.

If Locke´s idea be just, and there is great reason to think that it is, evil seems to be necessaryto create exertion, and exertion seems evidently necessaryto create mind.

The necessit yof food for the support of life gives rise, probabl y, to a greater quantityof exertion than anyother want, bodil yor mental.

The Supreme Being has ordained that the earth shall not produce good in great quantities till much preparatorylabour and ingenuityhas been exercised upon itssurface. There is no conceivable connection to our comprehensions, between the seed and theplant or tree that rises from it. The Supreme Creator might, undoubtedly, raise up plantsof all kinds, for theuse of his creatures, without the assistance of those little bits of matter, which we call seed, or even without the assisting labour

114 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

and attention of man. The processes of ploughing and clearing the ground, of collecting and sowing seeds, arenot surelyfor the assistance of God in hiscreation, but are made previousl ynecessaryto the enjoyment of the blessings of life, in order to rouse man into action, and form his mind toreason.

To furnish th emost unremitted excitementsof this kind, and to urgeman to further thegracious designsof Providence bythe full cultivation of the earth, it has been ordained that population should increase much faster than food. This general law(asit has appeared in the former partsof thisEssay) undoubtedl yproduces much partial evil, but a little reflection may, perhaps, satisfyus, that it produces a great overbalance of good. Strong excitements seem necessaryto create exertion, and to direct this exertion, and form the reasoning faculty, it seems absolutelynecessary, that the Supreme Being should act always according to general laws. The constancyof the laws of nature, or the certaintywith which we mayexpect thesameeffects from the same causes, is the foundation of thefacultyof reason. If in theordinary course of things, thefinger of God were frequentlyvisible, or to speak more correctly, if God were frequentlyto change his purpose (for the finger of God is, indeed, visible in everyblade of grass that we see), a general and fatal torpor of the human faculties would probably ensue;

even thebodil ywants of mankind would cease to stimulate them to exertion, could theynot reasonabl yexpect that if their efforts were well directed theywould be crowned with success. The constancyof the laws of natureis the foundation of the industryand foresight of the husbandman, the indefatigable ingenuityof the artificer, the skilful researches of the physician andanatomist, and the watchful observation and patient investigation of thenatural philosopher. To thisconstancy we owe all the greatest and noblest efforts of intellect. To this constancywe owe the immortal mind of a Newton.

As the reasons, therefore, for theconstancyof the laws of nature seem, even to our understandings, obvious and striking; if we return to the principle of population and consider man as he reallyis, inert, sluggish, and averse from labour, unless compelled bynecessit y(and it is surelythe height of foll yto talk of man, according to our crude fancies of what he might be), we maypronounce with certaintythat the world would not have been peopled, but for the superiorityof the power of population to themeansof subsistence. Strong and constantly operative as this stimulus is on man to urgehim to the cultivation of the earth, if we still see that cultivation proceeds veryslowl y, we ma y fairlyconclude that a less stimulus would have been insufficient. Even under the operation of this constant excitement, savages will inhabit countries of the greatest natural fertilityfor a long period befor e they

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

betake themselves to pasturage or agriculture. Had population and food increased in the same ratio, it is probable that man might never have emerged from the savage state. But supposing the earth once well peopled, an Alexander, a JuliusCaesar, a Tamberlane, or a bloody revolution might irrecoverablythin thehuman race, and defeat thegreat designsof the Creator. The ravages of a contagious disorder would be felt for ages; and an earthquake might unpeople a region for ever. The principle, according to which population increases, preventsthe vices of mankind, or the accidents of nature, the partial evils arising from general laws, from obstructing the high purpose of the creation. It keeps the inhabitants of the earth always fullyup to the level of the means of subsistence; and is constantlyacting upon man asa powerful stimulus, urging him to the further cultivation of the earth, and to enable it, consequently, to support a more extended population. But it is impossible that thislawcan operate, and produce the effects apparently intended bythe Supreme Being, without occasioning partial evil.

Unless the principle of population were to be altered according to the circumstances of each separate country(which would not onlybe contraryto our universal experience, with regard to the laws of nature, but would contradict even our own reason, which sees the absolute necessit yof general laws for theformation of intellect), it is evident that the same principle which, seconded byindustry, will people a fertile region in a fewyears must produce distress in countries that have been long inhabited.

It seems, however, everywa yprobable that even the acknowledged difficulties occasioned bythe lawof population tend rather to promote than impede the general purpose of Providence. They excite universal exertion and contribute to that infinite varietyof situations, and consequentlyof impressions, which seems upon the whole favourable to the growth of mind. It is probable, that too great or too littleexcitement, extreme poverty, or too great riches maybe alike unfavourable in this respect. The middle regions of societ yseem to be best suited to intellectual improvement, but it iscontraryto theanalogy of all nature to expect that the whole of societ ycan be a middle region.

The temperate zones of the earth seem to be the most favourable to the mental and corporal energies of man, but all cannot be temperate zones.

A world, warmed and enlightened but byone sun, must from the laws of matter have some parts chilled byperpetual frosts and others scorched byperpetual heats. Everypiece of matter lying on a surface must have an upper and an under side, all theparticles cannot be in the middle. The most valuable parts of an oak, to a timber merchant, are not either the roots or thebranches, but these are absolutelynecessary to the existence of the middle part, or stem, which is the object in

116 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

request. Thetimber merchant could not possibl yexpect to make an oak grow without roots or branches, but if he could find out a mode of cultivation which would cause more of the substance to go to stem, and less to root and branch, he would be right to exert himself in bringing such a system into general use.

In thesamemanner, though we cannot possibl yexpect to exclude riches and povert yfrom societ y, yet if we could find out a mode of government bywhich the numbers in the extreme regions would be lessened and thenumbers in themiddle regions increased, it would be undoubtedl your dutyto adopt it. It is not, however, improbable that as in the oak, theroots and branches could not be diminished verygreatly without weakening the vigorous circulation of the sap in the stem, so in societ ythe extreme parts could not be diminished beyond a certain degree without lessening that animated exertion throughout themiddle parts, which isthe verycause that theyare the most favourable to the growth of intellect. If no man could hope to rise or fear to fall, in societ y, if industrydid not bring with it itsreward and idleness its punishment, the middle parts would not certainlybe what theynoware.

In reasoning upon this subject, it isevident that we ought to consider chiefl ythe mass of mankind and not individual instances. There are undoubtedl ymanyminds, and there ought to be many, according to the chances out of so great a mass, that, having been vivified earlybya peculiar course of excitements, would not need the constant action of narrowmotives to continuethem in activity. But if we were to review the various useful discoveries, the valuable writings, and other laudable exertions of mankind, I believe we should find that more were to be attributed to the narrowmotives that operate upon the manythan to the apparentlymore enlarged motives that operate upon thefew.

Leisure is, without doubt, highlyvaluable to man, but taking man as he is, the probabilityseems to be that in the greater number of instances it will produce evil rather than good. It has been not infrequentlyremarked that talents are more common among younger brothers than among elder brothers, but it can scarcel ybe imagined that younger brothers are, upon an average, born with a greater original susceptibilityof parts. The difference, if there reallyis anyobservable difference, can onlyarise from their different situations. Exertion and activityare in general absolutel ynecessaryin one case and are only optional in the other.

That the difficulties of life contribute to ge nerate talents, ever y day´s experience must convince us. The exertions that men find it necessaryto make, in order to support themselves or families, frequentlyawaken faculties that might otherwise have lain for ever dormant, and it has been commonlyremarked that newand

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

extraordinarysituations generallycreate mindsadequate to grapple with the difficulties in which theyare involved.

C H A P T E R 1 9

The sorrows of life necessary to soften and humanize the heart - The excitement of social sympathy often produce characters of a higher order than the mere possessors of talents - Moral evil probably necessary to the production of moral excellence - Excitements from intellectual wants continually kept up by theinfinite variety of nature, and the obscurity that involves metaphysical subjects - The difficulties in revelation to be accounted for upon this principle - The degree of evidence which thescriptures contain, probably, best suited to the improvements of the human faculties, and the moral amerlioration of mankind - The idea that mind is created by excitements seems to account for the existence of natural and moral evil.

T HE SORROWS AND DISTRESSES OF LIFE form another class of excitements, which seem to be necessar y, bya peculiar train of impressions, to soften and humanize the heart, to awaken social sympathy, to generate all the Christian virtues, and to afford scope for the ample exertion of benevolence. The general tendencyof an uniform course of prosperityis rather to degradethan exalt thecharacter. The heart that has never known sorrowitself will seldom be feelinglyalive to the painsand pleasures, the wants and wishes, of itsfellowbeings. It will seldom be overflowing with that warmth of brotherlylove, those kind and amiable affections, which dignifythe human character even more than thepossessi on of the highest talents. Talents, indeed, though undoubtedl ya ver yprominent and finefeatureof mind, can byno means be considered as constituting the whole of it. There are many mindswhich have not been exposed to those excitements that usually form talents, that have yet been vivified to a high degree bythe excitementsof social sympathy. In ever yrank of life, in the lowest as frequentlyas in the highest, charactersare to be found overflowing with the milk of human kindness, breathing love towardsGod and man, and, though without those peculiar powers of mind called talents, evidentlyholding a higher rank in thescale of beingsthan manywho possess them. Evangelical charity, meekness, piety, and all that class of

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

virtues distinguished particularlybythe name of Christian virtues do not seem necessarilyto include abilities; yet a soul possessed of these amiable qualities, a soul awakened and vivified bythese delightful sympathies, seems to hold a nearer commerce with the skies than mere acuteness of intellect.

The greatest talentshave been frequentlymisapplied and have produced evil proportionate to theextent of their powers. Both reason and revelation seem to assure usthat such mindswill be condemned to eternal death, but whileon earth, these vicious instrumentsperformed their part in the great massof impressions, bythe disgust and abhorrence which theyexcited. It seems highlyprobable that moral evil is absolutelynecessaryto the production of moral excellence. Abeing with onlygood placed in viewmaybe justl ysaid to be impelled bya blind necessit y. The pursuit of good in thiscase can be no indication of virtuous propensities. It might be said, perhaps, that infinite Wisdom cannot want such an indication as outward action, but would foreknow with certainlywhether the being would choose good or evil. This might be a plausible argument against a state of trial, but will not hold against the supposition that mind in thisworld is in a state of formation. Upon this idea, the being that has seen moral evil and hasfelt disapprobation and disgust at it isessentiallydifferent from the being that has seen onlygood. Theyare pieces of cla ythat have received distinct impressions: theymust, therefore, necessarilybe in different shapes; or, even if we allowthem both to have the same lovel yform of virtue, it must be acknowledged that one has undergone the further process, necessaryto give firmness and durabilityto its substance, while the other isstill exposed to injury, and liable to be broken byever y accidental impulse. An ardent love and admiration of virtue seems to implythe existence of something opposite to it, and it seems highly probable that thesame beautyof form and substance, the same perfection of character, could not be generated without the impressions of disapprobation which arise from the spectacle of moral evil.

When the mind hasbeen awakened into activitybythe passions, and the wantsof the body, intellectual wantsarise; and the desire of knowledge, and theimpatience under ignorance, form a newand important class of excitements. Everypart of natureseems peculiarly calculated to furnish stimulantsto mental exertion of thiskind, and to offer inexhaustible food for the most unremitted inquiry. Our mortal

Bard says of Cleopatra:

Custom cannot stale

Her infinite variety. The expression, when applied to anyone object, maybe considered asa poetical amplification, but it is accuratelytrue when applied to nature. Infinite varietyseems, indeed,

120 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

eminentlyher characteristic feature. The shades that arehereand there blended in thepicture give spirit, life, and prominence to her exuberant beauties, and those roughnesses and inequalities, those inferior parts that support the superior, though theysometimes offend thefastidious microscopic eye of short-sighted man, contribute to thesymmetry, grace, and fair proportion of the whole.

The infinite varietyof theforms and operations of nature, besi des tending immediatelyto awaken and improve the mind bythe varietyof impressionsthat it creates, opens other fertile sources of improvement byoffering so wide and extensive a field for investigation and research.

Uniform, undiversified perfection could not possess the same awakening powers. When we endeavour then to contemplate the system of the universe, when we think of the starsas the suns of other systems scattered throughout infinite space, when we reflect that we do not probabl ysee a millionth part of those bright orbs that are beaming light and life to unnumbered worlds, when our minds, unable to grasp the immeasurable conception, sink, lost and confounded, in admiration at the mightyincomprehensible power of the Creator, let us not querulousl ycomplain that all climates are not equallygenial, that perpetual spring does not reign throughout the year, that it God´s creatures do not possess the same advantages, that clouds and tempests sometimes darken the natural world and vice and miserythemoral world, and that all the works of the creation arenot formed with equal perfection. Both reason and experience seem to indicate to us that the infinite varietyof nature(and varietycannot exist without inferior parts, or apparent blemishes) is admirablyadapted to further thehigh purpose of the creation and to produce the greatest possible quantityof good.

The obscuritythat involves all metaphysical subjects appears to me, in the same manner, peculiarlycalculated to add to that class of excitementswhich arise from thethirst of knowledge. It isprobable that man, whileon earth, will never be able to attain complete satisfaction on these subjects; but this is byno means a reason that he should not engage in them. The darkness that surroundsthese interesting topics of human curiositymaybe intended to furnish endless motives to intellectual activityand exertion. The constant effort to dispel thisdarkness, even if it fail of success, invigorates and improves the thinking faculty. If the subjects of human inquirywere once exhausted, mind would probabl ystagnate; but the infinitely diversified forms and operations of nature, together with theendless food for speculation which metaphysical subjects offer, prevent the possibilit ythat such a period should ever arrive.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

It is byno meansone of the wisest sayings of Sol omon that `there is nonewthing under the sun.´ On the contrary, it isprobable that were the present system to continue for millions of years, continual additions would be making to the mass of human knowledge, and yet, perhaps, it maybe a matter of doubt whether what maybe called the capacityof mind be in anymarked and decided manner increasing. A Socrates, a

Plato, or an Aristotle, however confessedl yinferior in knowledge to the philosophersof the present day, do not appear to have been much bel owthem in intellectual capacity. Intellect rises from a speck, continues in vigour onlyfor a certain period, and will not perhaps admit while on earth of above a certain number of impressions. These impressionsmay, indeed, be infinitelymodified, and from these various modifications, added probabl yto a difference in thesusceptibilityof the original germs, arise theendless diversityof character that we see in the world; but reason and experience seem both to assureus that the capacityof individual minds does not increase in proportion to themass of existing knowledge. (It is probable that no two grainsof wheat are exactlyalike. Soil undoubtedlymakes the principal difference in the blades that spring up, but probabl ynot all. It seems natural to suppose some sort of difference in the original germs that are afterwards awakened into thought, and the extraordinarydifference of susceptibilityin veryyoung children seems to confirm the supposition.)

The finest mindsseem to be formed rather byefforts at original thinking, byendeavours to form newcombinations, and to discover newtruths, than bypassivel yreceiving the impressionsof other men´s ideas. Could we suppose the period arrived, when there was not further hope of future discoveries, and the onlyemployment of mind was to acquire pre-existing knowledge, without anyefforts to form newand original combinations, though the massof human knowledge were a thousand times greater than it isat present, yet it isevident that one of the noblest stimulants to mental exertion would have ceased; the finest feature of intellect would be lost; ever ything allied to genius would be at an end; and it appearsto be impossible, that, under such circumstances, anyindividuals could possess the same intellectual energies aswere possessed bya Locke, a Newton, or a Shakespeare, or even bya Socrates, a Plato, an Aristotle or a Homer.

If a revelation from heaven of which no person co uld feel the smallest doubt were to dispel the mists that nowhang over metaphysical subjects, were to explain the natureand structureof mind, the affections and essences of all substances, the mode in which the

Supreme Being operates in the works of thecreation, and the whole plan and scheme of theUniverse, such an accession of knowledge so obtained, instead of giving additional vigour and activityto thehuman

122 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

mind, would in all probabilitytend to repress future exertion and to damp thesoaring wingsof intellect.

For this reason I have never considered thedoubts and difficulties that involve some parts of thesacred writingsasanyardent against their divine original. The Supreme Being might, undoubtedl y, have accompanied hisrevelationsto man bysuch a succession of miracles, and of such a nature, aswould have produced universal overpowering conviction and have put an end at once to all hesitation and discussion.

But weak as our reason isto comprehend the plansof the great Creator, it is yet sufficientlystrong to see the most striking objections to such a revelation. From thelittle we knowof the structure of the human understanding, we must be convinced that an overpowering conviction of this kind, instead of tending to the improvement and moral amelioration of man, would act like thetouch of a torpedo on all intellectual exertion and would almost put an end to the existence of virtue. If thescriptural denunciations of eternal punishment were brought home with the same certaintyto everyman´s mind as that the night will followthe day, thisone vast and gloom yidea would take such full possession of the human faculties as to leave no room for any other conceptions, the external actions of men would be all nearlyalike, virtuous conduct would be no indication of virtuous disposition, vice and virtue would be blended together in one common mass, and though the all-seeing eye of God might distinguish them theymust necessarily make the same impressionson man, who can judge onlyfrom external appearances. Under such a dispensation, it isdifficult to conceive how human beings could be formed to a detestation of moral evil, and a love and admiration of God, and of moral excellence.

Our ideasof virtue and vice are not, perhaps, veryaccurate a nd well-defined; but few, I think, would call an action reallyvirtuous which was performed simplyand solelyfrom thedread of a verygreat punishment or theexpectation of a verygreat reward. Thefear of the

Lord is veryjustl ysaid to be thebeginning of wisdom, but the end of wisdom is the love of theLord and the admiration of moral good. The denunciations of future punishment contained in the scripturesseem to be well calculated to arrest the progress of the vicious and awaken the attention of the careless, but we see from repeated experience that they are not accompanied with evidence of such a natureasto overpower the human will and to make men lead virtuous lives with vicious dispositions, merelyfrom a dread of hereafter. A genuine faith, by which I mean a faith that shews itself in it thevirtues of a truly

Christian life, maygenerallybe considered as an indication of an amiable and virtuous disposition, operated upon more bylove than by pureunmixed fear.

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

When we reflect on the temptation s to which man must necessarily be exposed in this world, from the structure of hisframe, and the operation of the laws of nature, and the consequent moral certaintythat manyvessels will come out of this mightycreative furnace in wrong shapes, it is perfectl yimpossible to conceive that anyof these creatures of God´s hand can be condemned to eternal suffering. Could we once admit such an idea, it our natural conceptions of goodness and justice would be completelyoverthrown, and we could no longer look up to

God as a merciful and righteous Being. But the doctrine of life and

Mortalitywhich was brought to light bythe gospel, the doctrinethat the end of righteousness iseverlasting life, but that the wages of sin are death, isin ever yrespect just and merciful, and worthyof the great

Creator. Nothing can appear more consonant to our reason than that those beings which come out of thecreative process of theworld in lovel yand beautiful forms should be crowned with immortality, while those which come out misshapen, those whose minds arenot suited to a purer and happier state of existence, should perish and be condemned to mix again with their original clay. Eternal condemnation of this kind maybe considered as a species of eternal punishment, and it is not wonderful that it should be represented, sometimes, under images of suffering. But life and death, salvation and destruction, are more frequentlyopposed to each other in the NewTestament than happiness and misery. The SupremeBeing would appear to us in a verydifferent viewif we were to consider him aspursuing the creatures that had offended him with eternal hate and torture, instead of merely condemning to their original insensibilitythose beings that, bythe operation of general laws, had not been formed with qualities suited to a purer state of happiness.

Life is, generallyspeaking, a blessing independent of a future state.

It is a gift which the vicious would not always be readyto throwawa y, even if theyhad no fear of death. The partial pain, therefore, that is inflicted bythe supreme Creator, while he is forming numberless beings to a capacityof the highest enjoyments, isbut asthedust of the balance in comparison of the happiness that iscommunicated, and we have ever yreason to think that there is no more evil in the world than what is absolutel ynecessaryas one of the ingredientsin themighty process.

The striking necessit yof general laws for the formation of intellect will not in anyrespect be contradicted byone or two exceptions, and these evidentlynot intended for partial purposes, but calculated to operate upon a great part of mankind, and through manyages. Upon the idea that I have given of theformation of mind, the infringement of the general lawof nature, bya divine revelation, will appear in thelight of

124 T

HOMAS M ALTHUS (1798)

E LECTRONIC S CHOLARLY P UBLISHING Fou ndations of Classical Genetics

the immediate hand of God mixing newingredients in the mightymass, suited to the particular state of the process, and calculated to give rise to a newand powerful train of impressions, tending to purify, exalt, and improve the human mind. The miracles that accompanied these revelationswhen theyhad once excited the attention of mankind, and rendered it a matter of most interesting discussion, whether the doctrine was from God or man, had performed their part, had answered the purpose of the Creator. and these communications of the divine will were afterwards left to make their wayby their own intrinsic excellence; and, byoperating as moral motives, graduallyto influence and improve, and not to overpower and stagnate the faculties of man.

It would be, undoubtedl y, presumptuous to saythat the Supreme

Being could not possibl yhave effected hispurpose in anyother wa y than that which he has chosen, but asthe revelation of the divinewill which we possess is attended with some doubts and difficulties, and as our reason pointsout to usthe strongest objections to a revelation which would force immediate, implicit, universal belief, we have surely just cause to think that these doubts and difficulties are no argument against the divine origin of the scriptures, and that the species of evidence which theypossess is best suited to the improvement of the human faculties and the moral amelioration of mankind.

The idea that the impressions and excitements of this world arethe instruments with which the Supreme Being forms matter into mind, and that the necessit yof constant exertion to avoid evil and to pursue good is the principal spring of these impressionsand excitements, seems to smooth manyof thedifficulties that occur in a contemplation of human life, and appears to me to give a satisfactor yreason for theexistence of natural and moral evil, and, consequently, for that part of both, and it certainlyis not a verysmall part, which arises from the principleof population. But, though, upon this supposition, it seems highly improbable that evil should ever be removed from the world, yet it is evident that this impression would not answer the apparent purpose of the Creator, it would not act so powerfullyas an excitement to exertion, if the quantityof it did not diminish or increase with the activityor the indolence of man. The continual variationsin theweight and in the distribution of thispressurekeep alive a constant expectation of throwing it off.

Hope springseternal in theHuman breast,

Man never is, but always to be bl est.

Evil existsin theworld not to create despair but activity. We are not patientlyto submit to it, but to exert ourselves to avoid it. It is not onlythe interest but the dutyof ever yindividual to use hisutmost efforts to remove evil from himself and from as large a circle as hecan

First printed for J. Johnson, in St. Paul´s Church-Yard, London.

influence, and the more heexercises himself in thisduty, the more wisel yhe directs hisefforts, and the more successful these efforts are, the more he will probabl yimprove and exalt his own mind and the more completelydoes he appear to fulfil thewill ofhis Creator.