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TH1s lecture was delivered three months before the war in Europe
ended. Peace was then in sight and the moment opportune for taking
stock. '

Fuve years later the retrospect of eugenics is unchanged: but its
prospects are now better than then. The National Health Service
Act became law in 1946; and in 1949 the Royal Commussion on
Population presented its report. Recommendations have been made
which should give rise to smportant developments in our family and
health services.

The revision mamnly consists of added footnotes.
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EUGENICS
IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

7 15 an honout to be allowed to put before the Society a retrospect
of eugenics and to give an account of what I see 2s its prospects.
The occasion is perhaps a fitting one, because the war has pcr{or.cc

diseuss how the eugenics movement had its origins in the evolution
theory founded by Charles Darwin and elaborated by Herbert
Spencer. Tn the second part, I shall describe how, in the effort to
digest the implications for the human race of this upheaval of
thought, various antinomies or antitheses of view were disclosed. 1
shall discuss four of these contrasting standpoints. In my thizd part,
1 shall very briefly teview the history of the Eugenics Soclety since
e Ao - . - . .

present position and of the prospects which confront us in the future,
. et an Ly - e A

rang
and

gritvuus omussions, and 1 shald certainly fail to give fair cm'i.xt to m:m;'
persuns 10 whom it is due, ‘There are probably several peagle here
this evening who know the ealy history of the Society and of the

eugenics movement better than I do, and these will be especially
aware of the shortcomings of my account. .

L. ORIGINS OF EUGENICS IN THE
EVOLUTION THLORY
"The word Eugenies was first used by Sir Franci i
Galton has been deseribed as the fazh:ry of sz&ﬁé&nﬁg :f:fs
‘(};‘:1 fmtml figure of the retrospect which I shall attempt to give you.
Galton was @ half fst-cousin. o Charles Darwin, the author of Ty
rigin of Spectes, and was profoundly influenced by this book, I
deed, the word eugenics and the system of thought which it de'r'm:;
5 .






EUGENICS
IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

T 15 an honout to be aitowed 1o put before the Sodicty 3 retrospect
of eugenics and to gite an account of what I see gs its prospects.
The oceasion is perhaps 3 fiting one, because the war has perforce
beena petiod of reduced activity, and we are now, we hope, approath-
ing the end of it in this continent. Tt fs 2 time fo taking stack snd
for thinking out future plans,

My fecture will be djvided into four parts. In the first, I sl:u\“
discuss how the engenics movement had its etigins in the evolution
theory founded by Charles Darwin and elaborated by Herbert
Spencer. In the second part, I shall describe how, in the effort 1o
digest the implications for the human race of this upheaval of
thought, various antinomnies or antitheses of view were disclosed. 1
shall discuss four of these contrasting standpaints. In my third part,
{ shalt very briefly review the history of the Eugenics Society since
its foundation in 1907, paying special attention to its early years and
1o its zecent history dusing the fourteen years that 1 have been its
seeretary, In my fourth and last part, T shall try to take stock of our
present position and of the prospects which confront us in the future,

‘The material to be covered is therefore enormous. Indeed, the
range i3 so wide that it cannot be dealt wath otherwise than cursorily
and ingdequately in an hour's lecture. I shall be guilty of many
gnévous omissions, and 1 shall certainly fail to give fair credit to many
persons fo whom it 1s due. There ace probably several people here
this evening who know the early history of the Seciety and of the
eugenics movernent better than I do, and these will be especially
aware of the shortcomings of my account.

1. ORIGINS OF RUGENICS IN THE
EVOLUTION THEORY
The word Eugenics was first used by Sir Franci i
; rancis Galte
g:\!lon has been described zs the father of Tatter-day e\xg\:\;:‘ al:: 35
GZI tc::\“\::s ﬁg“hzg oé::\c retrospect which I shall attempt 10 give you
bion was 2 balf frst-cousn of Charles Darwin, th ‘
Origin of Specin oo s win, the author of Tk
pecies, and grofoundly influenced by thi
deed, the word eugenics and the system of thoughry“}ﬂdsx ?togr;\gt:
s *



6 EUGENICS IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

would probably not have come into existence but for the influence
upon Galton's mind of the evolution theory.

This statement does not imply that before Darwin’s time men
were not conscious of the importance of heredity, Animal and plant
breeders of the past probably had much the same general outlook as
they have now; and in the affairs of man the circumstances of ances-
try and of kinship played a greater part than they dotoday. Genealo-
gies figure prominently in the bible and two were provided for the
founder of Christianity; they are an essential feature of the traditions
of the heroic age depicted by Homer no less than of the Ieelandic and
Scandinavian sagas; the pride of the Scattish clans and the sense of
kinship carried by Scottish names were largely derived from the
deeds and feuds of ancestors; and in medineval England the ties of
blood were more recognized than in the urbanized civilization of
today.

The evolution theory gave a new significance to the familiar
principles of heredity and variation. Animal and plant species were
now seen 1n a new perspective, They had not been immutably fixed
but had evolved in accordance with certain dimly apprehended laws,
It is today surprising that these laws were not immediately seen to
have a bearing on man, I shall here quote from Galton’s Memories
of My Life both to show how greatly he was influenced by the argu-
ment of the Origin of Species and to illustrate how, in the years
immediately following its publication in 1849, people hesitated to
apply its lesson to man:

The publication of the Origin of Species by Charles Darwin made
a marhed epoch in my own mental development, as it did in that of
human thought generally, Its effect was to demolish a2 multitude of
dogmatic barrers by a single stroke, and to arouse a spinit of rebellion
agamst all ancient authornties whose positive and unauthenticated
statements were contradicted by modern science.

I doubt, however, whether any instance has occurred in which the
perversity of the ed d classes i lerstanding what they at-
tempted to discuss was more panfully conspreuous. The meaning of
the simple phrase “Natural Selection” was distorted 1 curiously
ingenious ways, and Darwinism was attached, both in the press and
pulpit, by persons who were mantfestly ignorant of what they talked
about. ‘This is a striking mstance of the obstructions through which
new ideas have to force their way Plam facts are apprehended in 3
moment, but the introduction of a new Idea is quitc another matter,
for it requires an alteration m the attitude and balance of the mind
which may be a very repugnant and even pamnful process. On my part,
however, 1 felt little difficulty 1n connection with the Origin of Spectes,
but di d its and assimilated them as fast as they were
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i hereditary bent
v fact which perhaps Tay be asceibed to an tary by
g;‘;‘}:f '\}I\:: bu‘\vh s Ellumiuus author and mp?lf have inherited
fram our common grandfather, Dr Erasmus Danwin.

So much for the influence of the Origin f’f Species on Galton, 1
fow quote further ta iifustrate the second point n}:\df: above, n.:;mely
that the lesson of the Origin of Species was hesitatingly applied to
man:

[UNIVUS'E WU DU P \ ahich

- - topic

' . . + The

current views on heredity were at that time 5o vague and contradictory
1hat 1t s ABEnls e ctemenarien shons bl .

ut -

b . K
loyguns made a sharp distinction between the body and the mind of
man on purely dogmatic grounds. A few passages may undoubtedly be
found in the works of eminent authars that are exceptians to this
broad generaluzation, for the subject of human heredity fud never
been squarcly faced, and opinions were lax and contradictory, It
setms hardly credible now that even the word heredity was then con-
sidered fanciful and unususl, § was chaffed by a cultured friend for
adopting it from the French. [My stalics.]

1 have quoted the words in which Galton acknowledged his
abligation ta the author of the Origin of Species. Rut the debt was
by 1o means one-sided. Galton's Hereditary Genius was published

ten years after the Ongin, 1n 1869. Darwin's response to Galton’s
book was recorded in 2 letter, thus:

My dear Galton,—1 have only read about go pages of your hoo!

but I must exhale myself, else something will gg \\‘:nr%g !\ilhsmy insid‘:
1 do not wisk ¥ ever in 2l my life read anything more interesting and
otiginal—and haw well and cdearly you put every pointt George [later
Professor Sir George Darwin] who bas finwhed the book, and who

expressed himself 1n just the same terms, tells me tha
chapters are nothing y e cuther

h n interest ta the lates ones! It wil

me to gek 1o these darter chapters, as it is read aloud to ::t;nr:\ey‘\??:

z\bo salso m\;ch ;n;;mted. You have made 1 convert of an oppunen;
ane sense, for 1 have s i

e e for L ‘:E::g m_:’x{m'med that, exeenting fools o

stitl think this 1s an emi .

on producing what I 2

Tool fammentont =



8 EUGENICS IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

It is, I think, remarkable that Darwin records himself as having
been an opponent of the view that men differed much in intellect,
and it scems probable that the reading of Hereditary Genius hlped
him to apply his theory to man. For this line of thought resulted in a
bock which excited almost as much interest and controversy as the
Origin of Species. 1 refer to The Descent of Man, the first edition of
whick appeared in February 1871. The book contains many references
to Galton’s writings, Indeed, Galton’s name, unmentioned in the
Origin of Species, is, in The Descent of Man, quoted in connection
with the following subjects: hereditary genius; gregariousness and
independence in animals; the struggle between the social and per-
sonal impulscs; the effects of natural sclection on civilized nations,
the sterility of only daughters; the fertility of people of genius; the
early marriage of the poor; the ancient Grecks; the middle ages; the
progress of the United States; and the notions of beauty of South
African natives. :

II. FOUR ANTITHESES

I have spoken at some length about the interplay between the
minds of Galton and Darwin, because the exchange of ideas between
these two men secms to me to call for more notice than anything clse
in a retrospect of eugenics. The word ics was first used by
Galton twelve years after the publication of The Descent of Man, The
controversies which have taken place about cugenics form but a small
part of the wider and more bitter controversics which raged over the
evolution theory. Eugenics had its origin in a revolution in men's
minds which forced upon thinking people a revaluation of their most
fundamental ideas about humanity. Controversics can centre upon
facts or their interpretation, or upon values. It is, 1 think, true to
say that opposing views on cugenics have been deternuned more by
differences aver values than over facts.

To the laws which had governed the evolution of plants and the
lower animals, man was secn to constitute no cxception. The human
species was no more cast 1n an unchanging pattern than any other
animal species. But unlike other species, man could consciously
influence the course of his development. New vistas were disclosed.
There being no fixity in human civilizations, human races or even in
the human species, change was inescapable, And the change might
a5 easily be for the warse as for the better. Man was hence enjmned
to take stock of himself, to examine the factors which could fead 10
worse and better things, and to devise for himself a plan, .

But what plan? How should the lessons of biology be applied?
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What was to be the programme of practical eugenics? Many answers
wete possible, depending on the religious and pohﬁ_ml outlook and
even upon the temperament of the “planner”, Evolutionary progress,
it seemed, had been achieved by a suthless and unrelenting struggle
for existence in. which the weakest went to the wall. Darwin in the
Orizin of Species, and in his Animals and Plants under Domestication,
published eight sears later, had paid much attention to the process of
axtificial selection whereby our domesticated animals and plants have
been produced from untamed ancestors, How far, of at all, should
the principles followed so successfully by the brecder be applied 1o
man?

Certain anutheses or dualities of standpoint came to be revealed
among those who had assimilated Darwin's reasoning, and whe were
conscious of the eugeme and dysgenic possibilities confronting the
humzn race, These dichotomies played an ymportant part in the
controversies which figure in our retrospect of eugenics, and in what
follows I progose briefly ta review four of them.

1. The authoritarian ond the hberal ciew

The first of these issues, and perhaps the most fundamental, is

that between nhat we call today the authoritarian and the hberal
outfock,

Iﬂd(‘". haloa -t .
of ideal
1d€.\l me - . N
OFarfl L cvivus it e example of the breeder of domesticat y
:u:mnls conduces 10 an authontanan habut of mind, The brecdc::ig
:h ictator. He decrdes what matings ate best for his purpose and puts
ofcgs m& :xﬁ'cct, It’ Was €asy 10 contend that, in assuming the gwdance
o bm evolttion, san should take a leaf out of the stock-
de’s book. On these premuses, the institution of monagamous

:; x:::‘?;’fm:::mg: of Christian marriage. Results less far reach:
e attaineq as : .
i i & 2 second best by controlling monogamous

Ung procrestion A y
thata ady once suggestedto Bernard Shove it & © e COTERE
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It is, T think, remarkable that Darwin records himself as having
beenv an opponent of the view that inen differed much in intelfect,
and it scems probable that the reading of Hereditary Genius helped
him ta apply his theory to man, For this ine of thought resulted ina
bo?k. which excited almost as much interest and controversy as the
On.gm of Species. 1 refer to The Descent of Man, the first cdition of
which appeared in February x871. The book contains many references
to ‘G‘ahon’s writings, Indeed, Galton’s name, unmentiosted in the
Origin_of Species, is, in The Descent of Man, quoted in connection
with the following subjects: hereditary pentus; gregati and
independence in animals; the struggle between the social and per-
somal impulses; the effects of natural selection on civilized nations,
the sterility of only daughters; the fertifity of people of genius; the
early marsiage of the poor; the ancient Greeks; the middle ages; the
progress of the United States; and the notions of beauty of South
African natives, A

II. FOUR ANTITHESES

I have spoken at some length about the interplay between the
minds of Galton and Darwin, because the exchange of ideas between
these two men seems to me to call for more notice than anything else
n a retrospect of eugenics. The word eugenics was first used by
Galten twelve years after the publication of e Descent of Mar. The
controversies which have taken place about eugenics form but a small
part of the wider and more bitter controversies which raged over the
evolution theory. Eugenics had its origin m a revelution in men's
minds which forced upon thinhing people a revaluation of their most
fundamentat ideas about humanuty. Controversies can centre upont
facts or thewr interpretation, or upon values, It is, I think, true to
say that opposing views on eugentes have been determined more by
differences over values than over facts.

*T'o the laws which had governed the evolution of plants and the
lower animals, man was seen to constitute ne exception, The human
species was ne more cast 1h an unchanging pattern than any other
animal species. But unbike other speaes, man could conscionsly
influence the course of his development, New vastas were disclosed,
There being no fixity it human civilizations, human races or even in
the human species, change was mescapable. And the change might
a5 easily be for the worse a5 for the better. Man was hepee enjoined
to take stock of humself, to examne the factors which could lead to
worse and better things, and to devise for himsdlf a plan.

But what plan? How should the lcssons of bilogy be applied?
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surmmit of the mountain. The stroke of the sword is suppased to
express the victory of will, of youth, of insurgent and fr:f: life, over
the fixity of age, the inhibitions of authority, the anachronism of out-
worn Luss and teaditions. The validity of Shaw's interpretation is
open 1o discussion: but there can be fittle doubt that his account is
significant and important, ) .
From Wagner and the Saga of the Ring, we pass to Nietzsche.
Nictzsche, during the early pact of his hfe, was a reverent admirer
and a close friend of Wagner. But later he passionately renounced
him. This afienation has been fully documented, and had complex
causes. Nietzsche was born in 1544 and died in 1900; he was thus
an interested spectator of the controversies about evolutian, as to
which be held views which differed from Danwin's and sull more
from Herbert Spencer’s, Though Nietzsche's work attracted little

attention during his lifetime, it exérted a0 immense influence after
his death Nistrerha meanbarfadad st

In one respect, Nietzsche was a good prophet, The democratiza-
won of Burope, he sad, encouraged the stave mentality, and the
prospects for the Superman were poar except for one poesibility. He
foresaw in the twentieth century an era of great wars znd revolutions,
In these events, to quote Dr Oscar Levy, he welcomed a means for
the mascubinization of the world, the rescing of a bigher type of rman,
and the creation of a new ruler caste, So far, Nictzsche has not im:x;
far \.:-TLOHB abu}xt the disturbances of the twentisth ramsem-
of C ’ .

e

"o the . -

‘:;2? ‘:mcelaslm ofashock than t‘ m.,»gm‘éuemumal st “;t
3 k o the i i

caused to Chastian doctrine and trade g The disturbances

Finer e )

+4e lust reflects his reactions to the evolution theorv-
Thaeer = -
mt » b b



10 EUGENICS IN RCTROSPECT AND FROSPECT

"This talk sbout cugenically regulated marriages naturally pro-
voked violent reactions among defenders of human liberty, and there
is fittle doubt that it did much harm to the cause of eugenics in this
country. It was opposed by people whose social values can be broadly
described as liberal, To these, the idea of an orgamzed, centralized
and pulsory system of eugenics was abhorrent, although some of,
them admitted its show of logic. From the first, the liberal eugenist
relied on the instrument of cducation. Better teaching of evolutionary
biology would demonstrate the plastic and changeable character of
bhuman beings and disclose the possibilities both of improvement and
degeneration; better cducation in citizenship and in the racial no
less than the individual responsibites of parenthood would result
in a differential fertility that was biologically favourable.

The antithesis between the authoritarian and the liberal stand-
points ‘in this matter has more than an academic interest; for it even-
tually came to play 2 dominating part in world politics. The authori-
tarian position was adopted 1 Germany where 1t became identified
with those doctrines of race which, perhaps more than any other,
provide the philosophical basis of National-Socialism, and jusufy
the aggressive policies uluch have twice disrupted the world,

Eugenics and racialism in Germany
Lat us briefly der the develop of eug m Germany,
which differs in important respects from its hustory 1n this country.
In the sagn of Swpfried and the Ring, the Germans have a
ional myth baswcally bling our allegory of St. George. Both
Siegfried and St. George slew dragons. But the Stegfried myth has
played an incomparably more important rele in shapmg national
conscousness, and s had the advantage of having been put to
supreme music by Wagner, It thus came to provide for some Germans
a refigion alternative o Christanity, It will be recalfed that General
Ludendorf wished to replace Christintnty by the cult of Wetan and
Vathalla. The Niebelungen saga has been memorably snterpreted by
Mr. Bernard Shaw in s book The Perfect [Vagnerite. Briefly, the
figure of Siepfried is held 1o incarnate, i the person of the Superman,
the Bergsoman dlan vital, and the myth to symbolize the process by
which human needs, or the developmental impulse of bife, bursts
the restraning fetters of human laws and instuutions. The cr}zcxa!
smoment of the operatic drama 1s the meeting of Siegfned and Wotan
at the foot of 3 mountaun Wotan, catryng a spear oR z!u_: haft of
which are engraved the artieles of the law, bars the way to Siegfried,
who is armied with the sword Nothung or “needed”. Siegfred rases
his sword, breaks the spear in two, and passes unopposed 10 the

P
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2. The classified versus the classless society

. A second antithesis which has figured pron'fmcnﬂy in the litera-
xurcA relates to the extent that a person’s s?u:d status rcﬂcct‘sd his
cugenic value to the community. Divergent views have been held on
this topic. .

s’rhise who hold that class and eugenic value are gcnnecttd point
out that intelligence, energy, Iness, indust ush ,‘U'MICT-
prise, povers of Jeadership—all eugenicall \’:slu:@k q to
socal pramation 20d 10 a tise in wages, salaries or profits. Petty
officers are, in general, a selection of the best ratings; non-conmis-
sioned officers, warrant officers, and (in this war) officers are drawn
from the best men in the ranks; foremen in factories from the good
and mot the bid workers, Jobs which imole sespongibilities aall
for higher qualities than those that don’t; and they are better paid.
Hence a community hke ours, wherein men holding the better paid
jobs have fewer children than those in the worse paid, has a differen-
tial ferulity which is dysgenic. A community which taxes the thrifty
and successful in order to sustain the feckless and improvident
seinforces the dysgenic teend.

Certain writers on eugenics have put this argument in ways that
have given offence. They have seemed to speak disparagingly and
contemptuously of the poor. They have made use of words like riff+
£aff, scum. s0d dregs. They have, it has been alleged, given a false

interpretation to the precept: Unto him who hath shall be ghen,
{rom him who hath not shall be taken away, '
Counterasrm amis <

et

4 wg9viicg, LiIGre are 100 many parasites,
1dlers and snobs who are arnficially sustained o p\'i\'ﬂcgtyrvl‘;miﬁ::s
by such social leetgelxs s the wealth and prestige of their relatives
and by da.sg loyalties. "The man who starts from the bottom has to
contend against social and economic obstacles which are difficult to
surmount. Many of the physical and mental Aiffarnmv - ©

classes arm tan oan 1

) ) . « s vluet 1o evaluate the roje
e \ersus nurtute, we must fipst tazke the munure unifar::
.

e
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Thus it is one of the causes underlying the process of development
towards 2 higher quality of being.

My second quotation gives his views sbout the Superman:

Every manifestation of human eufure, every product of att, science
and technical skill, which we see before our eyes today, fs almost exclu-
sively the product of the Aryan creative power, This very fact fully
Justrfies the conclusion that it was the Aryan alone who founded a
superior type of } ity; therefore he rep the archetype of
what we understand by the term Man. He is the Promctheus of mane
kind, from whose shining brow the divine spark of genius has at all
timnes fhshed forth, always kindling anew that fire which, in the form
of knewledge, tlumined the dark night by draving aside the veil of
mystery and thus showing man how to rise and hecome master over ol
the other beings on the carth Should he be forced to disappesr, a
profound darkness will descend upon the carth, within s few thousand
years buman culture will vanish and the world will become a desert

My third quotation bets most closely on the antithesis now being
discussed between the hberal and the authordtarian outlook on
cugenics, Speaking of the purity of the German race, Hitler says:

In this matter, the State must assert tself as the trustec of a millen-
nual future, m face of which the egoisuc desires of the indmiduatl count
for nothing snd will have to gve way before the ruling of the St
In order to fulfil this duty m 2 practical matner, the State will hare to
aval stsct of modern medical discoveries. It must proclaim as unfit
for procreation all those who are inflicted with some yisible hereditary
dasease or are the carriers of i, and practical measures must be
adopted to have such people rendered sterile.

itler goes on to describe what should be done to promote child-
bearing among normal and fertile women.

Mein Kampf, from which I have quoted, was written some twenty
years ago when Hitler, an impotent and lonely man, was imprisoned
in a fortress, How, ten years later, he fauthfulfy implemented fus
scemingly Utopran programme, s now part of hustory, i

T hope I may be forgiven for claborating at such fength the anti-
thesss between the hiberal and the authontarian outlook on eugenics,
1 have done so partly because eugemcs, theoretically interproted in
terms of racialism and practically applied by authontarian or fascist
methods, has resealed atself as perhaps the most repellent and dan-
gerous manifestation of Geeman Nationtal Socialism; and partly be~
cause the antithesis has affected cugenic thought in this country and
has influenced the pohicy of the Eugenics Bociety.
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the improvement of the environment should be the concern ot:
eugenists.

3. Study versus practice

A third antichesis s beswesn the acadermicalfy minded or st &
roan and the practical man of ection, The former is conscious of
how imprecise is our nowledge of the heredity of such common 'and
desirable things 2s good health, intefligence, and a happy disposition.
He is also ious of the imperfections of ical records, espe-
cially those relating to defferential fertility. Such a man contends that
diagnosis should precede treatment, and pleads for well-planncd
and generously-subsidized research; he is cautious or even hesitant
about practical policy until more is known. This is substantially the
view talen up by Sir Alexander Carr-Saunders in his valuable baok
on Eugenics in the Home University Library.

The opposite view was taken by Professor Sir Charles Darwin in
his Galton ltecture of 1939, when he pointed out that reverend con-
fidence in the certitudes of science is not the outlook of the scientist
himself, We should be willing to act on probabilitses and to take
chantes, Thus was also the view of Major Leonard Darwin to whom
1hiy society is in greater debt than to any other man. Other writers
have expressed thus point w vigarous | These people
are convinced thit a process of racial degeneration is taking place
more quickly than is generally secogmized and thev fael thae fau

Inits statement of Aims and Objects, the Tugenics Society dis-
tingusshes between the study and the practee of eugenics, and dis-
cusses both aspects of the subgect under these headings,

4 Negatre and positive eugenics
1 nced not ren'\in'd this audience that nepative cugenics is con-
cemed with restricting the fertility of peaple who are unfit for

grenthoad; posttive eugenics with encouragin: fertili
dccm:.d fit for st, We hase here another asdlies\:ﬂ\lz;::ngo!\?gz
can div erge, Up till about 1936, people in this country were much
vnder the influence of Neo-Malthusian rdess, Tt wae enee o ‘m.i‘c
lieved that e ~t- v . ) .
ngroom
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Sociatly, our goal should be to equalize conditions, not to intensify
differences.

. 'The Eugenics Society has contained exponents of both these
views as to the eugenic significance of class. They often differ on
certain questions of practical policy. Of these questions, family allow~
ances is the most important. Those who beleve that the effects of
inborn qualities cannat be t until envir t conditi
are equalized tend to favour family alfowances. Those who belicve
that social position roughly reflects eugenic value oppese muleting
the thrifty to subsidize further the already exeessive fertility of the
shiftless and subnormal, These controversies are mainly focussed on
flat-rate schemes of allowances. There is much less disagreement
about graded schemes wherein the allowances are proportional to in-
come, and wherein the subsidies are raised from, and redstributed
among, the elasses concerned.

‘The divergent standpoints adopted about the eugenic significance
of class status often reflected political differences. The advocate of

qualizing opportunities so as to imize the influence of nurture
or environment as a cause of difference was frequently a socialist;
not infrequently he would plead for the abolition of property as did
Mr. Bernard Shaw in hus preface to Aan and Supermar. On the othes
hand, the person who regarded socual status as the best available
index of eugenic worth usually called fumself an mdiiduatist, Whate
ever his politcal affiliation he was not a soclalist,

Here we may also consider the stertle controversy about the rela-
tive bmportance of heredity and environment. The subject used to be
vigorously debated with unsatisfactory resufts. Some prople hae
determinustic prejudices m favour of heredity such as those of Cal
vinists who believe i predestination, others have egalitanan pre-
Jjudices in favour of environment, such as those who belicve that all
men are innately free, equal and fraternal, The truth rs that the twe
factors of heredity and environment cannot casily be measured against
each other, Leonardo, Shakespeare and Newton would hat ¢ been low-
grade mental defectives o, when mfants, they had been entirely
deprived of 1odine. If a chuld's environment 1s bad enough, it will dic
even if st fas the best heredity. Professor Lancelot Hogben has, in
my opinion, contributed usefuily to this subject i lus book Nature
and Nurture. But the issue has a practical beaning on pelicy. Bugenists
often declare themselves to be primanly concerned with man’s inv
born qualities; the improy cment of the environment 1s other people’s
concern. When an application 1s made to the Eugentes Society to
support financially 3 given research project, the question often anses:
“Is it eugemic?” 1 shall return later to the subject of how far
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the improvement of the environment should be the concern of
cugenists,

3. Study versus practice ' )

A third antithesis is between the nwdcmicdl)’-mnflcd ot st_udmus
suan and the practical man of action. The former is conscious of
fow imprecise is our knowledge of the heredsty of such common .:md
desirable things as good health, intelligence, and a happy disposition.
He is also conscious of the imperfections of statistical records, espe-
Gally those telating to dufferential fertlity. Such 2 man contends that
duagnosis should precede treatment, and pleads for m:'lel;{mcd
and generously-subsidized research; he is cautious or even .hcsmm
about practical policy unul moge Is known. 'This is §nbsunuaﬂy the
view taken up by Sir Alexander Carr-Saunders in his valuable book
on Eugenics in the Home Unwersity Library. L.

The apposite view was tahen by Professor Sir Charles Darwin in
his Galton lecture of 1939, when he pointed out that reverend con-
fidence m the certitudes of science is not the outlook of the scientist
humself. We should be willing to act on probabilitics and to tahe
chances, This was also the view of Major Leonard Darwin to whom
1hs socety is in greater debt than to any othes man. Other writers
have expressed this standpoint in vigorous language. These people
are comvinced that a process of racial degeneration is taking place
more quickly than is generally recognized and they feel that for
eugenists fo sit back in inaction awaiting the results of research or
;he consummation of an egalitarian society is to fiddle while Rome

urms,

. In its statement of Aims and Objects, the Tugenics Socicty dis-
tinguishes between the study and the practice of eugenics, and dig-
cusses both aspects of the subject under these headings,

4. Negatire and positice eugenics

1 nced. mot remind this audience that negative eugenics is con-
cerned with restricting the fertility of people who are unfit for
parenthood, positive eugenics with encouraging fertility among those
deemed £t for it. We have here another antithesis wherein poticies
can dnerge, Up till abaut 1936, people in this country were much
under the nr!ﬂugnce of Neo-Malthusian ideas. It was sometimes be-
heved that, in 2 hundred years, there would, in this island, be stand-
108 room only. Such an atmosphere favours the negative or‘rcstxicx'
aspect of eugenics, which comes to be emphasized in smemmswf’
policy. Dut about the vear I bave mentioned, severst books \\'c‘r’:
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Socially, our goal should be to equalize conditions, not to intensify
differences,

. The Tugenics Society has contained exponents of both these
views as to the cugenic significance of class, ‘They often differ on
certain questions of practieal policy. Of thess questions, family aflox-
ances is the most important. Those who believe that the effects of
inborn qualities cannot be assessed until environmental conditions
are equatized tend to favour family allawances, Those who belicve
that social position roughly reflects cugenic yalue oppose muleting
the thrifty to subsidize further the already excossive fertility of the
shiftless and subnormal. These controversies are mainly focussed on
flat-rate schemes of allowances, There is much fess disagreement
about graded schemes wherein the allowances are proportional to in-
come, and wherein the subsidies are raised from, and redistributed
among, the classes concerned,

The divergent standpoints adopted about the eugenic significance
of class status often reflected pohucal differences. The advoeate of
equalizing opportunities so as to mitnumize the influcnce of nurture
or environmtent as 2 cause of difference was freguently a socialist;
not infrequently he waukd plead for the abolition of property as did
Mr. Bernard Shaw in lus preface to Man and Supermon. On the other
hand, the person who regarded socinl status as the best available
index of eugenic worth usually calied himsclf an mdwiduahst, What-
ever hus political affilation he was not a socialist,

Here we may also consider the stersle controversy about the rela-
tive importance of heredity and environment. The subject used to be
vigorously debated with unsatisfactory results. Some people hae
determumistic prejudices in favour of heredity such as those of Cale
vinists who beheve i predestnation; others have egahtanan pre-
judices i favour of environment, such as those who belicve that all
men are innately free, equal and fraternal. The truth js that the two
factors of heredity and environiment cannot casily be measured agamnst
each other., Leonardo, Shakespeare and Newton would have been low-
grade mental defectives 1f, when mfants, they fad buen entirefy
deprived of 1odine. If a child’s environment is bad enough, it wilf dic
cven if it has the best heredsty Professor Lancelot Hogben has, m
my opimon, contrbuted uscfully to this subject wn lus book Natwre
and Nurture. But the issue has a practical bearsng on policy. Eugemsts
often derlare themselves to be pnimanly concerned with man's an-
boen qualities; the improvement of the environment is ather people’s
concern. When an application 1s made to the Eugesics Society to
support financally 2 given rescarch praject, the question often anses:
“Is 1t eugenic?” I shall return fater to the subject of how far
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. 0 ses produced what
ot e a7aadaa bud, and ¢lopi,
astophtho: ! 5 o
e omor misabif, The g plasm wes thought to beinjured by
' . . . e o
in tasks of eugenics. A
* “l?:xfw‘i‘:\nl::l:n iasue \\hic%\ could be settled by facts; and 1 ﬂun‘k
1 s true to say that it was so settled. But the controversy was hotly
debated both in the pages of the Eugenics Rericw and in the pro-
ceedungs of the Coungil. Major Darwin once remarked to me that a
one period he had difficulty in resistng 2 demand that the S'ocmy s
energies and financial resources should be wholly directed into the
channels of temperance reform and 3 campaign sgainst yenercat
diseases!
G. K. Chesterton on eugenics

Defore concluding this review of past issues, I should fike to say
something about the most scathing altack on cugenics that X know
of, namely Mr. G. K. Chesterton’s Eugenics and Other Erils, first
published n 1g22. Mr. Chesterton was, of course, a Roman Catholic;
and in him there burned a passionate, an almost fanatical belief in
hutman liberty,

s religrous and kibertarian convictions provide an undercurrent
of intense serd to his p 1 writings, 2 seri which
can eastly be mussed in the exuberant displays of alliteration, paradox
and sophusticated simplifications which mark hus style. Valuing highly
the essential rusticities of hfe, Chesterton deplored the growth of

b and hated the degrad: which was coupled with the
pment of industrialism. The of wealth in the hands
of the few, he felt, was accompanied by abuses inflicted on the many
which had stusted ther bodies, stultified ther minds and starved
ther souts ‘The eugenist, according to Mr Chesterton, was typreally
the man who, having perpetrated or candoned these outrages, refused
o unda the enil he hud brought about, but tumed on the victims

of dus exploitation and condemned them as an inferior breed.
These sub-human beigs he then i

devel

" d for hfe in i
stenlized, or prevented from marrying. What ta Chesterton was
espeaally striking about the eugerust was the meanness of his matite:

There is one strong, startling and ourstanding th i
3 o
and that 1s its meanness, W:szh, S e e zerien,

3 0 and the socul scicnce sugparted by
wealth, has tried an inhuman experiment The expeciment had emirclz'

failed "They sought to make w ealth acew
0 c mulate~and they made men
decay, Then, instesd of confessing the error, and trying to restore the
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published deseribing the signif and impli of reprod
tion rates, and there was a remarkably sudden swing over of opinion
and sentiment. According to a forceast based upon trends which were
then recent, this istand, far from providing standing room osly in a
hundred years, would then contain 2 population scarcely larger than
that of greater London today. Attention was then naturally trans-
ferred from negative to positive cugenics.

From the start, the sdea of negative cugenics scemed to appeal
to people of a certain temperament and outlook; that of positive
cugenics to people otherwise constituted. And in the Society’s carly
days it was found more difficult to define the eugenically desirsble
than the undesirable parent. Remarks such as the following were
frequently made: “Though we may find it difficult to describe the
type we want to breed from, we can at least recognize the people
from whom we don't want to breed."

This contrast in standpoints was largely reflected in opposite
attitudes towards birth control. To some writers, the practice ap-
peared as the source of all evils: birth control was being used and
abused by the very people who should have farge families, and had
become the main cause of racial decay. This point was vigotously put
by Dr. A. P. Beddard; and birth contral has been condemned by
many Churchmen, who regarded the practice as mtrinsically sinful.

Sueh arguments were et by those who contended that chechs
on human fertility had been in operation simce time smmemorial,
and that birth contrel was a better check than abortion, infanticdo,
epidemics, famines and wars. Admuttedly st could be abused; but it
could also be constructively used. Anyhow, 1t had come to stay. s
advantages should be made available to everyone irrespective of class
and income, but sts dissemination should be coupled with education
as to its proper use. Birth control did not mean suppression of births.
People who talked about traffic control did not want to abolish traffic
{rom aur streets.

Blastophthoria

1 have considered four pasrs of contrasting views which, Ibelicve,
have been produced more by differcnces s the sphere of values than
of facts, though facts have been adduced by both sides. But befare
leaving this subject of opposing standpaints, I shall mention one
more issue which seems dead now, though it was hively enough at the
time. [ refer to the controsersies about the process of blastophthoria,
It used to be believed chat the human germ plasm could be damaged
by certain poisons in the blood stream. Of these so-catted racial
poisons those most discussed were alcohol, fead, and the toxins pro-
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i i d what

¢ syphilis and tuberculosis. These ageacics produces x
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1ng posterity. The t\'xmim(ém of these poisons was held by some to

in tasks of eugenics. A

he T;;g(“l :l (}:\an\ilan issue \»hic% could be settled by facts, and 1 think
itis true to say that it was so settied. But the contraversy was hotly
debated both in the pages of the Eugenics Retiew and in the pro-
ceedings of the Counail, Major Darwin once remarked to me t}'ut at
one period he had difficulty in resisting a demand that the Society’s
energies and finanaal resources should be wholly directed into the

channels of temperance reform and a campaign against venereal
diseases?

G. K. Chesterton on eugentcs
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20d in him there busmed a passionate, an almost fanatical belief in
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provide an und Tent
of wtense 1o his pol

P { writings, 2 seri which
can easify be missed in the exuberant displays of alliteration, patadox
and sophisticated stmphfications which mark hus style. Valuing highly
the essemial nusticies of life, Ch deplored the growth of

i and hated the degradation which was couoled with the
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thewr souls The eugenist, according to Mr. Chesterton, was typically
the man who, having pespetrated of condoned these outrages, refused
to undo the evil he had brought about, but turned on the vichms
of tus explonation and condemned them as an inferior breed,
These sub-human beings he then icarcerated for lfe in institutions
stenlized, or preveated from marrying. What 1o Chesterton was
sspedially string soous fhe eugentst was the meanniess of hus motive:
There is one strong, starthng and outstanding this H
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published describing the significance and imp of reproduc.
tion rates, and there was a remarkably sudden swing over of opinion
and sentiment. According to a forecast based upon trends which were
then recent, this istand, far from providing standing room only in a
hundred years, would then contain a population scarcely larger than
that of greater London today. Attention was then naturally trans-
ferred from negatve to positive eugenics.

From the start, the jdea of negative cugenics seemed to appeat
to people of a certain temperament and outlook; that of positive
cugenics to people othersvise constituted. And in the Society’s early
days it was found mare difficult to define the eugenically desicable
than the undesirable parent. Remarks such as the following were
frequently made: “Though we may find it difficult to describe the
type we want to breed from, we can at least recognize the people
from whom we don’t want to breed.”

This contrast in standpoints was fargely reflected in opposite
attitudes towards birth control. To some writers, the practice ap-
peared as the source of all evils: birth control was being used and
abused by the very people who should have large familics, and had
become the main cause of racal decay. This pomt was vagorousty put
by Dr. A. P. Beddard; and birth control has been condemned by
many Churchmen, who regarded the practice as mtrsically sinful.

Such arguments were met by those who contended that checks
on human fertility had been in operation since tune immemonal,
and that birth control was a better check than abortion, infanticide,
epidemics, famines and wars Admuttedly 1t could be abused; but it
cauld also be constructively used. Anyhov, it had come to stay. Its
advantages should be made avatlable to everyone srrespeetive of elass
and income, but its dissemination should be coupled with education
as to its proper use. Birth control did not mean suppressian of births,
People who tatked about traffic contrel did not want to abolish traffic
from our streets.

Blastophthoria

1 have considered four pairs of contrasting views which, I befieve,
have been produced more by differences in the sphere of valucs than
of facts, though facts have been adduced by both sides. But before
leaving this subject of opy z dy 1 shall ion one
more issue which scems dead now, though it was hvely enough at the
time. T zefer to the contraversics about the process of blastophthoria.
It uscd o be believed that the human germ plasm could be damaged
by certain poisons m the blood siream. Of these so-cafled racial
poisons those most discussed were aleohol, lead, and the tovns pro-
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sewin, It was the creed of Nietzsche, the doctrine of the
:;:‘ui rna.cc, the practice of the authoritarian state. What .\\'uu’ld he
faee said if in 1922 he had forescen the Utopia of Mein Kampf
snslated into the realities we have witnessed? Eloquent theugh he
was, words would, I believe, have failed him, The history of the last
twenty years compels us to respect Chesterton’s polemic.

111, THE HISTORY OF THE EUGENICS
SOCIETY

Uhave now corsidered as fully as time allows the ferment of ideas
cused by the evalution theory and the issues which confronted
eugenists ducing the first qudrter of this century.

1 shall now say somethung sbout the history of the Eupenics
Saciety. ‘The differences 1 standpomnt which 1 have described pre-
sented serous difficultics ta thase responsible for guiding our policy.
The Saciety, it should be bered pen foranyone i d
in eugenics to join. The columns of the Eugenics Review provided a
free forum for discussion and e It was inevitable that
extreme views should be put forward by enthusiasts; it was also
inevitable that the extreme view, the sensational statement, the
shocking proposal, should sttract most notice in the Press: and many
of the wilder statements were made by people who were not members
of the Society. It wus therefore not surprising that sugenists came
to be regarded as ics or even as dange lutionari

In tracung the history of the Socicty since the year 1907, when
the first provisional council meeting was held on November 25th,
1 have made use of three sources of information: past numbers of
the Eugenics Reriers, of whuch the first appeared in Aptil 190g; the
munutes of Counctl and commuttes meetings; and the vanous books,
Ppapersand pamphlets written atdsfferent pertods by members and non-
members of the Socaety and now collected in ous hibrasv. Tha yalima
and diversity of —-+ © * .
\.h'; Buciety ¢ . ’
who made iy - vieo ssuall tile titerature, ‘To do justi to al
thes moter) i P . Justice to a}l
sy \m&r:u \::xk\ require 2 book in itself. my cursory survey is

I what follows, 1 shalf aski i 9
10 0rly o0 vt s b:rbmm\y Timut my
and on athee features whatk,
10 10 Fetrospect,

As to what happened sunce that date,

y scope by comment-
prevaling opinions at different times,
Sy for ane reason or another, are interest-

eeame seeretary of the society in the year 1931.
1 have first-hand knowledge.
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wealth, or attempting to repair the deeay, they are trying ta cover their
first cruel experiment with a more cruel experiment, They put a
poisonous plaster on a poisoned wound, Vilest of aff, they actually
quote the bewilderment produced among the poor by their first blunder
as z reason for allowing them to blunder again. They are prepared to
arrest all the opponents of their system as mad because the system was
maddening,

But over onc issue, Mr. Chesterton’s fears have been justified
by recent history. With whom, Mr. Chesterton asked, did England
go to war m 1g14?

She went to war with that very band of scientific eulture from which
the very ideal of the Superman had come . . . She gave battle to the
birthplace of nine-tenths of the professors who were the prophets of
the new hope of humanity. . . . There was a province of Europe which
had carsied nearer to perfection than any other the type of order and
foresight that are the subjeet of thuis book, It had long been the model
state of all those more rational morabists who saw 1w science the ordered
salvation of society. It was admuttedly ahead of all other States in social
reform, All the systematic social reforms were professedly and proudly
bozrovwed from it. "Therefore when this province of Prussia found it
convement to extend its wnperial system to the neghbouring and
neutral state of Belgium, alf these fic enthusiasts had a privilege
not ahways granted to mere theonsts. . .. They had the gratification
of seeng their great Utopra at work, on a grand scale and very close
at hand. They had nrot to wait, hilke other revolutionary idealists, for the
slow approach of something nearer to therr dreams; nor to feave it
merely a8 & pramuse to pastersty, They had not to wat for it as fora
distant thing Lke the vision of a future state; but in the flesh they
hact scen their paradise. And they were very silent for five years.

The thing died at last, and the stench of it stank to the sky. It might
be thought that so terrible a savour would never altogether leave the
memories of men; but men's memories are unstable things. It may
be that gradually these dazed dupes will gather agamn together and
attempt agan to believe thesr dreams and disbelieve their eyes. .. .
"They have seen their g of zaience and org son playing their
part on land and sca, showtng their Jove of learning at Louvain and
thesr fove of humanity at Lulte. For a time at feast they hase believed the
testimony of their senses, And of they do niot behieve st now, neither
would they believe though one rose from the dead, though aff the
millions who died ta desteoy Prussiamsm stood up and tesufied

apainst it
Thesc arc the concluding words of Chesterton’s book. Lihe aff effec-
tive controsersialists, he saw and believed the worst 1 the people
he attacked. The cugenics he scathed was not that of Galton or of
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i v i ds would, 1
{mpartial reader of the above-mentioned records W
Lm“m:?ﬁ\prm ith the restraint and balance maintained by
the S‘odcty in such troubled waters, There were not only mn(\\ct;
of standpoint on both theory and practice; there \w:rc also suc!
clashes of personality as are inevitable when strong views are held
by vigorous and outspoken people.

Early Propaganda and Studies

The two mvst impottant medical supporters of eugenics in those
days were pmh:tb\;‘gf‘ C. W, Saleeby and Dr. A: F. Tredgold. Dr,
Safechy was the author of several books on cugenics sfxch as Parent-
hoad and Race Culture (1909), The Progress of Eugenics (1914}, The
Eugenic Prospeet (1921). He was an able writer and, 1 have been 1old
{for I never heard Fam), an cloguent speaber. He was by temperament
a propagandist rather than an imestigator, and he espoused many
cuses, Much that he wrote was pitched on a high note of moral
aspiration, and he resorted much to quotations from poetry; he could
denomnra with sdmarane amd e - € - .

provaoly the best-known propagandsst of eugenics.

*Ancther prominent figure, though not a member of our Socety,
was Professar Karl Pearson, the first director of the Eugenics Labora-
tory at University College, which was founded by Sir Francis Galton.
The influence of Professor Pearson and of his distinguished suc-
cwssor Professor R A, Fisher upon the development of eugenic
thought tave been. very great. | spoke eathier of the distnction be~
tween the study and the practice of eugenics. The Eugenics Labora-
fory was concerned wath study rather than practice and it was on
the occasion of its found that was formulated the well-4
definiton of eugenscs as “the study of agencies under social controf
that may 1mprove or impair the racial qualinies of future generatns
either physically or mentally”. Ths definstion 18, 1n my opinton,
bt!tft suited o the needs of the Fugencs Laboratory than of gur
Sodiety; for t defines engenics as 2 study. Nothung 18 s21d in the
definstion, -about eugenics being a practice, Far aur pucposes, { prefer
a description of eugemes which Galton gave i another context, as
“the saueace shich deals with ali mfluences that improve the inborn
qualines. of the tave; Aso with those that develap them to the utmost
advantage”. “Ttus farmula takes into account both study and Ppractice,

But to return to Karl Pearson. 11t 15 true that Dr. Salecby was z
Propagandist rather than an iny estigator, 1113 aso true that Pearson
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Beginnings of the Engenics Society

From the start, Sir Francis Galton was the Socicty’s Ionorary
President, Its first President was Sir James Crichton-Brown, and
its second, from 190g to 1911, Mr. Montague Crackanthorpe, K.C.,
who, under the title “The Bugenic Field”, wrote the first article in
the first issue of the Review, The article begins with 2 gencral retro-
spect of eugenies from the much-quoted Theogais and Plate to”
Galton, who is described as the founder of “latter-day eugenics”,
Next, the subject of heredity is considered under the headings of

locholism, feeble-mindedness, tuberculosis and syphilis—a classi-
fication which today sttikes us as pecubar. Thea follows a discussion
of positive eugenics, where it 15 subrmtted that the fit, the rght
people to be born, are those “who give most promise of ewvie worth™,
The concluding section headed “The tree of knowledge™ deplores
the difficulty of gotting published in England transtaxions of the
works of Forel and Bloch on sexual guestions, urges the spreading |
of knowledge about the Iaws of life, and rebuts the charge that the
methods of eugenics are materiahstic.

What struck me about the early actimties of the Society and
issues of the Review were the following:

"The carnest moral tone of the wisters, There was much discussion
about the ethics of the eugente ideal--ts compaubility with the
Christian ethic and the ethic of humannarmism Thus in a lecture
given at a members' mecting sn May rgo8 an “Mental Integrity and
How to Attain It", there scemed to be more concern about getting
the principles of eugenics accepted, cspecially sts moral prineiples,
than about how these principles should be applied 1 practice,

Another feature is the attention paid to Ierbert Spencer and
especially to lus essay on educaton and Ins “law™ that there
existed a blological anuthess between what he called individuation
and reproduction, His dicturn was much quoted that “You cannot
get golden conduct out of feaden instincts”.

Also apparent is the vitality shown by the Society in these eatly
years. These qualities were largely a reflection of the personality of
the society's capable and enthusiasuic secretary, Mrs, Gotto, who 18
probably better known to you as Mrs. Neville Rolfe. She surrounded
herself with a band of heen helpers who scemed, 1 those days, to
have more leisute than their successors today Onc of the many diffi-
culties that now confront the secretary of a voluntary socicty is that
alt the people whose kelp 18 most valusble ase busy and have lflt!c

time, One can’t holp lookmg back on these lesured days with feclings

of envy.
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1o it 2 Social Problem Group. This group was essentially the
e 2s that which had, for the preceding twenty years, becn. the
subject of Mr. E. . Lidbetter’s rescarches, The Wood Committee
had been concerned with mental deficiency—its incidence and the
messures adopted for its social control, They had come to the con-
clusion that there were good reasons for thinking that there had been
an actual increase in mental deficiency in the course of the preceding
twenty years; they drew attention to how the butk of mental defectives
came from the Soctal Problem Group; and they recommended that
Colories and Institutions for mental defectives should be regarded
tather as flowing streams than as stagnant pools; that is to say as
places where defectives could be trained and “'socialized” with 2 view
to estabhshing them in the general community rather than as life-
fong homes Their recommendations provided a goad case for the

wse of voluntary sterilization as a measure auxiliary to segregation.
‘The Council appointed a i

to devise 2 practical policy for

soluntary eugenic stenlization. In various pamphlets and other pub-
!xczmnns, the committee put its case. Indeed, the committee defined

+ its position in the most succinct of ways—namely in two draft Bills
such as might be presented to Parliament. After two years of active
pubkic discussion and debate, the subject was referred to a Depart-
mental Committee (the Brock C ) which, in January 1934,
produced a report containing proposals which hardly differed from
those of the Society. The Brock Committee’s recommendations have
not yet been implemented by Parliament.

Another subject which s comprised within the wide field of
medicine is birth control The Council took the view that existing
mclho.ds were largely impracticable by the very people who, on
tugenic grounds, should use them most, and that there was a need
f;:r simpler 2nd more fool-proof methods. It encouraged and subsi-
I;zed tesearch on this subject which resulted in the discovery by

r. J. R. Baker of chemical substances with much higher spermicidal

powers than any previously known.
The Counal approved a suggestion put to1t by Dr.
:0“ prof.essor of Social Medicine at Oxford, that it shaul
:Zuk hich would help doctors in the difficult task of appropriately
d;::ng’pmt}-\ts \\‘}.m consulted .lhcm on whether, in view of the in-
. Xc: nm ’i'l;:" familes of.h:redmry abnormalities, they should have
Chane ‘;rc r.mu!tcd In 1934 a symposium under the title The
N h:{ Morbid Inkheritance, published by Messrs. H. K. Lewis
Inths ;}:i“::x‘\y been ;yf l}‘x:zlp 1o some doctors, :
, many people advocated the compulsory inst;

tien of i 4 sory institu-
f health examinations and certificates before ngagel:y In 19;‘1,

J. AL Ryle,
1d produce a
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was an investigator rather than a propagandist. Much of his energy
was devoted to the contention that the unbiassed investigation of
human problems by statistical methods should precede the release of
propaganda, the formulation of social policies and the preparation of
political programmes. Some of the conclusions reached by Pearson
and his collaborators were unpopular, notably those bearing on the
cffects of aleoholism on posterity; and Pearson was involved in some
bitter controversics. But his service to the cause of cugenies was
immense. His industry and that of his co-workers was remarkable;
many of their publications, espectaily those embodicd in the Aunals
of Eugenics and The Treasury of Human Inheritance, ate classical
studies of enduring value.

In 19171, the presidency of our Society was assumed by Leonard
Darwin, son of the illusttious Charles, who became, so to speak,
the embodiment and authontatuve mouthpicce of cugenics in this
country. No voluntary socicty could have had a wiser, a gentler
and yet a firmer guide; and few presidents can have better earned the
unqualificd affection and undwided esteem of a Council wherein
there were serious divergencies of opinion as to both theory and
policy. The outstanding event of the Soctety’s carly years was the
convening and the otganization of the first International Eugenics
Congress which was held in London durmng the year 1912,

The resounding success of this event was 2 tribute to the energy
and organzing ability of Mrs, Neville Rolfe An imposmg st of Viee-
Presidents of the Congress was prepared, which included the name
of the Rt. Hon. Winston Churchilf, and numerous papess swerc read
by members of a learned and polyglot assembly.

Aetivities since 1929

Time compels me to jump to the year 1g2g when Major Darwin
resigned the Presidency m favour of Sir Bernard Mallett. Sheortly
afterwards there occurred an event which 18 desired and prayed for
by all voluntary sacteties: we were left a large legacy whach semoved
all financial worrtes and made us, by the standards of voluntary
socicties, rich . .

1 became the seerctary of the Society sn 1931, The presidency
was assumed in 1933 by Sir Humphrey Rofleston and mn 1935 by
Lord Horder, whe gave unstintingly of his valuable tume and to
whom we are most deeply mdebted. The Council deaded to avail
themselves of the fact that 1 am a decter to develop certam activities
which might be deseribed as simultancousty medical and practical,
The Report of the Wood Committee, published 1n 1929, had drawn
vivid attention to the aggregate of people which they were the first
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ial Problem Group. This group was cssentially the
::mflisathitc\‘\aklﬁch had, for d\cp preceding twenty yeass, been e
subject of Mr. E. J. Lidbetter's researches. The Wood Comﬂ:;:
had been concerned with mental deficiency—its incidence and
measures adopted for its social control. T!\cy. had come to the con-
clusion that there were good feisnns fu{ lhfnkmg that }h.crf.- had becn
- s R . PRI

Colonies and Insti for maental defectives should be regarded
rather as flowing streams than as stagnant pools; Al)uk is 10 say as
places where defectives could be trained and “socalized” with 2 view
fo establishing them in the general commumty rather than as {ife-
Yong homes. Their secommendations provided 2 good case for the
use of voluntary sterilzation 28 3 measure auxiliary to segregation.
The Councd 2ppointed a committee to devise a practical policy for
saluntaty eugenic stenlization, In various pamphlets and ether pub-
hications, the committee put its case. Indeed, the committee defined
its position irt the most succinct of ways—namely in two draft Bills

PN

R + e esputs vttty proposats which hardly differed from
those of the Society, The Brock Commuttee’s recommendations have
not yet been implemented by Paclisment.

Another subject which is compnsed withm the wide field of
medicine is birth control. The Council took the view that existing
methods were largely impracticable by the very people who, on
eugenic grounds, should use them most, and that there was 2 need
far simpler and mare foak-procf methods Tt encouraged and subsi-
dized research on this subject which resulted in the discovery by
Dr. J. R, Baker of chemseal substances with much higher spermierdat
povers than any previously hnown

‘The Council approved 4 suggestion put to it by Dr. J., A. Ryle,
o professor of Socal Medicne at Odford, that it should produce 8
baok which would help doctors in the difficult task of appropriately
adwsing, patients who consulted them on whether, m view of the i~
cidencen their famshies of hereditary abnormalities, they should have
Ch;ldrcn. There resulted . 1934 2 symposturn under the tile The
T ances of Morbid Inkeritance, published by Messts. H. K. Lews
whxg ::s appasently been of help to same doctors. ) !

. © past, many people had advocated the com, institu-
tion of bealth examinauons and certficates before ma?r‘:l:g:y Il:i‘;;;,
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the Councif gave consideration to this matter and decided against
both the principles of compulsory examination and voluntary certi-
fication, But it held that everyone should be cncouraged to sk
medical examination before marriage, without the examining doctor
being asked to produce a certificate or a signed declaration as to the
applicant’s fitness or But such inations, to be cffective,
involve many delicate and difficult questions, such as of past vencreal
diseases or exposure thereto, of terminated pregnancics, and of
anxietics and misgivings about scxual matters. There were good
reasons for thunking that many doctors were in doubt as to how to
proceed in ducting these i The Council therefore
appomted a committee to go mto the problem. There resulted the
Society's Pre-marital Health Schedule, for which there has been a
fair demand from the medical profession. Indeed, the British Medieal
Association has latterly been in the habut of referring to the Society
doctors who have applted to the Assoctation for information on this
subject.

The Councl decided to pursuc the tmvestigation of the Social
Problem Group. It subsuhised the publication of the first volume of
Mr. Lidbetter’s researches on the incidence of pauperism and
dependency, and it sponsored the preparation of a symposium by
authoritics on different aspects of the Group "Fhe volume was pub-
lished by the Onford University Press in 1937, and contawned articles
by persons with first-hand expersence of the followsng subjectst
mental retardation and deficiency, mentat disorders, epilepsy, ine-
briety, prosutution, crime and readivism, and paupensm,

The Saciety has also undertahen to adwise people who want
gurdance on genetie probloms relating to marnage and parenthood.
But thus service is perforce restricted to members of the Socicty.
An essential pre-requsite of gwving such gudance )s the preparation
of a detailed account of the apphicant’s family pedigree. In order to
facilitate this often difficult task, there was prepared a schedule
entitled How to Prepare a Famly Pedigree, which we call our grey
schedule. This document saves much tme One can send it to people
who ask for advice, saying in effect: Do what thus schedule tells you,
and send ¢ back to me when completed Then come to see me with
your hushand, wife or betrothed as the case may be.” This schedule
is now in continuous use.

The Council alse took the tutiative 1n preparng a family-record
book wheresn snformation can be entered from generation to genera-
tion about the members of a famuly 1t s distressing to think how,
after the death of any persan of mddle or old age, there disappears
for cver information about carlier generations which 15 of much
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{aterest to descendants. Masses of old letters and other .domme.nts
are burned Records, duaries, manuscripts and other biographical
materials which 2 family historian would later give much 1o see, go
p the chimney in smake. ‘The result is that most people know lide
about their ascendants. The family-record book \vhxclg the Society
has prepared——we call it our Green-hached schedule—if kept up 10
date from genesation to generation, will provide a record similar to,
but much more detailed than, the teaditional family bible.

These recent activities on the part of the Council have been ably
supported by two very capable editors of our guartesly Review, Mr.
Eldon Moore, editor from 1928 tll 1933, and his successor Dr.
Maurice Newfield, who is still our editor today.®

Population Intestigation Committee
I come now ta one of the most noteworthy decisions of the
Counail of the Society—thie formation of the Population Inyesti-

gation Committec. But this important step calls for some explanation.
T have decrshad Lam ‘= ot . R

Society ha
to be regai

spamsible rupagauwsts. 1 he hastibity to eugenics seems to have come
and gone in waves. In the early ‘thurties there was such a wave of
antagomsm, The attack was then ably led by Professor Lancelot
Hogben wha took strong exception to the argument that social status
w3s an index of eugenic value, I recall attending with Sir Bernard

I’\I:llj{t the inaugura) address Professor Hosben delivarad e <t~
PUBI S apay- el

R L v wes o LugLIG—DIINE, amusing and very
p.leasmg tohis audience. The attack has been renewed on many oceas
sions since, Ttis mv anaten at -, ~
been useful to the

be has made it £

cugenics. Profess

notably Professo | - et 3 ! i

somte scientists in other fields. e vy severst economlsts, and by

reaction against eugenics was more apparent to me than to
athers, beewase oo 4

s TAmES 1 wvas asked 1n awan

. ) . |+ e« sulion o1 the nsing generati
Wieh segarded eugenics as an expression of political récdm\ ma’;
* Dr. Newfidd died in August 1949, '
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class-prejudice camouflaged as science. The position was further
aggravated by deyclopments in Germany, where compulsory sterili-
2ation had been legatized and where the doctrines of “race-hygiene”
were taking practical shape.

Round about this time, there occurred the swing-over from o
Neo-Malthusian to a pro-natabist standpoint which T have already
mentioned, An over-population scare, someene remarked, had given
place to a depopulation scare. There was an increasing interest in the
science of demography about which few jeople up tilt then had
heard. Galton bad written in a prefatory chapter of Hereditary Genius:
“Itis earnestly t6 be hoped that inquinies witl increasingly be directed
into historical facts with the view of estimating the possible effects of
reasonable political action i the future.” Past demogeaphic tronds,
and especially diffcrential trends whach are themselves part of Mstory,
provide, as Karl Pearson has vigorously argued, the standards by
which we judge the reasonablencss of political actions,

The implications of the dechine sn our national festility were
clearly desenbed in the Galton lecture for 1935 by Sir Alevander
Carr-Saunders to whom our Society, m recogmtion of a vast in~
debtedness, has recently awarded its first Galton Medal. Sir Alexan-
der, in lus lecture, recommended that the Councit should calt together
a representatrve commitice to investigate the causes of the demographic
trends which he had outhned in his fecture. The Couneil acted on his
advice, and the result was the Population Investigation Committee.
The committee was concerned with mquiry and not pelicy; with
di and not t While there might be differences of
opinion about policy, there could be none about the need for mnquiry.
Important erganizations—the Medical Research Couneil, the British

Medical A the Royal E Sacicty, the Royal College
of Obstetricians and Gynaccologists, and others—appointed repre-
. The C i ty cleeted Sir Alexander Carr-

Saunders its Chairman and was exceptionally fortunate in securing
as its research secretary Mr. (now Professer) David Glass, today one
of the leading demographers of thus country The comnuttee had an
active and successful career before the war which there 15 now not
time to recaprtulate.

Propaganda
T should like to say a nord about the Society's attitude to props-
ganda. To this, in its early days, it devoted much of its tme and
energy. This tradison was carried op after the last war by Mss. Cora
Hodson, onc of the most loyal and hard-workng scrvants the Society
has ever had, and by DMiss Hilda Pocock, an indefatigable lecturer,



EUGENICS IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT 37

i valuable exhibit and prepared a film about heredity
\;:t;gxg\xgieii“;m Huxley gave generous help. Lately, howevef, we
fine done much Tess propaganda, One xeason for this s that there
hive come into existenice in TeCEnt YEATS DUMETOUS detive organiza-
tions concerned with problems of the famlly,'st:\ch o5 the British
Hygiene Cound, \hi Family Planning A&%C:A-L\m\’\‘, the .x\{.afmg.c

tam . .

Euidanna O -

R

Charman 28 Mr. Chinton Chanee (s Tressurer), bas taken the
vien that 1f we can pwt forward 2 reasonable and convincing case
that considerations of quality should be taken into account in devis-
inga population poliey, and if we can formulate sensible suggestions
25 ta ha, in practice, this can he done, many of these cognate

gani will do our propaganda for us. This campaign need
not be spectally conducted in the name of eugenics or of the socdiety.
Our primary object is not the glorification of the Saciety, nor even
the glonfication of the word eugenics ; it is to get sound cugenic
priaciples recognized, accepted and arted upon.

The Counal's present policy about propaganda 1s 1o establish
close and friendly relauons with the many cognate organizations
concerned with demography and the family; to help them with advice
if this is needed and perhaps with financial support; to form with
them, as oceasion demands, joint committees, and not to seek either
credit or advertisement. It wus 1n this spint that a jount Population
Policies Committes was farmed before the war between the Saciety
and B.E P.* The activities both of the Population Iny estigation Com-
mittee and of the Population Policies Commttee were necessanly

suspended duning the first part of the war.  But at the begmning of
1943 both were revived.

I |:‘ad o experience before the war which was instructive to me.
PN
P

" < wus ited by the
Regstrar-General about the Population Statistics Bilt. Sic Alexander
Carr-Saunders, Professar Glass and 1 held three conferences with the
Rtglslml;GCl\t\'!ll and o of hus colleagues in the course of which
our was 3} h (t; i

P y y d. The
rsu'l; \\:s almost entirely satisfactory 1o us.
© have attamed this end by Propaganda throughout the b
ways of the country would have cost us tens of ‘hf\na%nr‘—- ) g!\
tohaveattemnena Ly« . .

Pobiey tn Great Britgd 4% 1948, 2 valume entitted Population
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as considerablic expenditure, As it was, we got almost all we wanted
for the cost of our bus farcs to Somerset House. ¥f a voluntary
organization has a good case, puts it in the right way, and colleets
the right people to speak for it, it can, if the times and fates are auspi-
cious, achieve much without propaganda and publicity.

1V. EUGENICS TODAY AND TOMORROW

Hitherto, 1 have been considering cugenics and the activities of
our society in retrospect. T now turn to the present time and to the
prospects for the future. And I will say at once that at no time in
our thirty-cight years' histery have these prospects scemed more
favourable.

There are three main reasons for holding this view, which T will
consider sermlly, The first two arc of domestic, the third of general
interest.,

1. Basic eugenic policy

The first relates to our own basic paolicy and programme; and
here 1 must make a short recapstulation.

A difficulty which has from the first presented itsell to cugenists
has been the definition of the particle “cu” i the word cugenics.
Who are the people whom we regard as cugenically desirable? Whe
are the fit? What sort of people should we, as eugenists, encourage to
have farge fanulies?

This matter scems scarcely to have recerved the attenton it deo
serves Galton remarked of this 1ssue; “A considerable bist of qualitics
can be castly compiled that nearly everyone would take into account
when picking out the best spectmens of fus class. It would meinde
fiealth, encrgy, manliness and courteous dispositson.” Several people
have quoted ancient Greek precedent “None but the brave deserve
the fair.” Courage and beauty are the mast desirable qualitics, De
Srdeekyy 1efers (o “mens sana m corpore sane” and 2sks ws v tiakom
terms of worthiness and unworthiness rather than of fitness and un-
fitness. Sir Alexander Carr-Saunders pomts out that standards of
value rather than of fact are in question and assumes that “'a dechne
in physique or a dechne in mtelligence 15 undesirable™. Leonard
Darwin wraees: “We should not attempt to lay down a single standard
of excellence with the object of encouraping or discouraging parent-
hood 1n all who fall below that standard ” Ie gocs on to say that the
pay a man receives provides an iades of the value of the work he dozg,
and therefore of lus value to the commumty. The fiftcenth chapter
of his book, The Need for Eugemc Reform, ends with these words:
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Wi conclude, therefore, that provided there ate no signs of
s::i:uﬁi&m. patent or latent, and that wages ase not being badly
spent, all those indrsiduals who are now earning & good wage ought
o be classed amongst those whose fertility c_o\ﬂd with :.xd\--.mhgc be
kept at a faitly high fevel, whilst an opposite conclusion must be
actived at in the case of the 1if-paid ” The same conclusion was
reached by Professor Sir Charles Darwin in his Galton Jecture of
1939-

Standards of eugenic talue

This watter his recently received some consideration from the
Coundil and the following is an outline of the standpoint now taken,

There ate five standards of cugenic value as to the merits of
which nearly everyone will 2gsee. They are:

(1) Sound physical heatth and good physique.

{2) Intefligence.

{3} Secial usefulness: the individual should be 2 valuable and co-
operative mernber of his community with mordl qualities
which roake hum 2 good citizen.,

(4) The individual should be free from genetic taints, ie. un-~
Tikely to carry or transmit familial diseases and defects,

{5} It is desirable that he should be 2 member of a big, united

and welb-adyusted famuly and that he should be fond of
children.

Letus briefly consider these five qualities. These can be ligle dis-
agreement shoat the st two. A community of sound and robust
persons s preferable to one of phys:cal weaklings, and intelligent
people ate preferable to morons, But the first two qualities do not
nccts_sarﬂy connote the third~-social usefulness. A man may bea fine
Phrsx?I spectmen and ntelligent; yet he may also be an idler, a
}:mm @ ertmusal, The first three qualities do not connote the
e (Sudom from genetic taints, A woman physically and men-
uay 3 0;; the average, who plays 2 useful patt m hex community,
vy ;:" ; acarner qf }ucmopgnh: 5 or she may have near relatives
oy e rom hereditary physical ot mental ilinesses of whith she
P :_ pr'n‘pabl: camer, 8o may a man Withenr sha 824+

ter

N .
o o= eswn uduers ate suceessiu) m Dife with-
m;t;hedx avs.sdttdof inherited wealth, for such wealth as is inherited 13

: ided. They make good in a variety of callings, and often
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spread themselves throughout the world. They take a pride in their
name and in their “clan”, and they periodically have large reunions
where people belonging to three or four generations assemble. This
faith and belief in one’s stock has important psychological corollaries.
It connotes biological vitality, o philosophical optimism, a positive
attitude to life.

Other qualities could be added to these five and, as Galton te-
matked, each of us could compile hus own list which svould seflect
his private system of values. But it is in terms of these five that we
now mainly understand the meaning of the particle “eu”™

Of these five qualities, the secend, intelligence, is the only one
which is quantitatively measurable. The other four can be assessed
in arough and ready way for cortatn speaific purposes, Thus, physical
fitness can be apprawed for hfe insurance or for military service.
But therc 1s no scale such as is provided by the intelligence quotient
by which they can be measured. There 15, therefore, no single
biafogical index or standard of cugenic fitness or worthiness, But is
there a simple socia! index of the jomt occurrence of cugenieally
desirable traits which could be made the basis of an acceptable secial
policy?

The Counctl thinks there 15, and has recorded the fact in its fast
revision of its Aims and Objects which was crrculated in draft to all
Fellows and Members of the Society.*

The five qualitics above enumerated have, as their confluent and
resultant expression, the couple who, m a community which provides
gaod prospects for the future welfare of chuldren, which encourages family
life and mculcates a sense of 135 res bilsties, produce, by jors end
design, a family large enough for replacement and provade for 1t a kappy
and healthy home.

Let us constder what 15 imphed 1n this achievement.

To plan the burths of a well-spaced farmly demands ntelligence,
foresight and restraint To produce dehiberately a fanuly large enough
for, ar in excess of, replacement imphes a love of children, a sense
of duty towards the community and a behef that st 1s worth presery-
ing; it connotes further a desire to perpetuate famuly traditions, and
an optimistic or posuive attitude towards hife. To provide a good
home calls for the power to make 3 success of marriage and of fife
outside the home. All these are desirable qualities, and the emphasis
is on the moral ones. But the choice, here freely exeraised, of produe-
g a large famuly should be made 1 the full hght of all medical and
genetic factors. \When these factors are senousty adserse, chaldren wifl
not be wunted by morally responsible parents; and the birth of

* A new statement was produced 1n £950.
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itdren should be discoursged by precept and public opinion (.bu\
sot by compulsion) when the desired qualities are seriously lacking.

Public opinion and negative eugenics

YWe can exsity und the powerful infl of public opinion
25 2 instrument of negative engenics. To ilfustrate what § mean, [
will give a striking example. In 1934, the Brock Committee on steti-
bzation, to which 1 have referred, quoted in its Teport the most
shodking family Bistory that Thnans.

Tealwm v m =00 o of 1 i . : ot .
. - - o
styenteen chitdsen,
(1) Davghter: died of convulsions in infancy.y These two
{2) Son: died of convulsions in infancy. llegitimate.

(3) Doughter. certified Mentally Deficient. In an Tasttution.
{4) Son- certified as imbecile. Died at age of 11,
(<) Son: cettified ae ATantalls [laffoms To = T o

1Y) LIUEHTET I seTVICe,
(1) Son: died in infancy,
{ts) Daughter- at school, but of very low mentality.
(12} Son 2t school and of nverage intelligence.
(13) Daughter: aged nice, has neser been to schoal, Mentslly
Deficient; now in Institution. ’
(14) Daughter now aged exghy; never bren to school; in Instiation.
{15} Son: aged five, recently admitted to Institution, ’
{18) Daughter: aged four. ’
(17) Daughter- aped one.

The Report addsr
1t would be § Bl to . s
are stall Whely 1n this famils s hicte o the tagic possibilities which
are Wely :‘,)g‘: ;:‘;’:L“”Y s history. The childeen now in Tnstitutions

their place of setul i
{ place of settlement on reaching th
:ni‘nqm)gti‘: mm“b“mﬂ ait will have bencfited from thc;rgsm; :r%;
will ke u:u]rﬁ“:;?f‘ bt exteemely doubiful whther they
ot itize p
themselves produce d:ﬁnm:sof?:;ﬁ;:u than likely that they vill

Th ¢ i
b x\»: Elfm,})‘ is semarhsble because of the acendiarc~ s
famy o e
sirah W .

s udti—quatities such as insanity,
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spread themselves throughout the world. They take a pride in their
name and in their “clan”, and they periodically have large reuni
where people belonging to three or four generations assemble. This
faith and belief in one’s stock has important psycholegical corollaries.
It biologieal vitality, a philosophical optimism, 2 positi
attitude to life.

Other qualities could be added to these five and, as Galton re-
marked, each of us could compile his awn list which would reflect
his private system of values. But 1t is in terms of these five that we
now mainly understand the meaning of the particle “cu’’,

OFf these five qualities, the second, intelligence, is the only one
which is quantitatively measurable. The other fous can be assessed
ina rough and ready way for certain specific purposcs. Thus, physical
fitness can be apprused for hfe msurance or for military service.
But there is no scale such as is provided by the intelligence quotient
by which they can be measured. There is, thercfore, no single
biological index or standard of eugenic fitness or worthiness, But 18
there a simple social index of the jownt occurrence of eugenically
desirable trauts which could be made the basis of an acceptable social
policy?

The Council thinks there is, and has recorded the fact m its fast
revision of its Aims and Objeets whuch was circulated in draft to afl
Fellows and Members of the Society.*

The five qualities above enumerated have, as their confluent and
resultant expression, the couple who, m @ community which provides
good prospects for the future welfare of children, whick encourages family
Hife and inculcates a sense of its responsibibities, produce, by intention and
design, a family large encugh for replacement and provide for it a happy
and Aealthy home.

Let us consider what ss implied i this achievement.

'Fo plan the burths of a well-spaced famify demands intelligence,
foresight and restrant To produce dehiberately a fanuly large enough
for, or in excess of, replacement smplics a love of children, a sense
of duty towards the community and a belief that it is worth preserv-
ing; 1t connotes further a desire to perpetuate famly traditions, and
an epumisuc or posttive attitude towards hife. To provide a good
home ealls for the power to make a success of marniage and of lfe
outside the home Al these are desirable quahtices, and the emphasis
15 on the moral ones. But the choice, here frecly exeraised, of produc~
ing a large fanuly should be made in the full light of all medical and
genetie factors. When these factors are seriously adierse, cluldren wall
aot be wanted by morally responsible parents; and the bisth of

* A new statement was produced in 1950,
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vironment wherein parenthood is ded by serious ¢ ic han-
dacaps, whesein the prospects for children are bad, and wherein birth
comtrol is widely practised, it Is next 10 impossible to effect replace-
‘mentin eugenically desirable ways, Because the potential parent Joves
and values children, he will shrink from bringing them into 2 world
which holds for them poor promise. His phuloprogenitive instincts
turn in upon themsefves and are sufled. Lord Beveridge's five
“gants"~Disease, Ignorance, Squalor, Tdleness and Want—sterilize
parenthood in those elements of the popu! jon which are cugenicall
valigble and promote it among its least desirable elements. This is a
point which T wish Lord Beveridge had brought out more clearly in
his Galton lecture in 1943 Where these five evils prevail, the impro-
vident and feckless contribute freely to the riext generation; thoese
rrhq cannot use the prevaling birth-control methods beget farge
famifies; and sexual, dissociated from parental, instincts determine
the couse of reproduction. A voluntary system of eugenics cannot
work successfully nnder ennditians ~f awbonmes —an soe = U4

ilhea

instine .
prosid

T]\:_ eugenist 15 thus profoundly concerned with the nature of the
ensironment.

Class differences

A second feature of the approach s that 1t avods the thomy question
l:]f sacil clas. There are eugenically valuable people 'h\y'.g\ socal
m?;:;:;o_ugh it is pessible that they may be proportionately more
o mmm some classes ;.xnd occupations than others. The policy
b a%cd h}:pefﬂ:s withoyt reference to class The unskilled
B m:h& fnfe who have by design three or four children,
el nf S:vmh a healthy and bappy home and, against handi-

% TRSINg them to maturity, are performing a service with which

bin country eon
country could 1l aff ; 5350
adnired soh d":‘:rd to dispense. We have all known and

ixr(h control and safe period
Wird feature is the sohution i
- i of the problem of birth control. -
v fh‘t;uglsn::m have their children deliberately and by dem;;}, r{r\\?:\
o J;aﬁt;sc sexual ghstmence, have knowledge of hm};
e y Rc. at this point, to say something about the
per o) oman Catholics to eugenucs, | speak here with
e pottion T :\uuon, bgmuse 1 do not want ta wisrepresent
- 1 do not believe that the Church has any serious
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epilepsy, drunkenness, prostitution and crime. The community i in-
completely aware of the presence in its midst of these social problem
families. Their existence is reg 1 from our Consci fike the
Freudian complex. At intervals, however, the limehight of publicity
is switched on 10 them, as in the recent report on evacuation entitled
Cur Towns* We are just now in the middle of one of these spasms
of publicity, the Press being full of necounts of the ill-treatment of
children.

I have catlicr mentioned the valuable work done by Miss Hilda
Pocock in preparing 4 film on heredity, When we came to plan this
enterprise, 1t occurred to us that the film would gain much in interest
if it could shew human rather than animal and plant materizl, We
cast about for a family showing a really bad heredity, and our minds
alighted on the one I have quoted. You will appreeiate the deficacy
of inducing a famuly to consent to being photographed as an example
for pubhe exhibiton of what a family cught not te be. But these
difficulties ware sklfully surmounted by Miss Pocock, and this famify
appears in our film. The point, however, is this. Both parents, who
had suffered much from their enormous and unwanted fertility, were
aware of the burden they had placed upon the community, and
declared that they were willing that the film should be taken and
exhtbited if 1t would help other people to avoid the miserics of which
they had been the unwilling cause. In lis spoken commentaty on the
film, Pr. Juban Huxey pays a tribute to this famuly for the generous
spirit they thus showed.

An cabghtened pubkc opmiot, brought to bear on these no
people after the birth of the first three or four chuldren, might have
saved them as well as the community from the disasters which
ensucd. Let us not then negleet the wnportance of public opwion as
an instrument of negative cugenees, bt 1 among the chuef tasks of this
Socicty to mouid this pubhic opanton and to shape a medical service
which will provide the negessary guidance o genetic questians.

Tnflucnice of envivonswent

I now return to the Counail’s desenption of the type it wishes tosce
perpetuated. 1 don’t want to cxaggerate, but the position now
adopted scems to me a valuable one wluch resohves some of the
difficulties which presented themsehves in the past. Let us consider
2 few of its tmpheations. . )

In the first place, st brings out the importance of the em ironment
in a properly considercd cugeme poley. In an unfmounable en<

* 1g43: Oxford University Press,
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sented the position of Catholics in this matter, 1 can only express my
regret; but T cannot help thinking that we may be within sight of
<centfic discaveries which will go far to reconcile religious differences
sbout the means by which eugenic ends can be attained.

Fostering of parental instincts

There is an argument against the view that replacement could be
eugenically secured through planned and wanted pregnancics, It can
e dleged that parental instinets, when dissociated from their sexual
precursors, are too weak to effect replacement. Throughout nature,
1t might be urged, sexual impulses determine the activities connected
sath parenthood, Parental instincts appear at the appropriate time
a partaf 2 biological seqq They are not continually present, ind
of themselves would not provide a sufficient stimulus to reproduc-
tion. These critict may be right: the matter is as yet unproved. But
againwe can point to how reproductive behaviour generally is subject
tothe influence of suggestion. As Mr, Bernaed Shaw pithily remarks
in one of his maxims for revolutionists (Man and Sup 1903):

. Acquired notians of propriety ate stronger than natural instincts. It
is easier 1o recruit for monasteries and convents than to induce an
Arb woman to uncover her mouth in public, or 3 Batish Officer to
»alk through Bond Street in a golfing cap in an afternoon in May.

If society were organized so that the economic handicaps of
purenthood were removed and the economic position of the parent
:ldm!t!\:fmncynmt equabzed, who can predict what would be the
: 2 thoroughgoing propaganda in favour of larger families—
P(‘:’i“gﬂ supported by all the political parties, by a unanimous
by ml.mz the Churches 5 pm'king with one voice and perhaps also by
e of the Roya! Family? Human reproductive behaviour can

up;mus and unpredictable. Despite the absence of large num-
o ?ﬂ Ignm from home, fertility has gone up duning this war not

s ghl:}:i, where women can avoid conseription by mother-
- tx‘msaim eIUmlcd States and other countries where there is
PR rrpzmn or women. Trends in this war have been quite
“thﬁmam b;zmds in the fast; and [, for one, do not yet know the
i O one can yet confidently say that our population
ey mpz:zx wtself by planned and voluntary’ parenthood if the

Beore s conditions and moral atmosphere were created,
byt u“n:)ngbthxs topic, I would add that the position taken up

i about the eugenic value of planned as against hap-
o ?h 15 Rot, in essence, new, though the application is new.
cme has been expressed by many writers. As eatly as



34 LUGENICS IN RETROSPECT AND PROSPICT

opposition to the theory of cugenics which holds that future genera-
tions will be affected qualitatively by the type of people who hae
children in this. I believe that the Catholic Church would prefer to
see repl flected by pl ¢ and wanted children than by
children conceived haphazard and without reference to the conditions
into which they are bota. It is the means which cugenists have pro-
posed which excite oppesition. Sterilization, even when strictly
voluntary, is opposed; 5o are *appliance” methods of birth control.
But the Church admits the utilization of the “infertile period”, and
there is some doubt if this is recognized as a form of birth control.
The question is essentiatly a verbal one. The phrase “birth control”
is somewhat repug to Catholics to whom it tally connotes
appliance methods. My present point is that the utilization of the
infertile period 18 pernussible for Catholics, and many books have
been written by Cathohe muthors giving practical instructions and
calendars for calenlating when the infertile period eccurs. There can
be fittle doubt that there 1s a sequence of days of vanable length in
every woman’s cycle wherain conception 15 next to mpossible. But
the infertile period 1s difficult to determine with accuracy beeause of
the varying lengths of different cycles, and particularly of their folli-
cular phases, If a simple and practical test were devised to show when
ovulation had taken place, the infertile period could be determined
with almost complete certunty; and the mstructions and calendars
could then be consigned to the wastepaper basket.

Now the occurrence of ovulation among mest mammals including
the primates 1s signalized by the clear external changes which charac-
terize ocstrus; and there sre accompanying chapges 1 the ferale
anirnal's instincts and behaviour which conduce to mating. Itis, I
think, a remarkable and biologically surprising fact that there are ne
corresponding changes, physical or psychological, in the human
female, 1t s surely within the bounds of possibahity that physiologists
and biechemists betwwesn them will discover 2 sumple test which will
inform us of the occurrence of an event which, 1n other mammals,
is 50 patently adverused and which 15 of such immense biofogical
importance, The work on pregnandio} which 1s now being v;gorously
pursued may contribute to the discovery of such a sumple test.

The reason why I have rased this delicate subgect is that if such
a simple test were discovered, #t would enormeusly simplify the
task of determuning the mlerule period, and would therefore provide
Catholics with a much surer method of regulanng pregnancies than
is now available. Indeed, the method would be as near ideal as pos-
sible, and would be practicable by all who had the restraunt necessary
1o avoid the days which were known to be fertile, If I have misrepre-
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sbaut the mt:ms by which eugenic ends can be attaincd.

Fastering of parental instincts

There is 2n argument against the view that replacement could be
eugemscally secured through planned and wanted pregnancies. Itcan
be alleged that parental instincts, when dissociated from their sexual
precursors, arc too wesk to effect replacement. Throughout nature,
T might be urged, sexual impulses determine the activities connected
with parenthood. Parental instincts appear at the appropriate time
s partof a biological sequence. They are not continually present, ind
of themselves would not provide a sufficient stimulus to reproduc-
tion. These critics may be right: the matter is as yet ynproved. But
#gun we can point to how reproductive behaviour generally is subject
0 the influence of suggestion. As Mr. Bernard Shaw pithily remarks
inone of his maxims for revolutionists (Man and Superman, 1903):

_ Acquired notions of propriety are stranger than natural instincts. It
Is casier ta recruit for monasteries and convents than to induce an
Arb woman to uncover her mouth in public, or a British Officer 10
wilk through Bond Street in a golfing cap in an afiernoon in May.

1€ society were organized so that the economic handicaps of
mmx;hood were removed and the economic position of the parent
. einon»pmm equalized, who can predict what would be the
§ umn 2 thoroughgoing propaganda in favour of larger families—
T imglnh supported by a!l' the political parties, by a unanimous
—" r): fcl;ﬂmxc}m speaking with one voice and pethaps also by
b o of the Royal Pa‘mxly? Human reproductive behaviour can

o l;z:sfand unprcdxmbllg. Despite the absence of [arge num-
oy n o rgm home, fertility has gone up during this war not
bood, bas inmth 3 ;hgn: women can avaid conscription by mother-
- c;’m ¢ United States and other countries where there is

cTiptios 9 P
Al h&ﬂ’:ﬂ’;?;;fomm. Trends in this war have been quite

: in the Jast; and 1, for one, do not yet kn
- ¢ 8 , do not yet know the
';\PM :\lcl:\m::e 1‘\;&@: )t;zn yet confidently say that our population
sy mpt e lxnsc by planned and voluntary, parenthood if the

e kagm ffﬁqum and moral atmosphere were created,

¥ the cwn;;"fbo : topic, 1 would add that the position taken up
dfmihtyisnuu the engenic valug of planned as against hap-
ccutel Qo ‘:;;n essence, new, though the application is new.
been expressed by many writers. As early as
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1903, Bernard Shaw proposed as the goal of the revolutionary “the
replacement of the old unintelligent, inevitable, almost unconscious
fertility by an intelligently controlled conscious fertifity, and the
climination of the mere voluptuary from the evolutionary process”.
Shaw, Galton, and Saleeby expressed similar ideas; and if ¥ under-
stand it rightly, this has been the standpoint which Dr. Marie Stopes
has cloquently and consistently put forward in her pamphlets and
books, Such novelty as the idea may now have, springs from our
greater awareness of the distinction between the planned and the
haphazard pregnancy. This awareness, in its turn, is the result of 3
more open and objective consideration of matters swhich were pre-
viously regarded as indecent or taboo. For such a change of atfitude
in ‘this country, we are probably more indebted to Mr, Havelock
Ellis and to Dr. Stopes than to any other two people. Much has
been written, at all times, about the blessings brought by “quiver-
fuls” of children. What is new in the Council's recent statement is
the idea of eugenic selection by means of a favourable environment
and of voluntary parenthood. The general idea has been clearly put
by Mr. Frederick Osborn, the Honorary Secretary of the American
Eugenics Society, in his vatuable nnd recent book, Preface to Eugenits.®
I discussed this matter at some length with Mr, Osborn at 2 Popu-
tation Conference held in Paris m 1937, and it was a pleasure to
discover on what parallel Iines the American and Brtish Societies
were thinking and working.

2. Eugenics and demography

The second of the three features which make the prospects for
the Eugenics Society favourable at the present time can be briefly
dealt with. It has been possible, through the generosity of Mr.
Laurence Cadbury, to r bhish the Population Investigation Com-
mittee on the same flourishing basts as existed before the war, Dr.
David Glass is now back with an enhanced reputation as whole-time
research secretary, and ss as busy as he was before the war. TI.w
Popul Inv 1on € is ac datcd rent-frec in

¥
the Society’s premises, and it is hoped in future to devote 2 ﬂ:v:d
amount of space in each issuc of the Eugenics Revieto to the publica-
tion of new demographic material supphed by Dr. Glass and by
other members of the Investigation Commuttee.} "Fhe activities of

* 3040, Harper and Brothers, New York, i 5
f}zz':r na}?.c’l‘hc Committee 15 mow (1950} integrated with the
YLondon School of Economcs, Tt praduces sts own quarterly journat

Population Studies (CU.T.).
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Society can thus be linked with the widening interest in demo-
;mmphy “}t\‘{ch is now being evinced on all sidm:lnd‘eed, dcmog_‘mp_hy
which deals with quanti and iger i \\'\\x'ch is with

litative, considerations ase

P 7

3. Royal Commission on Population

1 now turn to the third feature of the present petiod, which is of
geseral and not merely domestic interest, and which m:'sk(s the
prospect good. I refer to the Royal Commission on Populatian.

"The appointment of the Royal Commission was preceded by
much discussion and controversy. It is 2 fact that the project did not
at first d itself to the Population Investigation Commi
Indeed, 2 letter was published in The Times in July 1943, from Sic
Aerander Carr-Saunders, in his capacity of Chairman of the com-
Ttee, pointing out that the appointment of a Royal Commission
would come better at a later date, when further essential informa-
tion about fertility trends had been yielded by the Population Statis-
tics Act. But his letter did not alter the course of events, and in
December 1943 the constitution of the Royal Commission and of its
three expert committees was d. It was an bl

surprise
for us 0 see how well represented were the Eugenics Society and the
Populaian Jremnee™> 0 Cx ot . B
expert ' : .

mittes . . .

BOUTER! iy o sl MERIEVUNE e qualiative aspects of its subjcc;.
Ouf Counal has submitted a memorandum to the Rayal Commission
\\hxc!.\ contains some of the paints which T have put before you this
evening, If these are well ded--and of this the Royal
Commsssion are better judges than we are, being impartial and

haﬁ{\g heard al) other aspects of the case—they will, I have no doubt,
be given due weight,* '

CONCLUSION
¥ have now finished my lecture, 1 have
h )y ‘ X Ve given 2 retros)
;;g'emv:, wherem its origins are traced to the Darwinian th:cr;*O;
we described the difficulties and conflicts which arose from t’h:
;\t’:m\yls 10 apply this theory 1o the betterment of man; 1 have
r:eﬁy Tecapitulated the history of the Soctety up to date; ax;d 1 have
Etl;:: reasons for thinking that the prospects before us are better
they have ever been before.
«Lat -
Jume 193; nate. The tepont of the Royal Commission was published in
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1903, Bernard Shaw proposed as the goal of the revolutionary “the
replacement of the old unintelligent, incvitable, almost unconscious
fertility by an iatelligently controlled conscious fertility, and the
limination of the mere voluptuary from the evolutionary process™.
Shaw, Galton, and Saleeby expressed simitar ideas; and if 1 under-
stand it rightly, this has been the standpoint which Dr. Maric Stopes
has cloguently and consistently put forward in her pamphlets and
books. Such novelty as the idea may now have, springs from our
greater awareness of the distinction between the planned and the
haphazard pregnancy, This awareness, in its tum, is the result of a
more open and objeetive consideration of matters which were pre-
viously regarded as indecent or taboo. For such a change of attitude
in ‘this country, we are probably more indebted to Mr. Iavelock
Ellis and to Dr. Stopes than to any other two people. Much has
been wwritten, at all times, about the blessings brought by “quiver«
fuls” of children. What is new in the Council’s recent statement is
the idea of eugenic selection by means of a favourable environment
and of voluntary parenthood, The generat sdea has been clearly put
by Mr. Frederick Osborn, the Honorary Sceretary of the American
Eugenics Socicty, in his valuable and recent book, Preface to Eugenies.®
I discussed this matter at some length with Mr, Osborn at a Popu-
Istion Conference held in Paris in y937, and it was a pleasure to
discover on what parallel lines the American and British Societies
were thinking and working.

2. Eugenics and demography

The second of the three features which make the prospects for
the Eugenics Society favourable at the present time can be briefly
deaft with, Tt has been possible, through the gencrosity of Alr
Laurence Cadbury, to r blish the Popul Investigation Com-
mittee on the same flounshing basis as evsted before the var. Dr.
David Glass is now back with an enh d rep as whol
research secretary, and i8 as busy as he was before the war. Tl}w
Population Investigation C is 2 dated rent-free in
the Society’s premises, and ¢ 1s hoped in ‘futnrc' ta devote a ﬁ:\ed
amount of space in each issue of the Eugenics Revietw to the publica-
tion of new demographic material supphed by Dr. Glass aqd by
other members of the Investigation Commuttee. The activities of

® 30140, THarper and Brothers, New Yorh. )

1;?;‘:: no;f. The Comnuttee 13 now {1950) mtcgratcd’m}h the
London Schoot of T 1t produces s own g y jousnal
Popuilation Studses (CUP).







