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Cripps's Corner,
rest Row,
Jussex,

Segpi 1+ 28—
Dear Nr Bertheau,

In your lstter to me of August 18th you were good
enough to say that your Board would like to have my comments
on your paper “Fractiecal Bugenics”. I have been in much doubt
whether I can say anmything of wvalue, and I send these notes
more a8 a proof of my interest in your work than for any
other reason.

1 may say at cnce that I think that it is on the whole
an excellent pamphlet for wide distribution. I was especially
glad to read the statsment that "the education of leaders of
publie opinion ie the first step" (p.6), and trust that this
will be an espier matter in Ameries than it is in Bogland, T
singerely hope that the Conferences mentioned on p. 7 may be
as pumerous as is anticipated., I like what is said about

fugenics Sduecatiocn pages 7,8,9) though perheps I sheuld insist
a little more clearly on the duty towards the State of produeing
families of adaguate pise. IMuoh can be dons by propagandas,
ad i proved by eventa in Germany.

In fagt I find myeelf almoet entirely in agreemant with
all that is here said. HNaturally minor comments came to my
mind of comparatively little importance., I should like the
pize of the femily to bDe considered in the Awards of Scholarahips
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(page 11). On page ¥ thoss who are "a menase to soclety”

are spoken of. There will prove to be, I believe, a large
class who are not & menace of this kind but are a menace to
posterity. I believe that some pregsurg in such cases will
often ba needed to lessan parent~hood; though this may not yet
be practicable. I cordially agree with what is said about
the medical profession on p. 16. As far as imsediste results
are concernad, the enlistment of the sympathiss of gensral
practitionsers seems to me io be meost needed. Again the remarks
on the choice of mates are excellent. This propagsnda should
include that to parents; for, to quote my own words, if "we only
make worthy friends, our children will eof their own accerd alse
associate with worthy companions®, and marry ascordingly. I
am glad that "mere stable marriages” are adveooated; though I
have myself desired a movemant in this direction more on none
sugenis than on eugenic grounds. But I will net run on with
my favourabla comments,

At first I was muoh taken with the idea that the home
anvireoment constituted a valuables eugeniec test. But the more
1 consider this proposal the greater appear the diffioculties
connected with its adoption. I have for long been somvinced
that the practicability of a schems caonot be estimated untdl
it is worked out in detail, though not necessarily for publication,



| This may have been done in America and all my difficulties solved.

In the first place, who is to implement this "practical
means of comparing the eugenic values of different individuals"?
Ip this task to be antrusted to social workers? Fersocns who
could thus be desoribed do not, I imagine, enter more than 207
of the houses in thie country. How about tha remaining 80%E7

If a social worker finds thet the charsster of the soeial
anvircnnent is jood, how is the fertility of the paranis in
question to be increased? Are they to be told that thelr sur-
roundings will be improved if in fact another child doas appear?
Is this a practicel propesal? No doubt in these circumstances
the money would only be spent if the goods were daliversd, as
is the case with family allowancesj but the evils due to the
eaprice of aduinistratora would not thus be similarly obwiated.
On the other hand, if the social worker finds the conditiona to
be bad, is he to refuse help? We cannot, I think, by any such
plan get rid of the fundamental difficulty ceoonected with
charditable endsavours, namely that they are ususlly dyspenic
in their effects. It is no doubt true that in like conditions
fanily sllowances would alse be reclally harmful,

The qualifying words “enjoyed §ssentially the same
envirommental oppertunities” used in regard to this methed of
comparsion between individuals show that its limitations are

recognised, though, I think, not sufficlently stressed, Sush



a comparatdve test would only be reasonably reliable, I suggest,
within an area so amall that social workers would by verbal
exchange of ideas come to have the same levels of comparison in
regard to the gualities of homes. It would be useless for
any national investigatiens,

it should be recogunized in this connsction that a reform
might be eugenie in every stratum taken separately and yet
dysgenic for the whols community. If the birth rate of the
more fit omongst the poorest strata ":':ﬂ-l to hmt
that of the less fit in the rdcher :t:iu‘fwa, this
anomalous result might in my opinion be obtained. This is an
improbable contingency, but it cught to be possible to sscertain
if anythigg of the kind was ccourring. To do thie, it would
be necessary to compars the racial worth of the different scoial
strata so as to ascertain whether, as I belisve, the richar
groups are gn the averags somewhat superior to the poorery and
this could not be dons, 1 suggest, by means of the test here
advocated. Mental testing is the only method now aveilable
for making such much needed comparisons; but in this document
it is oot even mentioned. This is a problem of the higheat
importance, always to be held in view by sugenic societiss) and
1 am inclined to urge that the publie ocught to be educated in
regard to the present value of these tests and to the need for
further study in those directions,



The greatast danger to0 the race at the present time is, I
hold, the enormous stremm of recruits whieh is perpetuslly flow-
ing from the poorer to the richer half of the community, these
being the lesst fertils and the most able of their clesa. This
problem should always be in the mind of those who are striving
unmnmm;mlinrﬁrthluﬁm;mdthﬂhnmm
to be happening in Sweden seems 10 =8 %0 ba a whelly insufficient
excuse for the neglect of this vital but disagreecabls question.

There is another point concerning this proposed method
of estimating human velues that I should like to see elucidstaed,
It seems probable that small families are on the averuge mors
intelligent then are large onss, this being & conclusion
supported by statistical evidence and rendsred probable because
forethought tends to promote family limitation. Since small
families are likely to be better housed than are large ones,
thare will no doubt be a tendenay te pick them out for aids to
parenthood without refersnte %0 their inherent qualities, To
guard againet errors, socisl werkers should therefore teke the
size of the family inte ccnsideratien in rating the value of
its mambers, though %0 do so would greatly inorease the
diffioulty of their task,

The foregoing considerations indicate that we ought te
have acourate statistical data on which to base our propesalaj
wherens the quality of the homes in different areas could never
bae recorded with sufficient accuracy for this purpose. Bome



prominent economlet remarked, I believe, that the only reason
why money and prices figure so largely in economic literature
ie that they are the only bases on which statistical caleculations
concerning certain problems can be basedy and this is aleso, 1
hold, true in regard to eugenics. Lesave out the test of money
incomes and some problems are now insoluble,

Cne of ths very strongest impressions left on my mind as
the result of 17 years expearience as president of a Dugenie
Society is that such bodisas should not deal with immediate sooiaml
problems, the reason being that such questions are so interesting
as to tand to drive the thought of the recial gqualities of future
generations right off the field., Some keen philnnthmpil'qs.ﬂll
want, in the words of an American Author, to capitalize the wvaluas
of the word eugenics for use in non~sugenie directions; and I
have seen symptoms of this desire in sems of the other doocumants
kindly sent to me. The word 'Bugenics' should always be used
in the sanss attributed %o it by the man who coined it. More
th;.nhll.tnmuuwm I asked Fracis Galton if he would not
write something in regard to the first practical steps to be taken
towards eugenic reform, and he replied that it was much too early
to consider such & meve. That may then have been true; but now
I think it is high time for us to get on with the jJob. To do so
we muot take considerable risks and mist openly basa our proposals



en probabilities rather than on certaintiesa.

Yours sincerely,

T



