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Abstrakt

Diplomova prace ,American Eugenics and Its ImpaciNazi Germany*“ (,Americka
eugenika a jeji vliv na nacistick&hecko"), je studie o vlivu amerického eugenického
hnuti na rasovou politiku nacistickéh@mecka. Eugenické hnuti jako takové séaka
formovat na z&tku 20. stoleti. V té d@thnuti také z&alo spolupracovat na
mezinarodni arovni. Po prvni&weve valce byli smecti eugenici z mezinarodni
spoluprace na kratkou dobu vytmni a Ehem tohoto obdobi s&meiti eugenici

sblizili s americkymi. Nmecti eugenici a Adolf Hitler s dalSimi budouciniepstaviteli
nacistického Nmecka nasli zalibeni v americkych imigméch zédkonech, které
omezovaly imigraci ,nevhodnych* etnik do USA. Anek& eugenické hnuti se pré n
stalo vzorem také pro 8yeugenicky vyzkum a sterilizai zakony ve #tSine

americkych stdit Studie popisuje Sitéto spoluprace. Americké eugenické hnuti také
spolupracovalo s hnutim eutenickym a s antikodicap. | této spolupréci se studie
vénuje a vysv¥tluje, pra: antikoncepni hnuti nebylo propojené s hnutim eugenickym ve
Vymarskeé republice, posléze nacistickégmecku, &koliv v jinych zemich tomu tak

bylo. Casové rozmezi studie je ¢&ek 20. stoleti a konec druh&wwé valky.

Abstract

The thesis "American Eugenics and Its Impact oni B&many" is a study about
influence of the American eugenics movement orrdlo&l policies of Nazi Germany.
The origin of the eugenics movement is in the e20h century. At that time, the
movement also began to cooperate at the interredtievel. After World War 11, the



German eugenicists were excluded from internatioaaperation for a while. During
this period, German eugenicists began to coopwi#ittehe American movement.
German eugenicists and Adolf Hitler with other netleaders of Nazi Germany adored
American immigration laws that limited immigratioh "defective” ethnic groups to the
United States. American eugenics movement becasneaaiodel for its research and
eugenics sterilization laws in the majority of Anean states. This study describes the
extent of this cooperation. American eugenics mam@nwvas also related to euthenics
and birth control movement. The study also focumethis connection and explains
why the birth control movement was not connectetth Wie eugenics movement in the
Weimar Republic, then Nazi Germany, although, tllwe@ment cooperated with
eugenicists at the international level. The stuolyecs the time from the beginning of
the 20th century to the end of the Second World.War
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Introduction

This study is focused on the American eugenics mmave in the first half of the
20" century. It describes the extent to which the muset cooperated with the
NSDAP, their shared goals and views, the suppodfeesch, people who believed in
eugenics, why eugenics was accepted in a democmatidry, and why opposition in
Nazi Germany was so weak.

This topic is not a well-known part of Americantioiy and it still needs to be
revealed. American eugenics was connected to atbeements requiring a research in
other fields to understand the origin and goalhefAmerican eugenics movement. The
American imperialism developed the roots of eugeag did the Industrial revolution
and colonialism. However, American imperialists amti-imperialists became ardent
adherent of the eugenics movement. Most helpfthisiresearch in the area of the
American imperialism was an article “Racism in Ebxgoansionist Controversy of 1898-
1900.™ This article by an American linguist, Allen Memia points out terms of racism
that were used equally by American imperialists ant-imperialists. This created
pseudo theories about the superiority of Anglo-®axaver other ethnic groups. Such
theories were common within the eugenics moven@wrall, Merriam’s summarizing
study about the early days of American expansioniss valuable for this research.

Sources by Andrew Carnegie and Albert Beveridgefidd the views of
imperialists and anti-imperialistdn an article, which was publishedNtorth American
Review Carnegie wrote about his views of on newly comgdeerritories. Imperialist
Beveridge spoke in front of the Senate in 1900 difie return from the Philippines. He
advocated conquering the Philippines as a goodcemfrraw materials and also as a
strategic place for trading with China, whose maf&ie American products appeared to
be endless.

Another movement connected to eugenics is eutheb@gotees of euthenics
wanted to solve the problems of overcrowded tenésnarcities. The tenements were

mostly inhabited by immigrants resulted in eugesteccooperating with social workers

!Allen Merriam, “Racism in the Expansionist Controsgeof 1898-1900“Phylon 39, No. 4 (1978): 369-
80, http://www.jstor.org (accessed October 28, 2012

2 Andrew Carnegie, “Americanism versus Imperialisidtyrth American Revie®168, .No 506 (Jan.
1899): 1-14, http://digital.library.cornell.edu/ota/ (accessed October 2, 2012); Albert Beveritige,
Support of an American Empire”, recoib. Congress,1. session, 704-12, official webdit¢imcent
Ferrara, professor of International Politics, MoHislyoke College, USA,
http://www.mtholyoke.edu/acad/intrel/feros-pg.htacg¢essed October 2, 2012).



many of whom were adherents of euthenics. This @ation did not last but was
important in this period; however, other studiesuged on eugenics ignore it.
Furthermore, this activity of American eugenicistalmost forgotten and there are few
resources on this significant issue. The most hélgérature was a chapter “The Rise
and Fall of the First National Housing Movement”Rgbert Fairbanks.

The last important movement, which coordinateghakcy, was the birth control
movement. This cooperation was longer than the ection with euthenics. | found the
reasons of the cooperation in primary sources lea@er of the American birth control
movement, Margaret Sanger. The sources includautebiography and her booksy
Fight for Birth Contro] Woman andhe New RagcePivot of Civilization® Sanger
explained why she believed in eugenics and thenshleyended connections between
her American Birth Control Leaguand theAmerican Eugenics Sociefihis
connection also existed on an international legsasaxplained in the bodk the Name
of Eugenics: Genetics and the Uses of Human Hegrbglian American historian
Daniel Kevles This excellent book is a comprehensive study geeics focuses on
the British and American eugenics movement. Kealss compiled division of the
eugenics movement in the 1930s. Other primary baok$wo comprehensive studies
on the American eugenics movement by American h&te Nancy Ordover and Anne
Winfield. The first woman is the author Afmerican Eugenics: Race, Queer Anatomy,
and the Science of Nationalismlong history of the American eugenics movement
from its origins until recent yeafsShe describes how the American eugenics
movement influenced public policy until the preséer book lacks adequate
commentary on crucial issues. Winfield’s bdékgenics and Education in America:
Institutionalized Racism and the Implications o$tdry, Ideology, and Memorfirst
explains eugenics, the causes of its popularithenUSA, and then the major part of her
book describes efforts to promote eugenics in gykand also selection of students of
Nordic ethnic origins to provide them with bettelueations than others groups in order

® Robert Fairbanks, “The Rise and Fall of the Ritational Housing Movement” in John Bauman, Roger
Biles and Kristin Szylvian, ed§rom Better Dwellings to Better Neighborhodqiiversity Park: The
Pennsylvania State University Press, 2007).

“Margaret SangeAn Autobiography of Margaret SangeNew York: Dover Publications Inc., 1971);
SangerMy Fight for Birth Control (New York: Farrar & Rinehart, 1931); Sangéfpman and the New
Race(Middlesex: The Echo Library, 2006); Sangénge Pivot of Civilizatior{Middlesex: The Echo
Library, 2006).

® Daniel Kevles|n the Name of Eugenics: Genetics and the Usesiofdh HeredityBerkeley:
University of California Press, 1985).

® Nancy OrdoverAmerican Eugenics: Race, Queer Anatomy, and ttenSeiof Nationalism
(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2003).



to enhance Caucasiahdt covers the time from the end of the 19th cgnta the
1950s. The text is presented in short sectiongjngdike an encyclopedia. Moreover,
the author often repeats information.

Another study on the American eugenics movemeatdssertation “A History of
the American Eugenics Society, 1921-198¢"an American historian, Barry Mehfr.
Even though, the work’s name seems to limit theecage, Mehler paid attention to
other American eugenics organizations and Nazi @GeymThis helps in comparing
goals and measures of the AES, the dominant Antegagenics organization, with
Nazi ideology. His comparison of sterilization lageve this thesis a new dimension.
His study is detailed comprehensive.

The book,The Nazi Connection: Eugenics, American Racism,Gewinan National
Socialismjs the work of a German historian Stefan Ktifihe book is the first study
which only discusses connections between Ameriogemcists and Nazi Germany. It
does not bring something new but it is a detail@th@ilation on this issue.

Among the literature is the bodkabu v socialnichadach by a Czech social
scientist Petr Bakatd® This author is controversial. He believes in elgeand has no
hesitation in writing about such issues. Theresisful information for the study but
only verified facts were included. The book oftanKs sources to prove his opinions.

The main studies on the regime in Nazi GermanyRageism and Sexism in Nazi
Germany: Motherhood, Compulsory Sterilization, #mel State” by Gisela Bock,
“Mother of the ‘Volk’: The Image of Women in Nazi¢ology” by Leila Rupp,
“Women in Nazi Germany” by Charu Gupta, “The So€amposition of the Nazi
Leadership’by Ernest Doblin and Claire Pohly, and the two soview,Who Voted

For Hitler? by Lawrence Stoke¥: The first three studies are focused on the sinaif

" Anne Winfield.Eugenics and Education in America: InstitutionatiZRacism and the Implications of
History, Ideology, and MemoNew York: Peter Lang Publishing Inc., 2007).

8 Barry Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenicecety, 1921-1941” (Doctoral Dissertation,
University of lllinois, 1988). 481.

® Stefan Kiihl,. The Nazi Connection: Eugenics, AcgatiRacism, And German National Socialism
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1994).

1% petr Bakalf Tabu v socilnichddach(Prague: Votobia, 2003).

1 Gisela Bock, “Sexism and Racism in Nazi Germanythdchood, Compulsory Sterilization, and the
State“,Signs8, No. 3,Women and Violendd983): 400-21, http://www.jstor.org (accessedrbaly 12,
2012); Leila Rupp, “Mother of the ‘Volk’: The Imagd Women in Nazi Ideology‘Signs3, No. 2
(1977): 362-79, http://www.jstor.org (accessed Baby 12, 2012); Charu Gupta, “Women in Nazi
Germany”,Economic and Political WeekB6, No. 17 (1991): WS40-8, http://www.jstor.orggassed
February 12, 2012); Lawrence Stokes, Reviewbb Voted For Hitler?by Richard HamiltonThe Nazi
Party: A Social Profile of Members and Leaders 19945 by Michael KaterThe International History
Review6, No. 3 (1984): 440-53, http://www.jstor.org (assed February 12, 2012); Ernest Doblin and



women in Nazi Germany and a history of Nazi ideglaging females to achieve their
goals. The studies clarify the rationale that prtedgGerman women to vote for Hitler.
This study pays attention to German feminism tdarpwhy birth control was not
popular among German feminists. Moreover, remagabhnection between birth
control devotees and eugenics appeared nor in #ig#Y Republic, neither in Nazi
Germany. The last two works identifies supportérhe Nazi regime and the leaders of
the NSDAP, the main promoter of discrimination ohrAnglo-Saxon ethnic groups in
Germany** The primary American eugenicists were mostly fdifferent social classes
than those leaders of the NSDAP. The review by &tk also a quit good compilation
including useful data for this study.

The thesis is divided into six chapters. The fgblains what eugenics is and where
its roots are. The second chapter describes theifamesugenics organizations, the
connection between eugenics and euthenics, signtfi@merican “scientific” studies
supporting eugenics, anti-immigration restrictionise third chapter describes
American compulsory sterilization laws. It includasnilarities between Nazi and
American sterilization policies. The fourth chaptefocused on the role of women’s
emancipation within the American eugenics movernaextthat of Nazi Germany. It
also shows different views of sexuality of femirastivists in each country. It also
explains why many German women voted for Hitlere Tifth chapter is about social
and geographic origins of leaders of the NSDAPy thegoporters and opponents. The
last chapter focused on the diversity of the Ansrieugenics movement in the 1930s
and why contacts between the Nazis and Americaarecigts ended.

The goal of this study is a composition to expleots of view about similarities

between the American eugenics movement and Nazn&wey.

Claire Pohly. “The Social Composition of the Nagddership” American Journal of Sociologhl, No. 1
(1945): 42-9, http://www.jstor.org (accessed Febyd2, 2012).
2 Race also meant ethnicity at that time. This swshs the word race in contemporary meaning.



1. Chapter: Eugenics

1.1. What Is Eugenics?

Eugenics is a doctring,a pseudo-science, an ideology, from contraception

euthanasia. It can also be defined as a social mewe The doctrinal definition of
eugenics includes race, talent and degeneratiohe science of eugenics is control
reproduction to prevent genes of those who areadettito be “a burden to a society,”
those who are defined to be physically or mentddiective from reproducing.

Eugenics is based on the concept of fear of dettiom of the human gene pool.
Its goal claims to reproduce quality human charasttes that are genetically
determined, i.e. improved according to agendasaggnents. Among the most
important is the quality of character, intelligeraced health. It claims that character is
innate.

To fully understand eugenics, it is necessary foai a distinction between
negative and positive eugenics. Negative eugentesils to avoid a dysgenétic
process and to sterilize those declared to havesiradble characteristics. Positive
eugenics is encouraging those deemed fittest te many children. Other eugenic

measures include immigration laws, artificial inseation, and abortion.

1.2. How Eugenics Was Formatted?

Eugenics, or controlled reproduction, was mentiomedarly as Plato’s (427 B.C.
— 347 B.C.)Republicand Thomas Campanella’s (1568-1638p City of the Sulf
Among the key figures, who influenced eugenic$m1920s, is Thomas Malthus
(1766-1834). An economist and demographer, he wlashéhe possibility of human
overpopulation and the resulting food shortage.Bsisay on the Principlef
Populationproposed control of human reproduction. Howeves sbiution was not
contraception, but abstinence and late marriAgkenically, his disciple Francis Place

(1771-1854) was the first advocate of contraceptace’s neomalthusian movement

3 The doctrine is a specific part of ideology. Ithie view of the specific case.

* Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjch

!> This means deterioration of the gene pool of thyeutation, the opposite is eugenic.

'® plato, The Republicavailable orthe Project Gutenberdnttp://www.gutenberg.org/ebooks/1497
(accessed April 30, 2013); Thomas Campangélie City of the Syravailable orthe Project Gutenberg
http://www.gutenberg.org/ebooks/2816 (accessed RAri2013).

" Thomas MalthusEssay on the Principlef Population(New York: Oxford University Press, 2008).



renewed fears of overpopulation. Another scientisipired by Malthus, was Charles
Darwin (1809-1882). He also wanted to reduce fartibut only of the unfit that they
would abstain from marriage. According to Darwiatural selection exists in order to
avoid degradation of the gene pool. Since 180Qrabselection declined as a result of
better nutrition and health care. According to Darw was not only necessary to
prevent deterioration of the gene pool of mankmd,also to avoid overpopulation if
humans wish to survivé.Darwin’s thoughts influenced his cousin Francist@Ga
(1822-1911), an anthropologist. However, Galtoprismary known as the father of
eugenics. Galton defined the term eugenics asaceiwhich deals with all influences
that improve the native qualities of the humanenmting influences which develop
them in the best wa¥.Galton divided eugenics into positive eugenics megative
eugenics. He believed in inferior of races and mr@inequality of human beingéHe
wanted to “breed” the human genetic pool usingréifiicéal selection model while keep
represents of “each class or sect by its best sy@ad, that done, to leave them to work
out their common civilization in their own wa§"Galton published his ideas in an
article for Macmillan’s Magazine in 1895 and thle,enlarged his thoughts in the book
Hereditary Genius: an Inquiry into Its Law and Cengsence# 1869.Galton chose
some work occupations from the British populatiod axamined two centuries old
history of this sample. The occupations were jgristatesmen, military commanders,
scientists, poets, painters, and musicians. Heeshthat considerable parts of them
were blood relatives and claimed that charactertaledt are innaté” Later, ethnic and
class played a role in a eugenic hierarchical etadn system of people in addition to
innate characteristics.

The popularity of eugenics is associated with urdach industrial growth and high
fertility rates of the poof* Here is a link between the eugenic movement badirth

control movement. This cooperation also workedhatimternational level as eugenicists

'8 Bakal#&, Tabu v socialnichadach 249.
19 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in America,
2 Raymond E. Fancher, “Francis Galton’s African Bmaphy and Its Role in the Development of His
Psychology” British Journal for the History of Sciencg6 (March 1983), 79. In: Kevlek) the Name of
Eugenics8.; Francis GaltorHereditiry Genious: An Inquiry Into Its Law and GaguencefNew York:
Macmillan, 1892), 360-1, 14.
L Francis Galton, “Eugenics: Its Definition, Scopad Aims”, The American Journal of Sociolod9,
No. 1 (Jul. 1904): 1-25, http://www.jstor.org (assed May 7, 2013), 2.
%2 Galton.Hereditary Genius1.
zj Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjca

Ibid.



and devotees of the birth control movement met@$ixth International Neo-
Malthusian and Birth Control Conferenas 1925.

2. Chapter: the American Eugenics Movement

2.1. Causes

The movement developed in the United States dfeeCivil War when the
development of industry led to migration to theestcausing social problems such as
higher crime rates. Additionally, great numbersnamigrants came and many of them
settled in tenements in ghettos where living cood#t were awful. Eugenics became
popular not just as a doctrine, but also as a seiahthat time because eugenicists
blamed urban newcomers for creating the sociallpnaf. Their racism targeted not
only African-Americans, but also non-Anglo-Saxomples®

Racism is also associated with the beginningsroéAcan imperialism but it was
not restricted. For example Senator Albert Bevesjagm imperialist, called for
conquering the Philippines and described them tchiddren who had to be taught
democratic principles. There were also anti-impist&such as an industrialist and
philanthropist Andrew Carnegie, who served as the-gresident of thAnti-
imperialist Leagug1899-1910). But opponents believed that non-A$gocon nations
were inferior and they should remain in their coi@st as otherwise, they were burdens
for the USA. American sociologist, political sciesif economist and prominent
professor at Yale University, William Graham Sumriigst used the term social
Darwinism,a theory based on the application of Darwin’s thiedrevolution to social
conditions®® Works critical of the theory appeared in the mif 2entury?®’

From the 19th century to the 1930s, various ps¢leories claiming superiority
of Anglo-Saxons were formulated. One such theaosifjed American imperialism
declaring that the so-called tropical nations werable to govern themselves because,

according to anti-imperialist and biologist Davith® Jordan (1851-1931), the equator

% Then Americans used the term non Anglo-Saxonsnsfior inhabitants in Eastern and Southern
Europe. | use the term in this work in the sensi¢éiasunderstood today.

5 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerj&2-53.

" An American historian, Richard Hofstadter, focusedsocial Darwinism in the 20th century and wrote
a critical bookSocial Darwinism in American Thought, 1860—191944).



lacked oxygen, so those people over there wereinpdkJordan is also known as one
of the leaders of the eugenics movement promotimjigation?® Theories doubted that
inhabitants of the newly acquired territories coctanprehend the principles of
American democracy. Later theories questionedrtatligence of non Anglo-Saxon
citizens. A well-know study is by Robert Yerkis {81956) in 1917 administered
intelligence tests to soldief$His colleague, Professor of Psychology Carl Baigh
(1890-1943), used the results of these tests ibdok Study of American Intelligence
(1923¥* to conclude that Anglo-Saxons were the smartesplpeand blacks were the
most intellectually inferior. He also questionediais of high intelligence of Jews.
Brigham included Europeans in his study. He useddbial theories of Lothrop
Stoddard (1883-1950) and Madison Grant (1865-188fjs research. They divided the
whites into Nordic, Alpine, (Eastern-European), #mel Mediterranean. The most
intelligent individuals were members of the Northce. Brigham divided Europeans
according to his racial theories. He said that Samedllorway, Denmark, the
Netherlands, England and Scotland were countriesa/inhabitants were primarily of
Nordic origin. The lowest number of Nordic poputetiwas in Russia, Poland, Portugal,
ltaly, Romania, Greece and Turk&yThis highly prejudiced unscientific book became
the mantra of American eugenicists and served ass® promote anti-immigration
legislation. Other works that influenced not ordgiklation, but also influenced
opinions of ordinary Americans, were a bestsellbe Passing of the Great Race
(1916) by Madison Grant, arithe Rising Tide of Coldi1920) by Lothrop Stoddard.
These two authors promoted myths regarding the &Bgixons, racism and anti-
Semitism** Grant and Stoddard were often cited by eugenijaistsonly in the U.S.,
but also in Germany® In 1934, Grant received a letter from Adolf Hitlerwhich
Hitler thanked him for writing the book becausbétame his Biblé&® Stoddard
met Hitler when working as a journalist in Germailge Minister of Propaganda,

Zallen Merriam, “Racism in the Expansionist Controsag” Phylon 39, No. 4 (1978): 369-80,
http://www.jstor.org (accessed October 28, 20123.3

29 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjcss.

%0 Clarence Yoakum and Robert Yerlkdsmy Mental TestéNew York: H. Holt and Company, 1920).
3L carl BringhamStudy of American Intelligen¢Brinceton: Princeton University Press, 1923).

%2 Ordover,American Eugenic®5 -27.

*Ibid., 25 - 28.

% Madison GrantThe Passing of the Great Race or the Racial BasEucopean HistorfCharles
Scribner’s Sons: New York, 1916); Lothrop Stodddrge Rising Tide of Color Against White World
SupremacyCharles Scribner’'s Sons: New York, 1921).

% Winfield, 73-74.

% Kiihl, The Nazi Connectigr85.
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Joseph Goebbels, described Stoddard as an anthggioHis studies about races were

included in Nazi textbook¥.

2.2. Organizations and Their Influence

The eugenics movement formed organizations to a@gamd promote research.
Eugenicists published their research in newspagetsnonographs. They also
presented their research at scientific meetingsidieg three international eugenic
congresses. The last two congresses, 1921 and w882 highly prestigious everts.
The most well known organizations were eugenicamations thé&ugenics Record
Office (ERO, 1910-1939), th&merican Eugenics SocieffES, 1922-1994) thRace
Betterment FoundatigriheEugenics Research Associati@RA), and thesalton
Society TheRace Betterment Foundatievas founded by John Kellogg in 1906 and
was the biggest eugenic organization in Michigdme ERA was established in 1913 to
focus on research. Ti&alton Societyvas established by Madison Grant, Charles
Davenport (1866-1944) and Henry Osborn (1857-188%918 as an anthropological
society. The eugenics organizations raised morwew frarious foundations, such as the
Carnegie Instituteand theRockefeller FoundatigrthePioneer Fundand John
Kellogg's (1852-1943Race Betterment Foundatich

The ERO and the AES are significant. ERO publishetagazine, thEugenical
News,from 1920 t01938it was, at that time, the dominant medium for s@neg racist
and anti-immigration policies based on eugenicsaesh. The magazirteugenics
published by the AES for onlthree years, 1928 to 1931, was more modéfakaen
the AES published thEugenical Newfrom1939 to 1953 However, the magazine
was not as radical as it had been under the ERO.

The ERO was the largest eugenics organizationtadbst active in eugenics

research. For example, as previously mentionedki¥ &rorked for the ERO. From

" William Shirer,Berlin Diary: The Journal of a Foreign Correspondeh934-1941(New York: Alfred
Knopf, 1941), 257.

% David Micklos, “Eugenics Research Methodsiiage Archive on the American Eugenics Movement
official website of Dolan DNA Learning Center, Cdigbring Harbor Laboratory,
http://www.eugenicsarchive.org/html/eugenics/estagthtml (accessed October 31, 2012).

%9 “Funding the Eugenics MovemenEtigenics Watchwebsite on eugenics, http://www.eugenics-
watch.com/roots/chap12.html (accessed October@I2)2

0 Micklos, “Eugenics Research Methodsytage Archive on the American Eugenics Movenaffitial
website of Dolan DNA Learning Center, Cold Springrbbr Laboratory,
http://www.eugenicsarchive.org/html/eugenics/estagthtml (accessed October 31, 2012).

“1“The American Eugenics Society IncEtigenics Watghwebsite on eugenics, http://www.eugenics-
watch.com/aeugensoc/aeback.html (accessed Octtb2032).
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1910 to 1921, Harry Laughlin (1880-1943), a teachess the Head of Department of
Genetics of the ERO. He then became the DirecttteoERO, a position, he held until
1939. During these years 1921-1931, Laughlin seageain “expert on eugenics” for the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization of th&. House of Representatives. In
his position, Laughlin could easily lobby for amtimigration laws on the basis of
research results of the ERO. According to theseeyst immigrants from Southern and
Eastern Europe were genetically defective and lgmt@portionately higher percentage
of the feebleminded, criminals and socially depengeople$? As a result of
Laughlin’s lobbying, the restrictivenmigration law of 1924vas approved. The law
favored immigrants from Anglo-Saxon nations.

Laughlin also wrote numerous articles and booksugenics. His book,
Eugenical Sterilization in the United Sta{@922)* established him as an expert on
sterilization. His model of sterilization laws insgd a majority of American states
which approved sterilization laws. Nazi Germany wepired as welt? Sterilization
laws defined who was unfit to be parents. Theskided the feebleminded, the insane,
criminals, epileptics, alcoholics, drug addicts;geas suffering from chronic or
infectious disease, the blind, the deaf, the plalsihandicapped and dependents such
as orphans, the homeless, beggars, tramps anslftller

Laughlin was a member of other eugenic organizatamwell. In 1927-1928, he
was President of the AES. He edited Engjenical Newfrom 1916 to 1939° He
admired the National Socialists in Germany becadiskeir sterilization ideology even
before the party came to power in 1933. In addjticaughlin once mentioned: “Hitler
should be made honorary member of the EEAgenics Research Associatiomte of
the author).*’ Laughlin also disseminated Nazi racial propagamlden serving as
assistant director of the ERA. He was especiallyraased by Nazi films which

promoted eugenics goals such as sterilization. #ddgexample of his activities is

“2 Micklos, “Eugenics Research MethodByiage Archive on the American Eugenics Movenuficial
website of Dolan DNA Learning Center, Cold Springrbbr Laboratory,
http://www.eugenicsarchive.org/html/eugenics/estagthtml (accessed October 31, 2012).

3 Harry Laughlin Eugenical Sterilization in the United Sta{@sychopatic Laboratory of the Municipal
Court of Chicago: Chicago, 1922).

““Harry H. Laughlin,” official website of the librg of Truman State UniversityJSA,
http://library.truman.edu/manuscripts/laughlinb&pdaccessed October 31, 2012).

“> Elof Carlson;The Unfit: A History of a Bad Ide@Cold Spring Harbor: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory
Press, 2001), 447. In: Winfiel&ugenics and Education in Amerj&6.

“®“Harry H. Laughlin,” official website of the librg of Truman State UniversityJSA,
http://library.truman.edu/manuscripts/laughlinbgpdaccessed October 31, 2012).

“" The Laughlin Papers, “Hitler and the Jews,” Cliggs, 1933-34. In: KiihlThe Nazi Connectiqr8.
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purchase of the movigérbrank Hereditary Defectivewhich promoted sterilization. He
bought the film in 1936 and wanted to educate theeAcan public about eugenics and
its goals. The distribution of the movie was finaddy thePioneer Fundwvhich
collaborated with the ERA and the ERO and showedribvie in 3 000 high schools.
The film played in 1937 and 1938 and was declandikta success in the United States
by the Nazi press. However, the movie was neveomaity distributed® Still, the
eugenics propaganda in schools was effective as9®% of high school biology
textbooks contained information about eugenichnyears 1914 to 1949 Many of
them described and endorsed the Nazi eugenic prodra

The AES was founded as tReigenics Society of the United States of Amenica
1922,and then changed its name to the AES in 1925. TWwere structural changes in
the organization under the control of leading Arami eugenicists such as Laughlin and
Grant in 1926. The organization used this namd 18%3 when it was renamed the
Society for the Study of Social Biology

The AES became famous across the United Statempaldntests for the best
genetically equipped families — théter Families ContestsThe contests were held in
the 1920s and were conducted in order to ideng8irdble parents, encourage them to
reproduce and rewarded the winners. Thus, “thedersts” would be contributed to the
future of the nation’ The winners were awarded medals which confirmei fiositive
origins and the front pages of local newspapeendiatured thertf. Another activity
of the AESwasto promote eugenics studies in biology in schofikr 4925°° Eugenics
generally was seen by the AES as a “racial prevemtedicine” and sterilization “had

to be seen as an integral part of preventive meelié*

2.3. Eugenics and Euthenics

Eugenics is well-know for immigration restrictiobst the movement also tried to
help immigrants living in slums. However, this shoperiod is often ignored. In the
beginning, the American eugenics movement was ateddo euthenics. Both of these

“8 Kiihl, The Nazi Connectigrt8-50.

9 Steven Selden, “Education Policy and BiologicakBce: Genetics, Eugenics, and the Colleage
Textbook, c. 1908-1931 Teachers Colleage Recof@ieacher Colleage, Columbia University), 87, No.1
(Fall 1985), 35-51. In: Mehler, “A History of thenderican Eugenics Society”, 245, 481.

0 Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenics Sogle45.

>1 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjc
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movements tried to improve the horrible living carmhs of the poor, especially
immigrants, and advocated proposed solutions.

Euthenics is also about improvement of human bdwg# is distinguished from
eugenics that it does not declare other ethnicggdo be genetically inferior. The
followers of this movement wanted to improve immaiges” lives through
Americanization, especially through education, theeare, and better environment and
housing. As American historian, Ellen Richards,cdé®d both movements, eugenics
improves the future generations through heredityeurthenics improves the present
generatior’”

The most significant followers of euthenics were$iag reformers Jacob Riis
(1849-1914), a journalist from Denmark, and LaweeWeiller (1872-1959), organizer
of theTenement House Committaed theNational Housing AssociatiofNHA).>®

Slums were seen as failures of speculators, eeineprs, and “inferior”
immigrants. Thus, a will to diminish overcrowdedfapartments intended to eliminate
criminal behavior of immigrants as newcomers weaened for higher crime rates. The
primary eugenicist in housing reform was Dr. Chafkeed (1856-1928) from
Cincinnati, Ohio, who saw a connection between pmonigrants and slums as he
asked: “Is degeneracy the cause of the hoveltheisiovel a cause of degeneracy?”
Reed answered that “with certain limitations ea@y e considered as cause and each
as effect.”’

Eugenics and euthenics shared a goal — the Ame&ateon of newcomers.
However, euthenics leaders wanted to help the ppanprovement of their
environment, not by planned breeding. In other wpedithenicists cared about
educating the masses when eugenicists expecteddteéntelligent people. These
movements had different means to achieve the saais gs they shared the idea of
better conditions in housing for immigrants and fled to cooperation. For example,
the First National Conference on Race Bettermagid in Battle Creek, Michigan on
January 8-12, 1914, was a meeting of social workkrstors, scientist, educators, and

other activists today seen as euthenicists or ecigen The discussion at the

> Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenics Sogle246.

*° Ellen RichardsEuthenics: The Science of Controllable EnvironmehtBlea for Better Conditions As
a First Step Toward Higher Human Efficiency (Pulblealth in AmericajBoston: Whitcomb and
Barrows, 1910), viii.

%% |n 1936, when Congress was creating first peaeeféderal housing policy, Veiller disbanded the
NHA and gave all its data and libraries to the fatlgovernment’s Central Housing Committee.
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conference was about how to end human deteriorafitme American stock.
Prominent eugenics leaders such as Dr. Charlesrpavie(1866-1944) and Dr. John
Kellog, were present. Kellog was an organizer ef¢cbnference. Among less radical
participants were Riis and Booker T. Washingtorb@&915), an African-American
political activist and educatdf.Thus, these movements worked closely together. But
the eugenics movement believed that housing paley only a cul-de-sac for a human
betterment and continued in lobbying for immigratrestrictions and sterilization of
the unfit.

2.4. Immigration Restrictions

U.S. immigration laws were approved from 1875 t@4.9nitially, the restrictions
were against Asians, specifically Chinese. Amescsaw Asians as to be inferior. After
1910, the eugenics movement lobbied lawmakersegirictions on other immigrants.
The movement also exerted pressure on lawmakeapletely ban immigration from
Asia and to favor immigration of Anglo-Saxons.

The first law was against Chinese immigrants. Then€eExclusion Act of 1882
suspended the influx of cheap labor from Chinadaryears. Only a few Chinese, not
laborer, could enter the USA. Those, who alreadsdiin the United States, had to
obtain re-entry certification, if they left the aduy, they could not become citizens. The
act expired in 1892 but Congress extended thenemtigh theGeary Act of 1892The
new act required all Chinese-Americans to regisiher have a certificate of residency.
The act became permanent in 1902 and was not egpeatil 1943. Basically, the
Chinese Exclusion Aaverturnedhe Burlingame-Seward Treaty of 18&8ich had
favored Chinese immigrants to build railroads. Addially, the treaty had established
formal relations between China and the USA.

The next step in anti-immigrant policy was tBentlemen’s Agreement of 1907
The agreement was in response to segregation ahdag in California which caused
tensions between the empire and the American gowarh Japanese had become a
superpower after the war with Russia in 1905. Tioeeg it was necessary to cool the
tensions. The American side promised no immigrasirictions on Japanese citizens

and the latter side confirmed that would not alkiwigration to the USA. However,

" “First Round Table ReportProceedings of the Third National Conference on $itog(1913)
(Cambridge: National Housing Association, 1914% .3h: Fairbanks, “From Better Dwellings®, 25.
*8 Samuel ArmstrongThe Southern Workman, Volume #3ampton: Nabu Press, 2010), 208-209.
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there was a loophole for Hawaii. The island wdsatily a territory and the Japanese
government did not suspend immigration to Hawaaveihg newcomers to easily reach
American soil. Furthermore, the agreement was netdied by Congress and its effect
ended in 1924. The agreement highly was defensivapanese people and
government.

In the years 1900-1914, the number of immigraneayed eighty thousands of
newcomers per year. They were mostly Jews from noaoptries, Russians, North
ltalians, and GreekS.All considered to be inferior. During the First YibWar, there
were worries about newcomers from Europe becauadedr of Communism and the
potential of a cheap work force to cause Americagnployment. An overwhelming
majority in Congress passed tinemigrant Act of 1917 Congres§® The act banned
all immigrants from South Asia and the Pacific tgla. Additionally, the act excluded
everyone who was mentally or physically ill and lcobecome dependent on the state
or could be contract labor. Even though many pmitis supported eugenics, the anti-
immigration law was not approved only as a resbiéumenics ideas, but also for social
reasons. Newcomers provided cheap labor and, trerghey were attractive to
employers. They not only took jobs from local waskeébut they also caused reduction
of average wages, or so many believed. Howeverldtheras not enough for stalwart
eugenicists and other groups such as organized, Istiibworrying about low wages
and postwar unemployment, entrepreneurs due tBékeScare, or social workers, who
saw newcomers as additional burdens for overcrowiti$®* The problem of the act
for eugenicists and others was the qualificatiopexdple by geography and not by
ethnicity. So, a new anti-immigrant act was enactédEmergency Quota Act of 1921
established a three per cent quota on immigratimm fany country? The quota was
based on the number of residents from the sameryoaineady living in the USA
according to the U.S. Census of 1910. Albert Johjg® head of the House
Immigration Committee and Naturalization, was thersor of the act, chose the census
of 1910 because there was a smaller number of lda@ng in the country. He

considered Jewish immigrants as “filthy, un-Amenicand often dangerous in their

%9 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjc8.

0 The act is also known as tAsiatic Barred Zone Act

®1 Kenneth LudmereiGenetics and American Soci€¢Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, 1972),
95-6. In: Kevles|n the Name of Eugenic86.

62 Another well-known name of the act is thehnson Quota Act
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habits.®® Other new immigrants from Central, Eastern, &uljthern Europe did not
have a better image in Johnson’s eyes. Johnsoa wesnber of the ERA and the
Galton Society?

The new act did not fully satisfy eugenicists, andthey continued in lobbying
for a tougher anti-immigrant act. Johnson appoitisdriend Harry Laughlin as an
“Expert Eugenic Witness” to the House Committee wdiked for three full days in
favor for further restrictions and he succeededdtess easily approved the
Immigration Restriction Act of 1924hich exactly limited immigration from those
areas that Laughlin qualified as a nest of “geméditiénferior stock.®> Congressional
sponsors of the act were Congressman Albert JoharstiSenator David Reéd.

TheNational Origins Actwhich greatly restricted immigration of non-Anglo
Saxons on basis of quotas based on the origin drisan citizens. The new quotas
allowed only two per cent of the 1890 compositibmerican citizens to enter the
USA. The U.S. Census of 1890 when the majority wfefican citizens were
descendants from Anglo-Saxon countries. The aotiatduded amsian Exclusion Act
that completely banned immigration from Asia. Hitheaised thémmigration
Restriction Act of 192t Mein Kampfand European Jews would feel the harshness of
the act after 1933 when they were trying to esdape the Nazis’

The national origins quota was effective until 19@%en thdmmigration and
Nationality Act of 1968vas passeff The new immigrant policy focuses on

newcomers” skills and family relationships to Aroari citizens.

3. Chapter: Sterilization

Today, it seems to be believed that state stetitizaf so-called unfits was only
done in Nazi Germany, but this inhumane practigstea almost everywhere in the so-

called civilized world. Sterilization was legal ¢ertain European countries before the

%3 Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenics Sogle200-1.

% Ordover, American Eugenic4.

% Mark Adams, Garland Allen and Sheila Weiss, “Hurkimedity and Politics: A Comparative
Institutional Study of the Eugenics Record OffiteCald Spring Harbor (United States), the Kaiser
Wilhelm Institute for Anthropology, Human Heredigfnd Eugenics (Germany), and the Maxim Gorky
Medical Genetics Institute (USSROsiris, 2nd Series, No. 2®olitics and Science in Wartime:
Comparative International Perspectives on the Kafhelm Institute(2005): 232-62,
http://www.jstor.org (accessed May 10, 2012), 238.

® Therefore, this law is also callddhnson-Reed Act

%7 Lothrop Stoddardnto theDarkness: Nazi Germany Todéyew York: Deull, Sloan & Pearce, 1940),
192-6. In: Kiihl,The Nazi ConnectiQr26.

% The act is also known under a nameHfaet-Celler Act
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Nazis took power in Germany. The first in Europeswifee Swiss Canton de Vaud in
1928. The first European state to adopt sterilirakaws as a therapy for sexual
delinquents was Denmark in 1929 and other Europtdas, including Sweden,

Norway, Finland, Danzig, and Estonia legalizedikitation before 1936°

3.1. Sterilization in the United States of America

There were voices calling for castration of gayssptutions, criminals and other
persons considered defective before the first cdsopy sterilization laws were passed.
In 1893, F.E. Daniel, M.D., of Austin, Texas, demaa “substitute castration as a
penalty for all sexual crimes or misdemeanors uidiclg masturbation” in a paper
“Should Insane Criminals or Sexual Perverts Be w#d to Procreate? Four years
before, Superintendent of the Pennsylvania Traificigool for Feebleminded Children
at Elwyn, Dr. Isaac Newton Kerlin, obtained a paaépermission to castrate some of
his charges. At the same year, a physician atntli@ha State Reformatory at
Jeffersonville, Dr. Harry C. Sharp, firstly perfaethvasectomies on crimindfsLater
in 1907, Indiana enacted compulsory sterilizateom &s the first American state. The
law sterilized those who were considered to betulmiliana was followed by over
thirty American states. The states practicing ktation were supported by the
Supreme Court’s decision on sterilization of a whé&ebleminded girl, Carrie Buck
(1916-1983) of Virginia, in the case Bfick v. Belin 192772 Compulsory sterilization
laws were not constitutionally clear prior to 19¥1rginia enacted the law based on
eugenics model in 1924.

Carrie Buck was a seventeen-year-old girl deterthidefective” and was forced
to live in the Virginia Colony for Epileptics anag&bleminded in Lynchburd.Her

mother Emma was also allegedly feebleminded aredi lat the same colony. Carrie was

%9 Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenics Sogle227.

" Jonathan Katazay American History: Lesbians and Gay Men in th8.4.(New York: Avon Books,
1976), 209. In: OrdoveAmerican Eugenics/7.

™ Arthur Fink, The Causes of Crime: Biological Theories in thetemhiStates, 1800-19Bhiladelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1938), 188-9, 186Vasectonomy Cruel and Unsual Punishment”,
Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology, and Policei&tce 3 (January, 1913): 784-5; Julius Paul, “State
Eugenic Sterilization History: A Brief OverviewhiJonas Robitscher, ettygenic Sterilization
(Springfield: Charles C. Thomas, 1973): 28-9. levi€s,In the Name of Eugenic83.

2 Winfield, Eugenics and Education in Amerjc

3 Harry Laughlin,The Legal Status of Eugenical Sterilizati&8-59; Donna Cone, “The Case of Carrie
Buck: Eugenic Sterilization Realized" (unpublishednuscript), 6; Robert Cynkam3tick v. Bell "Felt
Neccesities v. Fundamental ValuesZTdlumbia Law RevieB1 (November 1981), 1435. In: Kevlés,
the Name of Eugenic&10.
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born out of wedlock and got pregnant as an unnthgie. This qualified her as unfit.
Just a few months after passing the sterilizaton Carrie was ordered to be sterilized
by the Board of Directors of the Colony. Carrieisagdian appealed against the
superintendent of the Colony, Albert PriddyThe Virginia officials discussed the issue
with Harry Laughlin who investigated Carrie’s pewig and claimed that Carrie, her
mother and daughter Vivian, seven months old, lggdrito the shiftless, ignorant, and
worthless class of anti-social whites of the SAUthrhe judge of the Circuit Court of
Amherst County sustained the sterilization orderiiy the court proceedings, Priddy
had died and John Bell had become his successocartmued the battle for
upholding the order and therefore, the case betaine calledBuck v. Bell The case
then moved to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Yliegwhich stated that the court
decision did not violate the f4amendment. In 1927, the case was carried to the
Supreme Court where Buck’s advocate, former memb#re board of directors of the
Colony, opposed the decision saying that a “reigghoctors will be inaugurated and in
the name of science new classes will be added, moes may be brought within the
scope of such a regulation and the worst formgrafiny practiced.” The court upheld
the decision by a vote eight to offelhe majority opinion, written by Justice Oliver
Wendell Holmes (1841-1945), stated: “We have seererthan once that the public
welfare may call upon the best citizens for thieies. It would be strange if it could not
call upon those who already sap the strength oSthte for these lesser sacrifices, often
not felt to be such by those concerned, in ord@révent our being swamped with
incompetence. It is better for all the world ifsiead of waiting to execute degenerate
offspring for crime or to let them starve for thenbecility, society can prevent those
who are manifestly unfit from continuing their kirithe principle that sustains
compulsory vaccination is broad enough to covetirggithe Fallopian tubes.” Then
Holmes underlined that Carrie, her mother and hegtter were feebleminded saying
the most remarkable sentence of the decision: ‘@ gemnerations of imbeciles are

enough.”®

"5 Laughlin, The Legal Status of Eugenical Sterilizatid6-17; Cone, “The Case of Carrie Buck: Eugenic
Sterilization Realized", 9-10; CynkarBlck v. Bell, 1437-38. In: Kevlesln the Name of Eugenic$10.

® Laughlin, The Legal Status of Eugenical Sterilizatid6-17, 8; Cynkar,Buck v. Bell, 1439. In: Ibid.,
110-111.

""Buck v. Bell274 U.S. 201-3 (1927), “Justia.conyS Supreme Court Center
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/274¢26@.html#207 (accessed May 1, 2013)

; Cynkar, ‘Buck v. Bell, 1439-40, 1446-48, 1450-53. In: Kevlds,the Name of Eugenic11.

8Buck v. Bell274 U.S. 207 (1927), “Justia.cont)S Supreme Court Center
http://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/274¢26@/html#207 (accessed May 1, 2013).
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The compulsory vasectomy of Carrie Buck was eakilye against her will
because Virginia sterilization laws empowered maditstitutions to do so. It was
almost impossible to appeal against sterilizatiecanse the initial hearing was held in
the health institutions to limit the costsMoreover, it was normal that American
patients were not informed about their sterilizatoicause of the belief that the poor,
often black people, were not smart enough to cottieir fertility.*

Figure no.1: The number of sterilizations increasier 1929 because of the Great
Depression. They were not only based on eugenitsgrbeconomics as well. Care for
the poor and the disabled became a bigger buraddaderal and budgets. This idea was
officially promoted by the AES. Specifically, theES declared that sociological factors
were the same as genetic factors. This thesis lwasagart of Nazi sterilization

policies. Many states rescinded their sterilizatemas during the war, but sterilization
increased in some states, where the laws remassélem at the graph of performed
sterilization in Connectict This shows how much influential was the American

eugenics movement.
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The best example of this trend was North Carolihane the number of
sterilization dramatically increased after the weaking that the state third in the

number of sterilizations behind California and \inig as can be seen at the graph

" Mehler, “A History of the American Eugenics Sogle42.

8 Ordover, American Eugenicsl61.

81 Figure no.1: Lutz Kaelber, “Eugenics: Compulsotgriiization in 50 American States®, official
website of the University of Vermont, USA, http:iwy.uvm.edu/~lkaelber/eugenics/ (accessed
November 1, 2012); Winfieldcugenics and Education in Amerjcr.
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below®? It happened because sterilizations were basedamoeic issues and racism.
Attention turned to poor different ethnic familiespecially black single mothers who
were forced to be sterilizéd.

Figure no.2: The graph showing all sterilizationsfprmatted due to sterilization laws
in three states. Sterilizations done after the B8gdvorld War are representing grey, so,
majority of sterilizations were preformatted in @ainia before 1945 and North

Carolina sterilized more people after 1945:

>

California Virginia North Carolina

Sterilizations done after 1945
. 13.5%

But why did North Carolina’s numbers increase?him 1950s, the state statistics
indicated that 20% of African-American children wdxorn to single mothers or
couples married in non-legal ceremonies. A lawirggahat a birth of a child outside
wedlock is a sign of imbecility of the mother. Whthe law was not passed, doctors
followed the intent bill and sent more African-Antamn women to the eugenics
committee that approved sterilization. The resa$\w5% of sterilized African-
American women in North Carolina in 1964, whilele years, 1929 -1940, the
eugenics sterilization committee had selected 78%omen recommended by
physicians but only 21% were African-American worfién

This focuses on another reason for sterilizatiaoism. For example, in 1944, Nils
Larsen, a director of the Queen’s Hospital in Haholn Hawaii, sterilized mothers of
large families after childbirth. Larsen concludbdttcontraception did not work for
Hawaiian females because they were unable to uadersiow to use it. Sterilization,

including postpartum sterilizatidtiwas carried out on women and men toQireen’s

8 Figure no. 2: “Against Their Will: North CarolireSterilization Program,*
http://extras.journalnow.com/againsttheirwill/griqdipartone_astateapart.html (accessed November 1,
2012).

8 Ordover, American Eugeni¢sl66-7.

8 Biennial Report of the Eugenics Board of Northdliae, July 1, 1939 — June 30, 1940; Adelaida Del
Castillo. “Sterilization: An Oveview”, in Magdalendora and Adelaida Del Castillo, eddexican

Women in the United States: Struggles Past andetélsos Angeles: Chicano Studies Research Center
Publications, University of California, Los Angeld980), 67. In: OrdoveAmerican Eugenicsl65.

8 Means sterilization after giving birth.
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Hospital Moreover, Larsen performed sterilization withtegal support because
sterilization laws were never approved in HaW4ii.

Japanese-American women from the West Coast weer sterilized during
World War 1l. In 1943, there were over 110 000 Jegs&-American mothers in the
detention camp at Tule Lake sterilized without tik@iowledge byExecutive Order
9066°
Figure no.3: The map showing shaded states shase that adopted compulsory

sterilization law<®

LEGISLATIVE STATUS OF EUGENICAL STERILIZATION IN THE UNITED STATES

AND THE TOTAL NUMBER OF OPERATIONS BY EACH STATE TO JANUARY {, 1935.
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3.2. Sterilization in Nazi Germany

American eugenicists promoted sterilization on gpegroups in their population.
Other countries were inspired by American eugetidies and also sterilization laws
which were in majority of American states in 19B6{ this happened earlier than it is
generally thought.

According to Dr. Marie Kopp, an American scientisho visited Nazi Germany,
their sterilization laws were inspired by the Ancen laws®® There is no doubt that the

8 Julius Paul, “Three Generations of Imbeciles Br®ugh': State Eugenic Sterilization Laws in
American Thought and Practice” (study, Walter RAeaty Institute of Research, Washington, D.C.,
1965), 565, 824.

87 Ordover, American Eugeni¢sl60-161.

8 Official website of Clarkson University, USA,
http://people.clarkson.edu/~sheilafw/classes/hpf@iscience/images/States%20with%20eugenics %20l
aws.jpg (accessed November 1, 2012).
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American and German eugenicists admired each otherAES officially supported
the Nazi eugenics program at its conference on éBigg in Relation to Nursing” in
1937 and promoted the program during the 19%0Ehe movements translated German
and American literature and promoted them in tbeuntries. The American
eugenicists visited Germany in the 1930s, evemduhe Second World War. For
example, Harry Laughlin visited Germany in thisipéras a journalist but he was still
curious about the eugenics program. Before the iwatne 1936, Heidelberg
University celebrated 550 years since its foundingd Laughlin, received an honorary
degree for his service to eugenits.

The German sterilization law was passed df 28y 1933 and was enforced ot 1
January 1934. The law also forbade voluntary statibn. Even though, the law was
based on the sterilization laws of some Americatest according to Paul Popenoe, a
director of theHuman Betterment Foundati@nd member of the Board of Directors of
the AES the majority of American eugenicists saw the Gerrsterilization laws to be
“better than the sterilization laws of Americantesa® The German laws were
inspired by Laughlin’s model. The law sterilize@liéeminded people, alcoholics, and
schizophrenics, people with manic-depressive desoadd Huntington’s chorea,
insanity, epileptics, and, those with hereditaipdress, deafness and malformation.
The American and German laws sterilized the sammegts of their populations.
Unigue in German law were the Court of the Wards$ the Eugenical Court. A family
member of an afflicted person or a guardian cosldthe Court of the Wards for the
permission to sterilize their relatives or publealth officials for inmates of hospitals,
custodial institutions, and penitentiaries coulglgpo the District Eugenical Court for
sterilization. The Eugenical Court was composethide members: a judge, to be the
chairman, a public health physician, and a physiaiho was educated in eugenics.
This court replaced regular courts and their ser@aevas based upon a majority vote.
There was also the Supreme Eugenical Court wherastpossible to appeal within a
month. This court had three members as well: aguddgn theDistrict Superior Court

a public health physician, and another physiciah wmowledge of eugenics. The

8 Mehler, “History of the American Eugenics Societ936.

% Frederick Osborn, “Conference on Eugenics in Redab Nursing: Summary of the Proceedings,”
AES Papers2/24/1937. In: Ibid., 244.

1 Mehler, “History of the American Eugenics Societ928.

2 paul Popenoe, “The German Sterilization Ladgtirnal of Heredity25, No. 7 (July 1934), 257-260.
In: Ibid., 233-34.

% bid., 235.
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Supreme Court’s decision was final. If sterilizatwas approved, it was performed in a
hospital by a licensed physician. All the parti¢ipg persons in the court were required
to keep decisions in secret. Otherwise, they cbalgunished with a fine or
imprisonment for a maxim of one year. This law eeaffective on % January,

1934%* The Eugenical Court might be seen as a court gintecivil rights, but the
reality was quite different. Approximately two-tti& of sterilized victims were not
institutionalized which means that the sterilizatiaw was not followed. Whoever
suffered from any “hereditary” disability could bterilized and it did not matter that
the sterilization law did not specify his or hesability.”® Such cases happened from
1936 to 1939 when “asociality” became a new cwotefor compulsory sterilization,
even though, it was not mentioned in the Germaniigtdion law. As Gisela Bock

wrote in her essay “Racism and Sexism in Nazi Gaghafter World War |
“sterilization was widely and strongly recommena@escda solution to urgent social
problems: shiftlessness, ignorance, and lazinedseiwork force; deviant sexual
behavior involving prostitution and illegitimaterthis; the increasing number of ill and
insane; poverty; and the rising costs of socialises.”® This significant change in
definition of the unfit happened in the USA as well

The German sterilization law permitted the legaitegn to control sterilizations in
hospitals. The Virginia sterilization law, accorgito which Carrie Buck was sterilized,
did not create an institution such as the Euger@cairt in Nazi Germany. The
decisions were made inside the institutions, wiettied on sterilizations through their
special boards. Therefore, it can be said thaGrenan sterilization law was
democratic.

In 1933, the German government passed a law whimlved castration of males,
the destruction of the gonads, who were found tthabitual delinquents.” Castration
of females was included in the sterilization lani886. The operation was done with
X-rays and radium therapy. This method of steriimawas later used in labor and
concentration camps for compulsory mass vasectothigse X-ray method was
believed to be the safest modern sterilizatiomait time and, in 1936, the prestigious
American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecologgommended this method in an article
by Ira Kaplan who was an American specialist inrtrethod at Bellevue Hospital in

% Mehler, “History of the American Eugenics Societ935-37.
% Daniel Kevles)n the Name of Eugenic$16.
% Bock, “Racism and Sexism in Nazi Germany”, 404.
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New York?® X-ray sterilization was not as perfect as the eigigts thought. Women
often suffered cancer after the radium therapy.

Approximately 30 000 citizens of the United Stakese sterilized from 1907 to
1937 It should be noted that the Nazis sterilized a#®@ 000 people under the
sterilization law in the years 1934-1945, 0,5%hef populatiort”® Compulsory
sterilization laws in the USA were gradually abloéd in all the states by the mid
1970s'%*

Did the AES and Nazis reach their goals? Fortupateéy did not. The AES
dreamed of millions of sterilized Americat.The Nazis wished to sterilized 500 000
Germans as according to Wilhelm Frick (1877-194@)azi Minister of Interior,
planned in June 19383 This suggests that the AES, primary American eisigs,
were more radical than Nazi sterilization policiBst the AES did not plan to Kill

American citizens as the Nazis actually did.

4. Chapter: Connection with the birth control movenent

4.1. The United States of America

Supporters of the American eugenics movement we@ominantly from the

middle and upper-classes, were mostly Protestaetseducated, and Anglo-Saxotfs.
This also characterizes the supporters of the botitrol movement. Typical adherents
came from the middle and upper-classes and weted®ants. Most of them were
housewives married to well-educated men. The vagbnity of their spouses also
sympathized with the American birth control movet@nMembers of eugenics

" Bock, “Racism and Sexism in Nazi Germany”, 409.

% |ra Kaplan, “Sterilization by Irradiation,” Papezad before the Section on Gynecology and Obsstetic
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organizations themselves were financially well-aitd as many of them were doctors,
social workers, clergy, writers and professorseeslly of biology and the social
sciences®

The American eugenics movement promoted positidenagative eugenics. In
view of the fact that its goal was higher birtheiabf the fittest, the first followers of the
movement had no sympathy with feminist ideas. ¥ere were women, who are today
considered as women'’s rights campaigners, who gadilne eugenics movement. The
most famous female followers of the eugenic moveémeme Margaret Sanger (1879-
1966), the main representative of the Americarhlantrol movement, and her British
counterpart Marie Stopes (1880-1958)The two women became friends during the
First World War.

Margaret Sanger fought for legalization of congq@tcon for women. Birth control
was illegal in all states. It was even illegal totevabout it, and, according the
Comstock Act of 1878nail staff could open any envelope to make soeestwas no
information about contraception or birth controtaese the act prohibited circulation
of “obscene” materiai® However, there was one exemption on using conptare—
to avoid disease. This was understood as an exeamioti men to enjoy sexual
intercourse out of wedlock, usually with prostitute avoid sexually transmitted
diseases. Interpretation of this law changed afecision of Judge Crane in 1917 after
Sanger’s conviction. Her first birth control clirfiad been closed because it had
violatedthe Comstock AcThe new interpretation of the exemption defirtes word
disease broadly. Therefore, Sanger could open tantkrol clinics in the state of New
York, where the court decision was made, to allowstltation about contraception, but
only physicians could do that and only women hawarsgrious disease, for example,
tuberculosis, could visit the clinics and use batimtrol because pregnancy might
threaten their lives or even cause death. Sangekthss court decision in other
American states to established birth control ciretsewhere. However, the conditions
to further test the legal system were hard. Moredsanger needed doctors for the
clinics. Thus, heAmerican Birth Control Leagu@ABCL) began cooperating with the

eugenics movement for four reasons. First, eugevissa popular science at that time.

1% Kevles,In the Name of Eugenicé4.

17 1bid., p. 90.

1% Heywood Broun and Margaret LeecAnthony Comstock: Roundsman of the Liddw York, 1927),
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Second, many physicians believed in eugenics ame lwaders of the movement.
Third, both of the movements shared Malthus’s &an overcrowded world. The last
reason was Sanger’s belief in negative eugenicshwibishown in her bookhe Pivot

of Civilization

Sanger wrote in her autobiography that eugenidsded free love and pregnancy
prevention. She supported this using the factttt@aformer leader of the American
eugenics movement, Moses Harman, was in prisovidtating theComstock ActThis
act forbade any mention of contraception and Harmrarte about it in his periodical
Lucifer the Light Bearet®

A friend of Margaret Sanger, sexologist HavelocksE[1859-1939), promoted
eugenics and birth control for all women. Neveriss| such supporters of eugenics
were unique. Generally, the vast majority of folere of eugenics movement saw
contraception as another instrument to lower fertdf the poor.

Sanger further explained why she disagreed witkrdtillowers of the eugenics
movement on the issue of increasing birth ratéefrich. In this case, Sanger, inspired
by Neo-Malthusianism, wanted to reduce fertilityatifsocial classes, not just the poor.
Additionally, she claimed that eugenics withouttbicontrol was like a house of sand.
According to her, a better human race could beeaelai only by limiting births of
unfits 1°

So, it is not surprising that there was a univecsainection between the eugenics
and birth control movements. These movements afficunited their efforts at the
Fifth International Neo-Malthusian and Birth Contr@onferencavhich was held in
London in July 1922. The movements shared Malthas'sies about an overcrowded
world and the only way to avoid this catastrophs w@ntraception.

This opens the question if the feminist movemesis & part of the birth control
movement. The answer is that the movement wasatividder women’s sexuality.
Some feminists did not see their sexuality to bpeartant, while others declared
sexuality to be a part of women’s emancipation. fiine of the latter group of
feminists was Margaret Sanger. This woman becametm of the birth control
movement and hd?lanned Parenthood Federation of Amer{€PFA) still exists
today. The predecessor of the PPFA,ABEL, cooperated with the American eugenics
movement to such an extent that the ABCL almosgegtwith the AES in 1932. The

199 Margaret SangeAn Autobiography 374.
119 sangerAn Autobiography374-5.
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reason why the two organizations did not merge dissgreement about positive
eugenics. As mentioned earlier, Sanger believergative eugenics, the primary goal
of the eugenics movement in the 1920s, but in €894, the eugenics movement
favored positive eugenics against Malthus’s theaigeslow growing population.

The birth control movement opposed not just posigugenics but also the New
Deal.

Sanger and her colleagues from the ABCL thouglitttteeNew Deal agenda was
wasting money. Their solution to help to victimsloé Great Depression was birth
control. They pointed out that the poor had alwaad large families and had to feed all
their children. In other words, uncontrolled femgsdility promoted poverty. The result
of the variance on fertility of fit women ended oection between the eugenic and birth
control movements globally. The ABCL changed iteeao theBirth Control
Federation of AmericBCFA) in 1939 and in 1942, the BCFA changed &me to the
Planned Parenthood Federation of Amer{@&PFA) which still exists, plays a key role

and challenges controversial issues in Americaresotoday.

4.2. Nazi Germany

In Germany, the birth control movement appearetieedhan in the USA. Helene
Stocker (1869-1943) founded tlirman League for Mother’s Protection and Sex
Reformand established a counseling clinic in DresdelBidb where she also
established the first marriage counseling in 181 Margaret Sanger founded the
ABCL one year later and her first birth controlhati was established in 1916. Both
women believed in eugenics, however, no strong ection existed between the
German birth control and eugenics movements asmthge USA. On the contrary, the
German birth control movement was suppressed afdded by the NASDAP in the
1930s because birth control, abortion, and womemiancipation did not support the
idea of mother of theolkwho bore at least three children, took care offfeersehold
and went to work only when tlidehrerasked her to do so.

Birth control movement included not just femalesxemancipation but also
sexual education. Thus, it is not surprising thategologists and sexologists backed or

even participated in this movement. Thmerican Medical AssociatiqAMA)

1 Henry David, Jochen Fleischhacker, Charlotte H8Ahprtion and Eugenics in Nazi Germany,”
Population and Development Reviéd, No. 1 (Mar., 1988): 81-112, http://www.jstagqaccessed
February 12, 2012), 86.



28

recognized contraception to include medical treatnfr woman’s health and
suggested inclusion of birth control methods indfkabi of medical schools in 1937.
The German Society for Sex Reform, establishe®ikB8by F.A. Theilhaber, supported
improvement of contraception and legalization adréibn. In 1929, Hirschfeld founded
the Institute for Sexology. These two instituti@neated a chain of birth control clinics,
some of them were even mobile. So, knowledge atxmitraception methods was
spread among the population. Also postgraduateseswrn contraception were
organized for physicians. The goal of Theilhabet Hirshfeld was to make women use
birth control to avoid abortion, also a goal of et

The American eugenics movement was chiefly persahlfy the AES. During the
Weimar Republic and then the Third Reich, eugewis included in program of the
NSDAP. During the 1920s, the NSDAP was a minortjali party and had no
influence on politics or even on lives of ordin&grmans. Thus, the German birth
control movement could grow. When the Nazis can@oiwer, the movement
diminished because their goals opposed the Naiypol high female fertility.

The Weimar Republic modernized social life inclugsexual liberation and
women'’s emancipation. The Constitution gave woms#frage, guaranteed equality
with men. A high number of women sat in fReichstagThe first election to the
Reichstaghad forty-one women of four hundred twenty-one gates elected. This
proportion of women in parliament was the highegturope and German women were
seen as the most emancipated women in the Wbitdowever, that was only an
illusion. It appeared to be nice that equality lsgw men and women was written in the
Weimar constitution, but it did not exist in regliThe bad economic conditions of the
Weimar Republic put brakes on these changes arglamd a conservative society.
Women were employed in inferior jobs and were pesd than their male counterparts
in the same positions. Inflation made the situatimnse. Unemployment was high and
women were under pressure to leave their jobsrfemployed men. German women
felt redundant in the society of the Weimar Republiherefore, the German feminist
and birth control movement gave up. Even the ldriggsinist organizatio®und

Deutscher Frauenverein®DF), Union of the German feminist Organizations

112 Abortion in Weimar Republic was legalized in 198 could be only performed if pregnancy had
threatened the mother’s health.
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followed the direction of society about women aghmeos and housekeepers. Radical
factions in the organization lost their voice beftine Great War and since then, the
conservative faction remains dominant. This factoaperated with the Nazis regime
to glorify motherhood. Among political parties tBecial Democrats who had struggled
for women suffrage and ironically, the party theteaived the smallest number of votes
from women in the first election which allowed wamte vote. It can be explained that
women were influenced by social atmosphere andifcgahthemselves as mothers not
emancipated working women; so, they voted for coradive parties even that opposed
their suffrage rights. The Social Democrats ledt ifsue of women rights and the
party’s magazine for women taught women how todiéegt housewives. The radical
feminist faction, including Clara Zetkin (1857-1938d Rosa Luxembourg (1871-
1919) left the party and became communists. Eveagh these women were radical
feminists, they did not agree with the birth cohtrmvement because Marxism opposed
Malthusianism. According to Karl Marx, communiseseded people for the reserve
army of labor to overhaul the capitalistic reginmel @stablish a proletarian ordef.
Communists needed women for breeding revolutiomistssoldiers. So, German
communists dropped the woman question. The reassrthveir need for votes from
labor, especially male labor. The party could nstain someone who was taking jobs
from unemployed male workers who had a duty to teed families.

The failure of the BDF, the SPD (the Social Demticridarty) and the KPD (the
Communist Party) to resist opposition to women’seaipation is obvious. The SPD
went so far that it supported a campaign againsséloolds with “double earners™®
German women were confused. They had legal rightiset same opportunities as men,
but liberal institutions were weak and could noauguntee their rights. Furthermore, the
society was still conservative; therefore, a womwas respected as a mother and wife,
not as a worker. When the German working womentkatthey were not accepted and
were added to inferior jobs and less paid than im¢ime same position, they decided to
return to a household where they were valued. TBBAP forced women to return to
the household. The party’s ideology adored mothmatrend saw it as the females’

pursuit of happiness. The National Socialists beliein the inferiority of women and
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did not allow them patrticipate in social and pc#lilife. The policy of Nazi Germany
was based on theory of separate spheres for theexes. The men built the state and
protected it against enemies, the women raised gitiaéns; thus, everyone helped to
create a strong state. Hitler explained this panglicy in his 1934 Party Day speech to
the Frauenschaftthe Nazi women’s organization: “Man’s world wae tstate,

woman'’s the home, and the two worlds complemenrged ether; women ought not
attempt to penetrate the world of méfn®’However, this national policy changed when
the Wermachivas loosing the war and tAdird Reichsent old men and boys to the
front. The women had to remove aprons and go t&wofactories. That was the end

of the policy which did not see equality betweemven and men.

Women in Nazi Germany were not just under presgare the Nazis, but also from
all groups. Most women accepted this role. The wofolowed thefiihrerbecause it
was better for them to feel valued at home ancetbdnored as a mother of thalk
than to have a low-level job with a small wages lhecessary to remember that the
predecessor of the Weimar republic was a consgevatbnarchy which ended
unwillingly and thoughts about women’s emancipatiihnot have time to be absorbed
by society. The situation of the Weimar republicswary difficult. The country had to
solve bigger issues than the women'’s question.e€fbe, it is obvious why a majority
of women gave up resisting the Nazi regime and eoém for the NSDAP and

sustained the Nazi regime.

5. Chapter: The Nazi Germany

5.1. The German Eugenics Movement

The first major international meeting of eugenitigik place in Dresden in 1911.
The International Hygiene Exhibitiomas organized by thHeternational Society for
Racial Hygieneestablished in 1907, where German eugenicistajee. Besides the
Germans, eugenicists from Austria-Hungry, includ@rechs, the Netherlands,
Denmark, Great Britain, Sweden, and the USA padieid at the conference. The

1Berghaus, “Girlkultur”, 197.
116 Adolf Hitler, “Die vélkishe Sendung der Frau, “MS. Frauenbuch, ed. Ellen Semmelroth (Munich:
J.F. Lehmann, 1934), 9-14. In: Rupp, “Mother @& Wolk, 363.
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international tights of a new science were set'ijEuropean and American eugenicists
met again athe International Congress of 19if2London and discussed eugenics
goals. Among the participants were famous figutehi s Leonard Darwin (1850-
1943), a British politician and economist, a sori€bfrles Darwin, Winston Churchill,
Alfred Ploetz (1860-1940), a German physician aiotbgist, Alexander Bell (1847-
1922), Charles Davenport, an American eugenianst,@avid Starr Jordan. The
international relations among eugenicists coolathdithe First World WarThe
Second International Congress of Eugemes held in New York in 1921 without
German eugenicists due to the international sanatdiowever, the German eugenics
movement did not disappear. It was already in tomith the American movement. The
International Society for Racial Hygiembanged name to tli@&erman Society for
Racial Hygienaejoined the international movement in 1925. Thienections between
the American and German movements got deeper. sgesearch in the Weimar
Republic was financed by American foundations, priyrby theRockefeller
Foundation The major German research institutes,Kheser Wilhelm Institute for
Psychiatryand theKaiser Wilhelm Institute for Anthropology, Eugeniaad Human
Heredity(KWIA), were built for theRockefeller Foundation’money**® The latter
institution was opened in 1927 and Davenport gasjeegch as the president of the
International Federation of Eugenics OrganizatigiSEO) at the opening ceremofty.
The IFEO was founded in 1925. When Hitler was apigai a chancellor by President
Hindenburg, the NSDAP later took power and the KWEAll receiving money from
the Rockefeller Foundatigrserved the regin&?’

5.2. The leaders of the NSDAP

The biggest concentration of Nazi's supporters wadke north. This could be

explained historically. Northern Germany used tdbessia where the traditions of the
Junkers who were socially and economically congemvalhese roots affected thinking
of intelligentsia there. Paradoxically, the maingwnents of the NSDAP mostly

" Fortpflanzung, Veterbung, Rassenhygiene: Katalagatappe Rassenhygiene der Internationalen
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originated in the south, western, and central pa@ermany, especially Bavaria. If
some leaders of the NSDAP originated from old Rautben they were more likely
from the western part because the east was moseoa@tive than the west. Socially,
the NSDAP leaders mostly originated from middlesdizities and the lower middle
class. They were predominantly craftsmen, teaclaemembers of the liberal
professions, chiefly small farmers and artisans| servants and from other similar
occupations. Among the leaders were a striking rarmobcollege students who did not
graduate. Favorite fields of study were law andhecaics. Therefore, a typical NSDAP
leader had a moderate education. The leaders westynyoung and veterans of the
first war. They were in their twenties when the lwagan. Moreover, significant part of
them, twenty-five per cent, was member8ta#ck Reichswehorganizations, including

theFrei Corps after the wat?*

5.3. Who voted for the NSDAP?
The support of the NSDAP came not just from difféngarts of the country but also

from different social classes. The party got thggbst support in March 1933 when
almost forty-four per cent of voters, 17 milliomase the party? The party
sympathizers represented all segments of the Geso@ety; however, two of them
dominated - the upper middle class and urban boisige Blue-collar workers
composed a minority among voters of the Nazi paviigre of those followers were
Protestants who lived in rural villages and sn@lrs'* In German federal election by
July 1932, six and half million of women voted the NSDAP. A higher percentage of
the female to male electorate voted for Hitlerome Protestant are&s.

5.4. Who resisted the Nazi regime?

Two political parties, SPD and KPD, openly partatgd in resistance. All German

parties were disbanded in 1933, but the Social eat® and Communists continued
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their anti-Nazi activity. The first acquiesced witte dictatorship. The Social

Democrats accepted the regime as the governmeist, ttieir resistance ended. The
latter leftwing party did not give up and bravelydermined the Nazi staté> A third
strong opposition was apolitical; the industrialrisgrs stood up against the Nazi
oppression because most of the factory workers, netisted the regime, were members
of the KPD or at least sympathized with the paffyThe official German labor
movement excluded unskilled labors and membersidrities and sympathized with
Hitler.*?” This correlates with the situation in the USA whéreAmerica Federation of
Labor (AFL) supported the eugenic ideology as it is nurad above.

The American Catholic church opposed eugenics lam@dmerican Protestant
churches differed. The behavior of churches wasrmomplicated in Nazi Germany. It
is hard to judge if the Protestant churches weserdied in support of the Nazi regime.
Some factions participated in resistance, whileesfamtions agreed with the Nazi anti-
Semitism because of the open anti-Semitism in@bge. The Catholic Center Party
was in the government in the Weimar republic anapeoated with the SPD and leftist
German Democratic Party which means that the peais/on another political pole
from the NSDAP-?® However, the Catholic Church did not oppose tlyinme.

It should be noted that some juveniles opposedatene in Nazi Germany. They
were rebels because they missed freedom and hiifednity of the Hitler Youth but
they did not care about ideology. These young peoalled themselveBhe Edelweiss
Piratesand appeared in the working-class districts ofesddest German towns such as
Cologne, Essen, Wuppertal, Dusseldorf and Duishutige late 19308%° They hiked
far away of towns, wore certain outfits, wrote edézi graffiti and fought with
members of the Hitler Youth. Many of them joinedattive opposition by the end of

the war.
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Juveniles were often caught and indoctrinated byNazis. But in 1944, a group of
the Pirateswas publicly executed in Cologne because the regiomsidered their
activities to be dangerod?’

Another youth group opposing the regime was conghbyedeenagers from the
upper-middle class in big cities such as BerlirglKiFrrankfurt, Dresden, Hamburg and
Stuttgart:*! They were sick of cultural uniformity and secrdtfened to swing and
jazz. The Nazis banned public dances in 1940 hesgetyoung people organized illegal
parties. Additionally, Goebbels launched anti-Aroan campaign in 1937 when the
relations between the Nazi Germany and the USA wa#dtefficially friendly. And
there were other paradoxes, for example, Germatiessllistened to jazZ?

Chapter 6: Diversion within the American Eugenics

Movement and End of the Connections with Nazi Germay

6.1. Reform Eugenics

By the 1930s, some reform eugenicists noticed éudirte of natality of the upper
class which was considered to the class or betiek sThere were two factions within
the American eugenics movement. One, represent&ddalerick Osborn (1889-1981),
focused on biological and social diversity of tligpplace and suggested tax exemptions
and higher salaries for certain employees suchiaisters, teachers, professors, and so
on, as means to raise the birth rate of the fatess Ellswort Huntington (1876-1947), a
demographer at Yale University, wrote in his parepplublished by the AES
“Tomorrow’s Children”: “It is hard to see how a et eugenic system can prevalil
until every intelligent married couple is able @vie as many children as it wishes
without lowering its economic statu§®® A good example of this was a project of the
Pioneer Fundwvhich contributed to pilots of the Army Air CorpBhe pilots got cash
grants to improve their financial situatioi.So, the faction within the eugenic

movement wanted to improve humans via social politye latter faction was headed
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by Hermann Muller (1890-1967), a geneticist sugpgrhegative eugenics at the
beginning of his career. He moved to Leningradayp&ankt Petersburg, in 1933 and
worked there at the Institute of Genetics. Howekiernever became a Communist as he
witnessed what happened to his colleagues suchkrgsysVavilov who opposed

Stalin’s protégé Trofim Lysenko in research. Muberecipe of the human race
betterment was “the conscious social directionush&n biological evolution*** In
other words, he was calling for human geneticss Tdtion of so-called social

eugenicists will be discussed further below.

6.1.1. New Direction of the American Eugenics Asatian

The eugenics movement was supported by a varigigaple, including Theodore
Roosevelt and Margaret Sanger. However, it doesneain that all devotees were
racist. All of them just shared one goal — improeeatof the human race. But the firm
support of the movement slowed down in the 1930snthe Nazis took power from
the Weimar Republic and used theories of Ameri¢alwvart eugenics like Laughlin
and Davenport in practice and genetics theorie®o¥entional eugenicists failed in
new research. Moreover, Henry Osborn and Madis@miiGimportant representatives
of the movement, died. So, scientific racism lastjnst public support and devotees,
but the research was also under criticism. Irotjcalore and more states enacted
sterilization laws and some of them kept them &ngbstwar period as described in the
third chapter.

The strong influence of American mainline eugemscygas obvious in all spheres of
life and eugenics organizations. In the 1930ssthbkvarts lost most of their key
positions. They occupied only tiéold Spring Harbor LaboratoriegsheEugenics
Research Associatipand theHuman Betterment Foundatiam California’*® Although
they lost power, they remained in the movementas apparent in 1937 when
Laughlin and Osborn were among the founders oPthaeer Fund

Opposition critics became stronger. The main @ititeugenics were liberal
geneticist Leslie C. Dunn (1893-1974), and anthiagist Franz Boas (1858-194%.
Franz Boas supported another anthropologist, EaHm@ston (1887-1954), against
racism which showed dissolutions in the Americagegiucs movement. Hooton had
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participated in the movement and respected rduisights of his colleagues. Hooton
also shared “basic sympathy” for Grant’s “oppositio the flooding of this country
[United States] with alien scunt® Although, Hooton was not free of the cultural
prejudices, he disagreed with asserted supremagpgib-Saxons. Hooton and Boas
launched a new direction for the American eugemosement when they established a
committee to discredit class and race prejudices #ielnternational Population
Congressn Paris in 1937 where Nazi scientists confrorteticism. However,
atrocities in Nazi Germany did not end eugenicsliogy. The “science” was still
attractive to some without racist and class undexdas geneticists, sociologists,
psychologists, and anthropologists. Frederick Qsbem icon of reform eugenicists,
served on the Committee founded by Boas and Ho®oas came with a resolution
“Proposal for Studies in the Determination of Papioh Qualities by Genetic and
Environmental Factors”, in which he discussed thpdrtance of heredity and its
connection to race and class. The resolution caeduhat heredity might be relevant
for human development, but no research answeteetédity in different classes and
races were responsible. In other words, the Coreendeclared that the fittest could be
born in all classes and races which was actuadlysttme thesis of socialist eugenicists
and the American eugenics movement followed thasith

Furthermore, Osborn supposed that a democratiameettate was a better choice
for improvement of gifted individuals, which wasadimer inspiration of socialist
eugenicists, and encouraged them to have largdiéaiii’ For example, Herbert S.
Jennings (1868-1947), an American anti-hereditamadist eugenicist, believed in a
welfare state as a good way to improve the humear'fa

A new shift within the movement was directed towianchigrants who were no
longer seen as a menace. Osbhorn considered vafietiinicities and their mingling as
an advantage for the country because of the neergcgytheory that people of good
stocks could be found in every grotip.

The American eugenicists saw Sweden, Italy and Sazimany with their positive

eugenics that included generous social policydanifies as examples of positive
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eugenics. AES decided to follow Swedish policy losesit was an example of eugenics
working in a democratic count/> German eugenics measures lost attractiveness for
the majority of American eugenics when the Naziatldshed a totalitarian
government®® It should be remembered that democracy was raigdre of existence

of the USA, therefore, the American eugenicistda@omot succeed if inspired by an
anti-democratic political system.

The Swedish government subsidized housing, publlicaion, meals at public
schools, and extensive day nurselféSwedish data showed that this social policy
helped to enlarge the fit population among fit©avorn pointed out: “...upper
professional and executive groups are having mioitdren than those in the lower
economic groups, the skilled labor more childreantthe unskilled**® This is the
reason why the AES mostly supported the New Dealisal welfare legislation. In the
years 1937 to 1939, the society organized or ppatied in circa twenty-two
conferences on issues such as housing, recreateaficine, health care, education, and
so on**®

In the years, the President of the AES was ElldwBiintington, the AES President
1934-1938, and the AES Secretary, Frederick Oslppomoted positive eugenics.
Huntington envisioned a eugenics insurance comparoalled thé&-amily Insurance
Corporation.It would cover only screened eugenic families and it wouwly for
maternity leave and provide other social benefitsother goal of Huntington’s positive
eugenic program was to be thlaternal Cooperatiorto provide child care. The last
point of Huntington’s plan was housing for seleatigles to be covered by eugenics
insurance. The idea was to create communitiesfautifities which would make
maternity easier and would therefore encourage ydamilies to have more than two
children. In other words, Huntington’s dream ablootising was similar to what the
Public Works AdministratioPWA) Housing Division(HD) tried to build. He also
shared this goal with housing planners who wantdalitld communities which would

improve inhabitants” lives.
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President Huntington succeeded in securing theiappent of a member of the
AES in the President’s Housing CommisstdfiHe wanted to get New Deal funds for
his pro-children housing policy. However, it canbetdemonstrated that the AES really
influenced federal housing policy.

The highlight of Huntington’s effort was a confeceron “Eugenics Aspects of
Housing” in 1938 to create housing conditions thatild lead eugenics results.
Speeches at the conference were given by housamgp@is among them Edith Wood, a
member of th&kegional Planning Association of Amerid&ood was not a follower of
eugenics but she shared a common vision of comrasnit suburbs as a good place for
raising future good citizens as she wrote: “howsesalso like factories. Their output is
children — the citizens of tomorrow?®

The movement totally abandoned Malthusianism, ééawverpopulation, as
members wanted to increase progeny of the fitldst opposed thoughts of some
socialist eugenicist such as Muller and the bidhtwol movement. The American
renewal eugenics movement represented by Osbortesvemuse contraception for the
inferior part of the population to avoid their irase.

To conclude, eugenics had a goal to better the hartmough selection. The first
selection method was based on class and raciatane bias, it was represented by
racist eugenicists such as Laughlin, the secontdadewras based on individual abilities
regardless of class and ethnicity as reform eugarisborn stated the shift of the AES
in 1937: “It would be unwise for eugenicists to umg superiorities or inferiorities of a
biological nature to social classes, to regionaligs, or to races as a whofé®

This faction of reform eugenicists had thoughtsilsimo devotees of euthenics. The
eugenics movement actually took a step back il#2®s when the American eugenics
movement strongly promoted sterilization and amtmigration policy instead of
welfare policy. Eugenicists had already cooperatith euthenicists in housing in the

early of the 28 century as mentioned in the second chapter.
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6.1.2. Social Eugenicists

Eugenicists did not find common aims only with eurtics and the birth control
movement. Some of them were Marxists and Fabiatts &sl British prominent figurers
Havellock Ellis, Joseph Needham (1900-1995), Jullarley (1887-1975), Karl
Pearson (1857-1936) or American scientist Hermanti@viwho represented
“Bolshevik Eugenics” in the United States and thetet Kingdom:>° These scientists
were not against eugenics as an ideology. Theged with the eugenics of this time.
These socialist eugenicists were active from ti20%9hrough the 1940s.

The British left-wing eugenicists claimed that mgrited individuals came from the
upper-income groups in society. On the other ghilr American colleagues did not
see any genetic diversion among social classei$ dgjenetic diversion existed, then a
greater number of the fittest would come from thesses. Both views sought to better
the fittest which could be only practiced in a sdist society such as the Soviet Union
because capitalism did not allow equal opportusitoeall; so, the gifted members of
lower-income classes often could not improve. fios astonishing that Marxists and
Fabians welcomed an increased role for the state.

The disparity between classical socialist eugetsiagigas the role of the environment
in human development. The former group saw hereditthe crucial element in such
development. The latter considered the importaf¢eedity as well and, at the same
time, the environment. There were additional dions between these groups.

A primary representative of American social eugshmas Hermann Muller, a
geneticist, who was a strong exponent of the enunent in human development and an
ardent feminist demanding mothers to be activeideitsome, have fewer children, use
effective birth control, and abortidf" Muller wrote in his bookQut of the Nightthat
good or bad genes were not obvious among classestlanic groups which means that
Muller emphasized environment. Although not alhdf colleagues did, i.e. John
Haldane (1892-1964), a British geneticist. Mullee® believed in socialism after his
experience in the Soviet Union. He was confideat émvironments are not equal in
capitalist societies?? Muller supposed that “only the eugenics of the seuiety, freed
of traditions of caste, of slavery, and of colomsial, can be a thoroughgoing and a true
eugenics.” He believed that provided eugenics enctipitalist USA was a cul-de-sac in

%0 paul, “Eugenics and the Left,“ 568-9, 573.
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the human race improvement. It would result in pybace composed of “a maximum
number of Billy Sundays, Valentinos, Jack DempsBghe Ruths, even Al
Capones 3

The socialist eugenicists in the United StateswaalInto a strong opposition
movement opposing conventional racist eugenicsy Tianly criticized the regime in
Nazi Germany. In 1936, American scientists prepéoethe Seventh International
Congress for Genetics in Moscow a year later. yiirherican geneticists sent a
resolution to a Russian geneticist Solomon G. |.¢lwé general secretary of the
Congress. The geneticists asked for a section iohadil geneticists would discuss
conventional eugenics. The disagreement with Nalztypwas already obvious among
some eugenicists such as Clarence C. Little (1&88-)1 president of the AES from
1928 to 1929, and Robert C. Cook, editor ofibernal of Hereditywho signed the
resolution™>*

The German government decided to boycott the Cesgrehich did not take place
because of the Soviet Union’s anti-genetic polary thus, the Congress was cancelled.
However, a Congress was held in Edinburgh in 1939.

Even though, some socialist eugenicists had culfuegudices, they were capable
of working with geneticists; and, therefore, thenekd ethnic racism in Nazi Germany,
leading to the so-calle@enetico Manifestd™ The Manifesto was primarily written by
Muller and twenty two other scientists, mostly Amans, who were also the primary
supporters of the manifesto. These scientistsatcé&tlieeconomic and political change,
birth control, and the emancipation of women anenbypopposed racism. The

t°¢ One issue was

Manifestowas basically a summary of Muller's boGkit of the Nigh
primary for Muller and the other scientists. Soroeialist eugenicists, especially the
British ones, believed in class differences. Thagmmise in thélanifestowas a
statement that good or bad genes are in of menobatkclasses>’

The Manifestowasa symbolic act against Nazi policy by diverse sics¢s. The
moderate attitude of socialist eugenicists failadrdy the 1940s because the scientists
did not find followers even though, Muller and Hate stood behind their thesis until

the 1960s when they died.
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Muller and his colleagues supported something rnrotiee Manifesto— a sexual
revolution. They dreamed about reproduction witHouemaking. At that time, only
artificial insemination was feasible. Although, thacial eugenicists hoped that
unfolding genetics could play a key role in humattdrment, therefore, physiology
prevailed in the goals of socialist eugenicists. &ample, Muller, an ardent feminist,
promoted artificial insemination in the “Out of theght” where he described women as
tools for the sperm of the fittest males. That Wasler's way to create a genius in the
world. He did not include successful women, conttaty his pro-feminist belief. But
he was not alone with these ideas. His Americaleaglie Herbert Brewer (1865-1928)
once said that “the whole nature of women is dotehdy her reproductive
function...”>® Brewer also wished that resulting children woutdadlopted by gifted
couples. Haldane dreamed that only men of talerdther words, only a few men,
would fertilize women. He called this theory eut@nisis. Anyway, social eugenicists
were not first who gave mating and nurturing righnéy to the superiors. Plato is the

father of the idea.

6.2. The ERO

All of the social eugenicists could only avidly cliss about it because little was

known about human heredity. Human genetics neexbd studied, a challenge task for
the ERO but the British geneticists led in thisdieithout any doubt. In 1940, Osborn
complained that the USA was behind in the resedreh.American geneticists were
trained in plant and animal genetics and only adéthem turned to human genetics as
human genetics was linked to eugenics in Nazi Geynaad therefore, the science was
not popular and had no significant financial suppbine problem of retardation was a
lack of quality research in ERO because the offmafirmed social and racial biases
and its personnel were not trained enough to @auttudies in genetics. The director
of the office was Harry Laughlin, a former teacbéagricultural sciences in Kirksville,
Missouri. Even though, he had no education in hubalogy, his research on human
heredity was taken seriously and many Americamestatlowed his proposal to create

ideal sterilization laws.
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Their methods were far from doing objective reskeafhe ERO trained field
workers to receive information mainly from recoadsnstitutions such as hospitals,
prisons, asylums, and so on. The field workers gisgstioned neighbors or family
members. In 1937, thimerican Neurological Sociestudied the research of the ERO
and found that the majority of the research wasgysle of papers because most of the
staff did not obtain a doctorate’s degree and leadhadical schools.

In the 1930s, Laughlin’s influential position beaammtenable. Moreover, he
accepted an honorary degree from the Universityesflelberg in 1936. That was not
appropriate in the mid-1930s. So, Vannevar BusB@B74), the new president of the
Carnegie Institution, an administrator of the ERfd¢ced Laughlin to resign in 1939.
ERO was closed in 1944. Research on animal and géaretics, under Charles
Davenport, carried out a valuable research ancedaan international prestige. The

personnel of this division of ERO had adequate atioc for the research.

6.3. The KWIA
The ERO could not be compared to its German copaterthe KWIA in Berlin. Its

first director Eugen Fisher (1884-1967) was a taighropologist and eugenicist
trained in medicine. He showed his racist attitudlben the regime changed in the
1930s. The Nazis and tiRockefeller Foundatiogenerously funded the institute to use
its services for Nazi propagantfd The research was made by well-trained personnel in
medicine and other sciences such as anthropolodiielmid-1930s, the institute was
internationally respected and its scientists atenthtional and international
conferences to advocate for Nazi ideology. Theaw$ewas still valuable after the war,
although, innate racial characteristics becametiqueble’®® The KWIA was renamed
Max Planck Institutes in 1945. The successor oKiWHA did not employ scientists
from the former institute because some scientstmected to the KWIA, such as Josef
Mengele, were involved in German abomination.

It is shocking that Harry Laughlin, a person withany adequate education,
presented himself as an expert on human geneticbezame a very influential figure
in American legislature and society. Even the KWiidAder Nazi influence produced

useful research on human genetics which cannadibdeabout the ERO.
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6.4. Shame on Eugenics

The American eugenics movement was surprised Walg Germany attacked
ethnically similar nations and the relation betw@enerican eugenicist and the Nazis
froze when Germany declared war on the USA. Atidsnent, the American
movement suspended its activities and distancet! ftem Nazi ideology after the war.
The word eugenics was changed to human genetsscal biology.

Although, the truth about the “research” of the ER@covered atrocities in Nazi
Germany, and a major change in the American eugenavement did not discredit
mainline eugenics totally in the USA. The racialdss remained and some states kept
their sterilization laws. By the 1960s, more th@ @00 sterilizations were performed in
the country*®* Anti-immigrant policy based on racial prejudiceasastill present in
American legislation as well. TRdcCarran-Walter Act of 195&as based on racial
and ethnic prejudices. Just a few immigrants froben“Asian-Pacific Triangle” could
immigrate to the United States and the act putétimns on immigration from countries
of nonwhite nations. Additionally, resident alieswuld be deported for a political
activity and special boards, not courts, ruledrertdeportation. One sponsor of the
law, Francis Walter, was a member of the Pioneaedueadership board in the
1950s°? All this shows how much mainline eugenicists wiefliential in society even

after the war. Furthermore, tRéoneer Fundstill supports racism in public policy.

Conclusion

There is no doubt that the American eugenics moweared the Nazis broadly
cooperated. They shared the same visions of hamat@ a society “better.” Both of
them were supported by middle and upper classetabod unions. The difference
between them was the occupations and origins detders and their relation to the
birth control movement. The Nazi leaders came flawer middle class and were
usually educated in the social sciences. The Araenrominent eugenicists, on the
other side, were from middle and upper class are wmst likely educated in the
sciences. The American eugenics movement init@liaborated with the birth control
movement. The Nazi regime was strongly againstraoaption and abortion, of fit
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women, of course, and books by Margaret Sanger were’®® Other different issue is
a quality of research in eugenics. The ERO didcaaty out a real objective scientific
research. Therefore, it is hard to believe how adsgy sterilization laws and
immigration restrictions could be based on the alted research. The KWIA was a
serious scientific organization but serving to @ang regime. Both of the institutions
had the same sponsor — tReckefeller Foundatian

The opposition in the USA was around the Cathohai€h. However, it was not
strong enough to stop hysteria over increasing gmnaion of non-Anglo-Saxon ethnics
and allegedly defective American citizens. The @ijoan in Nazi Germany faced the
possibility of death as one hundred fifty thous@mmmmunist were in concentration
camps and more than thirty thousand were execttdthe opposition almost
disappeared. However, the Communist Party and gtioeips remained and
undermined the regime.

How was it possible that such movement was suagassthe USA, a democratic
country? Firstly, racism was generally acceptetthattime. Secondly, the African-
American minority was still disfranchised and the-Klux-Klan did not have the bad
reputation of today. Thirdly, eugenics was gengraticepted and practiced by other
democratic countries. What is more shocking isfélcethat some American states
continued in compulsory sterilization and immigreagtrictions based on ethnicity were
passed by Congress after World War II. This is gehgkeleton in the closet of
American history and Germany should not be blame@g@enics policies as only one

country.

Summary

This study researches the connection between theriéam eugenics and Nazi
Germany. The American eugenics movement aroseeibahinning of the Zdcentury
and various pseudo theories about the superidriéynglo-Saxons were formulated.

The theories were focused on the intelligence of Aoglo-Saxon nations and the thesis
gives examples of some popular eugenics studidsasia study by Robert Yerkes of

1917, who carried out intelligence tests amongismdand a bootudy of American
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Intelligence(1923) by Carl Brigham. Both of these “scientistehcluded that Anglo-
Saxons were the smartest people. Other eugenid¢swidluenced not only American
legislation, but also ordinary Americans and Naer@any. The study underlines the
successes of the movement in prejudice formati@amagnon-Anglo-Saxon ethnic
groups. The so-called scientific activity of thewvement was praised by Nazi leaders,
including Hitler.

The American eugenics movement created the feanfefior” newcomers and
lobbied for anti-immigration and sterilization po#s. The study also emphasizes how
much irrational were arguments for these polidi@snigration restrictions and
compulsory sterilization laws were enacted to priotgood” Anglo-Saxon stocks in the
USA and became an example for Nazi Germany whieleted similar sterilization
laws.

The American formed many organizations that ogsshiand promoted research
and raised money from various foundations, sudh@Sarnegie Instituteand the
Rockefeller FoundatigrthePioneer Fundvhich was even influential after World War
II. American and German eugenicists cooperatedhegeat the international level and
their primary laboratories had the same sponsbe-Ribckefeller Foundation.

In the 1930s, new shift, free of social and ethm&ses, prevailed within the
American eugenics movement, and therefore, théiaekawith Nazi Germany freeze.
Although, immigrant restrictions and sterilizatilaws in some American states
remained.

To sum up, this historical period is a dark ssfldmerican history and this study

describes this era with details.
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Appendix
Figure no. 1:Number of compulsory sterilization in the stateCainnecticut (graph)

Figure no. 2: Number of compulsory sterilization in the state€afifornia, Virginia
and North Carolina (graph)

Figure no. 3: Map of USA with shaded states, those that adoptatpalsory
sterilization laws (map)



