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APPENDIX I
THE BRITISH EUGENICS MOVEMENT

The word “eugenics” was coined by Sir Francis Galton, a relative
of Charles Darwin, in 1884.  He defined it as “the study of those
agencies under social control which may improve or impair the
racial qualities of future generations, either physically or men-
tally”.1  His articles on “Hereditary Talent and Character”, in Mac-
millan’s Magazine in 1865, and his book, Hereditary Genius of
1869, had raised the possibility of producing a higher race by se-
lective breeding.  The corollary of this was the selective elimina-
tion of unhealthy strains.  His theories gained a certain credibility
from Darwinism, but had little influence before the end of the cen-
tury.  Between then and the Great War, however, they achieved a
remarkable dominance.

They seemed both to explain and to offer a solution to the problem
of British relative decline, worries about which, even then, were
common.  The British Race, Galton’s followers asserted, was deca-
ying.  Mendel’s genetic theories had just been rediscovered.  They
were held up by the polemicists as strict scientific proof for what
even with the frequent invoking of Darwin’s name had never been
regarded as a coherent body of thought.  They pointed to the
slums, and showed how those living in them were multiplying fas-
ter than the middle classes.  The pool of “bad recessive genes”,
they feared, was increasing uncontrollably.  A.J. Balfour, the Con-
servative Prime Minister of the day, shared this belief.  He feared
that the opening up of careers to the more able of the working
classes was contributing to the racial decay.  They were promoted
and then bred more slowly than those who were left behind.2

This belief was more than shared by the socialists.  Sidney Webb,
whose memory is still revered at every Labour Party gathering,
warned that unless there were some “sharp turn”, the country
would gradually be given over to the faster breeding Irish and Jew-
ish immigrants — and even to the Chinese.  What had at all costs
to be avoided was “race deterioration, if not race suicide”.3

But the chief objects of fear were the “feeble-minded”.  The cam-
paign against them was launched in 1903 by one Dr Robert Reid
Rentoul.  His Proposed Sterilisation of Certain Mental and Physi-
cal Degenerates:  An Appeal to Asylum Managers and Others, and
his Race Culture; or, Race Suicide (A Plea for the Unborn), were
read by thousands.  He predicted a rapid descent into universal
degeneracy unless a vast programme of compulsory sterilisation
were adopted.  Lepers, epileptics, cancer patients, idiots, imbeciles,
cretins, lunatics, homosexuals, tramps, vagrants, habitual criminals,
backward, dull and weak-minded children — all must go under the
knife.4

Not everyone was so extreme:  moderate opinion preferred com-
pulsory segregation in special homes.  This was the conclusion
reached by the Royal Commission on the Care and Control of
Feeble-Minded Patients, reporting in 1908.  The Commissioners
accepted the definition given them by the Royal College of Physi-
cians — that the feeble-minded were those “who might be capable
of earning a living under favourable circumstances” but were “in-
capable from mental defect existing from birth or from an early
age (a); of competing on equal terms with their normal fellows; or
(b) of managing themselves or their affairs with ordinary
prudence”.5  They accepted that feeble-mindedness might in large
degree be an hereditary failing.  They recommended committal to
“institutions where they will be employed and detained”.6  Com-
mittal was to be ordered by a Judge or Magistrate, on medical
advice.

But despite this promising start, the Mental Deficiency Act 1913,
which followed from the 1908 Report, was the high point of the
eugenics movement in this country.  Its more objectionable sec-
tions were never brought fully into effect; and they were largely
discarded in the Mental Health Act 1959.  The Mental Health Act
1983 has gone still further, even allowing Virginia Bottomley to
close many of the mental health institutions set up earlier this cen-
tury under eugenic influence.

NOTES

1. Source:  Sir Leon Radzinowicz and Roger Hood, A History of English
Criminal Law and its Administration from 1750, Stevens & Sons,
London, 1977, vol. 5, p.29.

2. The Times, London, 18th August 1905; source: Radzinowicz and
Hood, op. cit., p.32.

3. The Decline of the Birth Rate, Fabian Tract 131 (1907), pp.16-17;
source: Radzinowicz and Hood, op. cit., p.32.

4. Source: Radzinowicz and Hood, op. cit., pp.326-7.  I have not read
these works, but the latter contains the following: “[N]ormally, the
adult man produces on another man an absolutely repulsive effect
from the sexual point of view” (p.182); source: Richard Davenport-
Hines, Sex, Death and Punishment: Attitudes to Sex and Sexuality in
Britain Since the Renaissance, William Collins Sons & Co, London,
1990, p.107.

5. Source: Radzinowicz and Hood, op. cit., pp.326-7.
6. Source: ibid..

20
  



APPENDIX II
THE REGULATION OF CHILDBIRTH

A leading British doctor believes that people in Western na-
tions should have to pass a parenting test and gain a reproduc-
tion ‘licence’ before being allowed to have children.

In a book published later this month, Professor Sir Roy Calne
argues that couples should have to satisfy a licensing authority
that they would make suitable parents.  Each couple that re-
ceived approval would be allowed no more than two children.
People who opt for larger families should face higher taxes
and other financial penalties....

‘Everyone endorses the idea of a driving licence, a recogni-
tion that you have certain necessary skills for driving a car.
Bringing a child into the world is far more important, and I
put forward the licensing of this activity as a serious sugges-
tion for consideration’, he told The Observer.

Source: Judy Jones, “Top doctor urges legal controls on parent-
hood”, The Observer, London, 7th August 1994.

Sir Roy does not mention stricter means of enforcement, or smok-
ing.  But see Skrabanek, op. cit., pp.158-59:

According to The Christian Science Monitor, ’at least 50
women have been charged with crimes for their behaviour
during pregnancy.’1  The criminalisation of motherhood was
discussed by Ernest Drucker, professor of epidemiology and
social medicine at Montefiore Medical Centre in the Bronx,
where about a quarter of all women who give birth use
drugs.2  About half of the newborn babies who test positive
for drugs are removed from their mothers and placed in foster
care.  Drucker illustrated this practice in a case of a poor
Puerto-Rican woman, whose baby was taken away from her
after birth.  When she returned to the hospital and took her
baby away with her, her action was described as ‘kidnap’....

A Wyoming woman was jailed for ‘pre-natal abuse’ because the
nursing staff detected alcohol on her breath.  A Nevada woman
who drank some beer the day before she went into labour lost
custody of her child.3

In several US states, obstetric interventions can be made compul-
sory by court order.4

NOTES

1. R.L. Ley, “US targets maternal drug abuse as cost problems escalate”,
The Christian Science Monitor, 22nd May, 1990; quoted in Thomas
Szasz, Our Right to Drugs, Praeger, New York, 1992.

2. Ernest Drucker, “Children of war.  The criminalization of mother-
hood”, International Journal on Drug Policy, 1989, 1(4), pp.10-12.

3. P. Pringle, “A nihilism for the nineties sweeps America”, The Guard-
ian, London and Manchester, 6th June 1990.

4. V.E.B. Kolder, J. Gallagher and M.T. Parsons, “Court ordered obste-
trical interventions”, New England Journal of Medicine, 1987, 316,
pp.1192-96.

APPENDIX III
MEMORANDUM OF PETER TATCHELL

While the current plans for ID cards are relatively harmless,
the big danger is that once introduced they could be open to
abuse for far more sinister and malevolent purposes.

A universal ID card system is the first step towards a total
surveillance society in which the personal details and beha-
viour of individuals can be monitored by anyone who, either
legally or illegally, has access to the system.

Lesbian, gay and bisexual people still suffer much discrimina-
tion.  ID cards have the potential to make discrimination ea-
sier, particularly if they become required as a standard proof
of identity or become used as a means of verifying cheques
and credit cards.

The system could, in theory, be open to future abuses such as
monitoring people buying gay magazines and videos or going
to gay nightclubs and cinemas.  This possibility that commer-
cial transactions could, through ID cards, expose people as
gay might deter those who are closeted or under the age of
consent from activities which are lawful and/or harmless.

There is no guarantee that in addition to storing routine per-
sonal details ID cards would not eventually include more in-
formation, added either officially or covertly.

Once the system is in place, if a more authoritarian govern-
ment ever came to power there would be nothing to stop it
adding particulars about a persons’s sexual orientation, HIV
status, political affiliations, racial background and so on.

Instead of liberating us, the new information technology could
become a means of social surveillance and control.

Peter Tatchell — London, November 1994.

I wish to thank Mr Tatchell for having taken the time and trouble
to provide me with this Memorandum.  Its publishing should not
be taken as an endorsement by Mr Tatchell or by Outrage of all
else in this pamphlet.  Certainly, as a socialist and a former Labour
candidate, he would wish to distance himself from my belief that
markets and minimal government — and the refusal of positive
legal rights for minority groups — are good things.

Mr Tatchell can be contacted via Outrage at 5 Peter Street, Lon-
don, W1V 3RR, telephone and fax:  071 439 2381.
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APPENDIX 4
PRIVACY IN THE UNITED STATES

The Supreme Court was persuaded in Stanley v Georgia 394 US
557 (1969) to strike down a State law against the possession of
obscene material.  Its judgment was based not on a balancing of
the First Amendment right to freedom of speech against the claim
that harm may result from the circulation of certain kinds of lit-
erature, but on the Appellant’s right to privacy.  It was held that “in
the privacy of his home an individual had the right to enjoy the
materials of his choice”.

The property rights of others always being respected, no libertarian
would dispute this.  In a purely libertarian world, indeed, there
would be no specific liberties.  The rights to speech and associ-
ation and the like would simply derive from a general liberty —
within the obvious limits — to do as one pleased with one’s own.
But this general liberty is nowadays so little recognised in the
United States — and, for that matter, in the rest of the compara-
tively free world that its upholding in one instance may have been
more to restrict than to defend the right to freedom of speech and
the press.

Whereas, in a libertarian world, the specific right would derive
from the general one, in America, a limited form of the general
right should derive from the specific one guaranteed in the Con-
stitution.  To decide otherwise, as the Supreme Court seems here to
have done, has been to allow the authorities largely to nullify the
right supposedly upheld.

One is free to read erotic or seditious books in one’s own home,
but not necessarily to read them anywhere else.  Nor, certainly, is
there a right to buy, sell or exchange such books if the Justice
Department and the U.S. Post Office - a state monopoly - are in
any way involved.  The usual procedure is to go through various
big city magazines, replying to the personal and business adver-
tisements that offer literature and other items.  The replies are in-
variably sent from small, conservative towns in the mid-west.  The
goods having arrived, a complaint is lodged, and the advertisers
are prosecuted for having used the mails for an obscene purpose.
Since trials are held in those places where the complaints are
lodged, convictions are all but certain.  If a Defendant is acquitted,
it will usually be only at a great personal and financial cost.1

In Stanley v Georgia, Rather than decide the scope of the First
Amendment, for or against the right to publish obscene literature,
the Supreme Court grandly announced that an American’s home
was his castle.  It did nothing to protect that castle from being laid
seige to by the Justice Department and Post Office.

NOTE

1. See Richard E. Geis, “Beware the Secret Sex Police”, The Main Cata-
log, Loompanics Unlimited, Port Townsend, Washington, 1989, pp.47-
51.
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