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BIRTH CONTROL--H.R. 5978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

Thursday, January 18, 1934.
The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Hatton W. Sumners, chair..

man, presiding, in the hearing room of the committee on the Judi-
ciary, but, owing to the size of the crowd, the hearing was immediately
transferred to the caucus room in the old House Office Building.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.
Ladies and gentlemen, the arrangement here is somewhat difficult.

We I 'ad not anticipated so large ain attendance. The purpose was
to have the hearing in the room of the Committee on the Judiciary,
and it was very evident that those interested exceeded the capacity
of thai, room, so we came here. The arrangement is not entirely satis-
factory, of course.

I do not know whether those persons most interested would like to
have their people grouped together on one side or the other. I do not
suppose that there is any other reason for keeping you separate.
[Laughter.] I assume, however, that the arrangement is satisfactory
so far as seating the personnel is concerned.

The Chair would like to be advised as to who is going to control the
thrie of those who favor this proposed legislation, and of those who
oppose it.

Mr. PiERCE. On the presentation of those favoring the legislation,
Mrs. Hepburn will have charge, after I speak briefly.

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Hepburn, I understand that you will be in
charge of the speakers who are in favor of this legislation, and will
limit them.

I suppose that you are all advised that the committee found itself
able to allocate 3 hours to those who favor and 3 hours to those who
oppose this proposed legislation.

I do not know how much time those who favor the legislation desire
to use in chief.

Mrs. HEPBURN. We would like to use 2 hours and 15 minutes.
The CHAIRMAN. That was the arrangement that the chairman was

going to suggest, that you put your case on, as we lawyers say, in 2
hours and 15 minutes, and those who oppose then will have 3 hours.

We are getting a little late start today. We are going to try to get
the permission of the House, if there is nothing very important there
that would suggest to the committe that it ought not to be (lone, to
sit during the session of the House, and to try to close this hearing
tomorrow.

Mr. MARTIN L. SWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to ask if I
may proceed out of order, and ask the privilege of putting a statement
on the record.



BIRTH CONTROL

The CHAIRMAN. Not now. We are going to afford some oppor-
tunity, probably at the conclusion of this hearing, for such purpose.

Mr. SWEENEY. The reason I asked is because I am called home on
account of sickness, and I want to make this observation-

The CHAIRMAN. No; we cannot entertain it.
Mr. SWEENEY. I will submit the statement to the committee. I

make this unusual request because of unforeseen circumstances.
The CHAIRMAN. You appreciate that there will be other people

making similar requests, which we will not be able to grant.
I understand that Mr. Pierce is to proceed first.

111.1. 5974, 73,1 Cong., Ist sess.]

A BILL To amend sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as amended

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That scctions 211, 245, atid 512 of the Criminal
Code, as amended, ere each amended by adding at the end thereof the following:

"The provisions of this section shall not. be construed to apply to ally boo0k or
information relating to the prevention of conception, or article, instrument, sub-
stance, drug, medicine, or thing designed, adapted, or intended for tihe p~revenltion
of conception for use (1) by any physician legally licensed to practice medicine
in any State, Territory, or the Districet of Colum~bia, or by his direction or pre.
scription; (2) by any medical college legally chartered under the laws of any State,
Territc-y, or the District of Columbia; (3) by any druggist in filling any, prescrip-
tion of a licensed physician; or (4) by any hospital or clinic licensed in any State,
Territory, or the District of Columbia."

STATEMENT OF HON. WALTER M. PIERCE, A REPRESENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OREGON

Mr. PIERCE. Gentlemen of the committee, I introduced at the
special session, House Bill No. 5978, which is not a prohibitive statute,
but one nmodifying, to the extent that will be hereafter indicated, the
existing law.

Section 211 of the United States Penal Code prohibits sending or
receiving by or from the Unitcd States nails, information or supplies
pertaining to the prevention of conception. There are no exemptions.

Section 245 of the United States Penal Code also prohibits sending
or receiving, by or from an express company or other common carrier,
information or supplies pertaining to the prevention of conception.
There are no exemptions.

Sections 311 and 312 affect the territories and districts of the United
States, and are even more rigid in their prohibition, as they forbid
even the possession of any article intended for the prevention of con-
ception. There are no exemptions.

This bill that was introduced by me in the House provides that the
following section shall be added to the existing law:

"The provisions of this section shall not ba construed to apply to any book or
information relating to the prevention of conception, or article, instrument, sub-
stance, drug, medicine, or thing designed, adapted or intended for the prevention
of conception, for use

"(1) by any physician legally licensed to practice medicine in aniy State,
Territory, or the District of Columbia, or by his direction or prescription;

"(2) by any medical college legally chartered under the laws of any State,
Territory, or the District of Columbia;

"(3) by any druggist in filling ony prescription of a licensed physician;
"(4) by any fiospital or clinic licensed in any State, Territory, or the Districtof Coltnmbia.'"



BIRTH CONTROL

The present law is absolutely unenforceable, and is on all fours with
our prohibition situation. When I was Governor of the State of
Oregon, I made a desperate effort to enforce the prohibition law, and
I asked the legislature for new legislation. I made a desperate effort
to control the situation, but liquor still came in.

Then the State of Oregon voiced its sentiment, for repeal. I 4m
a real prohibitionist, personally and politically, but, nevertheless, my
State voted for the twenty-first amendment, and so did the Nation
almost unanimously, because, in my mind, that law was being broken
because it was absolutely enforceable.

This statute as it stands today upon the books is unenforceable.
All over this country, there is bootlegging in these articles ,;old to
prevent conception, and the legally licensed physician, the clinic, and
the hospital are not able to give out information that they should beable to i've, but Which i uiro easily Via ' the hotleg route.
There is hardly a high-school bo- or girl in our land who does not
know more about this harmful bootleg trade, I dare say, than you
gentlemen seated around this table.

There is an article published in the New Republic in the lost issue
bearing on this matter that I would like to have each member of this
committee read, and after reading it I am sure that you will agree
that the right thing to do is to bring this traffic out into the open,
so that the legally licensed physician and the hospital and the clinic
may give the information that is desired to mothers who need it and
are asking for it.

Undelrtand, this is not a law to grant the right of abortion, and
it is not to take life, but to prevent life.

We are in a peculiar condition in this country today. There are
millions at work on the Civil Works projects, and you and I, as Mem-
bers of the House, know full well that it is a grave question how long
they can continue to work by our piling up bond issue upon bond
issue. In a few weeks they Will be thrown back, and there will he no
place for theni in industry, and there have been more than 12 million
on the Government relief rolls last year, with more than 5 million
500 thousand children under the age of 16 years on (overnment
charity today, and, with these facts facing us, why deny to these
families, iiore than 3 million of them, the right to go to the proper
place an(l get the information that they want, that others are now
getting by the illegal and bootleg route.

This legislation is in keeping with the repealing of prohibition and
the passing of the twenty-first amendment. It is not to bring about
race suicide.

I am the father of six children. I anm the proud grandfather of
seven grandsons, and tile lady who will have charge of this hearing
is tlme mother of six children, but we know what is going on through
the country and we know that there is at necessity for the modifica-
tion of these states which prevent the legally'licensed physician
from doing what is done by the bootlegger, and'that is the olbject of
this statute.

There are letters coming to mir association from all over this
Nation, some as far as 3,000 miles, and one canie from a lady yester-
day who said Ilizt site had five children in her family, and that they
were unable to eat, and she asked us to please tell her how, to send
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her the information, and that if we had to be tried for it, to send her
the information after our trial.

Under the law, I or anyone else cannot send her that information
or tell her where she can get it, but the bootlegger does, and much of
what is being bootlegged today is harmful.

I now turn you over to Mrs. Hepburn, of Connecticut, who will
take charge.of the presentation of our side and who will introduce to
you the various experts who are here, and I beg of you to give careful
consideration to this bill and to give us a chance to bring it up on the
floor of the House, where it can be seriously and honestly discussed
and adopted. [Applause.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, before Mrs. Hepburn starts--
The CHAIRMAN. May I make the suggestion to the members of the

audience here in attendance that, if you want your case presented, it
will be better to restrain yourselves from applauding and ta king that
much of the time assigned to your side.

Mr. PIERCE. I will place in the hands of each member of the
Judiciary Committee a copy of the New Republic, and I beg of yon
to read that article.

Mr. TARVER. On account of my engagement with the Adminis-
trator of Public Works, I ask leave of absenv-e from the committee for a
reasonable time. I will return after I get. through with that.

The CHAIRMAN. Will you ask the House, on behalf of the colmmit-
tee, for the privilege of sitting during the session?

Mr. TARV ER. I will.

Mr. OLIVER. I note that the chairman has made a ruling that there
should be no photographs taken during the course of this hearing. A
lot of people are interested in these pictures, on both sides of the
question, and the pictures are taken without smoke or the nuisance
that used to attend the taking of these pictures.

.Mrs. HEPBURN. As far as we are concerned, we would rather not
have photographs. I rather think that the chairman is right.

The CHAIRMAN. I do not believe that we. have ever permitted
pictures to be taken when a hearing is in progress.

Mr. OLIVER. I have seen sucit pictures in moving-picture houses.
The CHAIRMAN. I will put it to the committee.
Mrs. HEPBURN. We are not conieeted with any commercial

business.
The CHAIRMAN. Will you permit the chair to determine this fiie;-

tion of pictures or no pwtures?
M\I rs. HlEPBURN. Why bother with pictures? It is a natter of

complete indifference to ine.
The CHAIRMAN. The coiiilittee will decide tlht il about half a

minute. We do not want these fellows "bltting in " here all of t' e
time.

Mr. IIrALEY. \ITy we lve sone information is to the procedure,
as to the time allotted aly j)articular witness.

The CHAIRMAN. This lady will control the time if her witnesses.
Mr. lr:,sL. Ilave vo, any rules regarding in terroga till IW

members of the committee?
''le ('I.4II1MAN. \Ve have not any rules, no, sir.
Mr. IIEALE'. Will that time be taken out?
The ('HqAI JMAN. %'e will see how it drifts a long, and any time eon-

sumllied ill interrogation will be taken out of the ihe of either side.
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Mr. HEALEY. As a general rule, I think the questions and answers
are taken out of that time.
The CHAIRMAN. The chair will be disposed to do that.

STATEMENT OF MRS. THOMAS N. HEPBURN, LEGISLATIVE CHAIR-
MAN, NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL LEGISLATION FOR
BIRTH CONTROL, HARTFORD, CONN.

Mrs. HEPBURN. I just want to say one thing, and that is that we
are not in any way connected with any commercial interests.

Margaret Sanger has worked for 20 years because she believed in
birth control. She was a trained nurse, and the pathetic cases she
saw among the people where they had too large families for their
inconles and the mothers' health made her feel that the most important
reform in the world was for women to be able to control the oize of
their families.

Thie theory that it is going to bring about race suicide is absolute
nonsense, because of the strong maternal instinct in women. XVonacn
want children, but they want children that they can properly take
care of, children that they can afford, both physically and econotai-
cally. They do not want children to the extent that the younger
chljdrein are going to practically destroy the lives of tle first'ones.

So that when we come to Ai of tle academic ald ridiculous dis-
cussions that yot. undoubtedlyy will hear as the hearing goes on, I
think you want to be very careful to get down to the simple, basic
fact, that women have a strong maternal instinct. Almost all
women want children, if they can possibly afford it, and almost all
women want to get nmaried jf they ~os ,r y can, and we know that,
and all the talk that you will hear a bout the dangers of allowing the
mother to decide how many children she is going to have, tll of that
talk is just ridiculous, just as ridiculous as tile talk used to be when
we were working for the vote and people said if women went to vote,
it would destroy tile home and they would be attacked at thme polling
booths.

Now, the first speaker that I want to introduce to ym is Mrs.
Saiger. As 1 say, she has worked for 20 years. She hals given her
life to the cause because of her convictions in this matter amd not
because of any pecutiary interest of any kind.

Our association is supported entirely by voluIntarly con triblitions
from men and women and women who believe that tile present law is
w0rongand against the best interests of tie women, of tlie chilhrel,
of tIe men, and of the whole conmnlunity, and I herewith sibmmit tile
namnes of or officers amd mIledieal 1dvisumr commimiit tee.

A.T.NAL COMMITTFIE; (iN FEIEIt.FA, , I.-.\TLON Bo1 IT (,NmT:(, INc.

(lWicrs.--,I'resident, NIr-. a.raret Sauger, New York (!iy; %ice prc.-idents,
Mrs. Walter Timtmte, New York (ity, )r. John, Ralillla H I i yis, o.s Anatles,
Calif., Mrs. I)cxtvr I'. Ititmsey, P,l'IlIf , N.Y., NIr.. 8. I4 I r II it, 'r,,p i(I: we,
I I.: Ira.u 'r, Mr. I. No:lh HI. She, W'i-ingtIt , I).C.; lim.t i a.smirer, NIs
'rvitecs B. A.kri-m:,m, rirol\vill,, N.Y.; Mcret otv, irs. .hox d,dr C. Ic)ek,

New York City; leis-ativte ehirmian, Mrs. "lw nm N. IhIjlturoi, Ih, rtford,
Conn.; egi active mecrctry, Mrs. Hazel Moore, Wantiagton, I).C.; chairman,
eashcrit reg' ,ml Stles.. Nir,. Itld Clyde. |lmilingI tm, I,.I.; chairman, middle
%tstern States region, i,.. Jt, I. '. Uplam , ( , lm lhiis, ()hi; chairman,
we.trn regioal States, \Ir.-. Vrnr Z. Ilvo',, Dvri)er, C,,io.; ciairimai, .rit hern
regional States, Mrs. oizie It. Ilill, N.-ih% ille, 'I'vim.



6 BIRTH CONTROL

Federal Medical Advisory Commilice.-J. Dellinger Barney, M.D., Boston,
Mass.; John R. Caulk, M.D., St. Loui . Mo.; Ross McC. Chapman, M.D., Tow.
son, Md.; Robert L. Dickinson, M.D., Xew York City; John F. E'rdnianm, M.D.,
New York City; John Favill, M.D., Chicago, Ill.; Francis R. Hagner, M.D.,
Washington, O.C.; John Hartuel, M.D., New York City; Frank Ilionzan,
M.D., San Francisco, Calif; J. Shelton Ilorseley, M.D., Richmond, Va.; Clarence
B. Ingrahani, M.D., Denver, Colo.; Smith Ely Jelliffe, M.I)., New York City;
James R. MeCord, M.I)., Atlanta, Ga.; Stuart McGuire, M.D., Richmond, V.;
Adolf Meyer, M.D., Baltimore, Md.; William Allen Pusey, M.D.. Chiene,, ll.;
Alexander fmlal!, M.D., Philadelphia, Pa.; W. F. Shallenberger, M.J)., Atlanta,
Ga.; John I-1. Stokes, M.D., Philadelphia, Pa; Fred J. Taussig, M.I)., St. l.ouis,
Mo.; Norris W. Vaux, M.D., Philadelphia, Pa.; William It. Welch, M.D., Balti.
more, Md.; Ira S. Wile, M.I)., New York Cit Milton C. Winternit/, M.1)., New
Haven, Conu.

STATEMENT OF MRS. MARGARET SANGER, NATIONAL CHAIR.
MAN, COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL LEGISLATION FOR BIRTH
CONTROL

Mrs. SA ,GEI. Jj. ('hairnm,, and niticlers- of tire contraitte', in
the brief time allotted to me, I simply want to discuss the effect of
this law us it stands today on the various institutions mid upon women
receiving contraceptive advice which they nitty receive legally in
their various States, and also to tell you just what this bill proposes
to do, what it will do as we see it.
The law today is direted entirely to the United States mails and

to common carriers. It makes it a (rime, putnishable by 5 years in
prison and $5,0110 lle, to send any information, printed or written,
throughh tit' mails, or to send -my devices that may be designed for
the prevention of conception.

Phease do not tttis|idersta:d us as to our position on the present
obscenity Jaw: we want those provisions as to obscenity to remain,
3nd We tittly have an interest in the present lav. to the extent that it
leafs with "the prevention of conce'ptioni.

W 'e believe thalt this whole subject does not belong in the olst'enity
c'laise. It wa.1 lput there nearly 6(10 ars ago, when tiher' was no
knowledge, of this que'stiotn, at; of its'(ieets or results oni tire coin-
runity or ntn the laopula:ti1t, and we ure simply taking that, out of
the Itw, itat by repeal, hut by amendment, and placng it in tite hands
of persoiis who are responsible and qualified to disseminate it.
W, believe, that this question of receiving contracelptive infor'a.

tion should be the olnman's right thit it should ie the itmother who
should hLve the right to receive information, lit we believe in lititing
who should give it. Ilh-t is tihe ditetence.

We believe tiat the doctors who have it knowledge and tinder-
st.linding of triratoity ttitd physiology should ie the ones to dispense,
to give on t (llt iirforraatiot, bult today there is tit) exemplii in
that law for avtiIe, for it says that Ito one shall give such in fomal-
tion. It ilues noit exempt scieiltific books or itetdical books, and while
there a.re scientific and medical hooks seat through tile [ hitd States
tmil, there is ito reason why there slohild be, if the hw i.; realiv
ciforced.

The lw alIso sovs that .miv1oie wIto tells aynvotle else where sich
inforta tiOu iit1 %ie oltainedh is il1o milty under th law. Now,
tIls contlition miieanmrs that there are -1 States in which i physician
may give in flrna(tion !s lie sees fit, witha tie exception of tire New
York State htrw, where lie can give information only for t(e cire or

.~At
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prevention of disease, but most of tile other States allow the physi-
ciai (who would naturally give this information orally) also to give
any device that may be necessary for the woman to )revent concep-
tiou. There are 157 clinics that are legally operated for birth con-
trol throughout the country, and yet the physicians who have a iight
under their State laws to advise these women in these clinics have to
botleg their .minliesq from New York or Clhicago. or wherever there
is a concern providing these articles, in orderIrIoperly to give the
advice to their patients which is legal Under their own State laws.

That is the situation that we are trying to change; and, further-
more, while tle mothers in the States have a legal right to obtain
information from their physicians if they know where to go for it,
they cannot know of it. because there is no way of letting them know
about this, and yet they may really 1)e next door to a lirth-colitrol
clinic, what good does it do to those particular women? They will
write to me, or their nurses will, or someone, asking where it can be
obtained, and we subject ourselves to the law by merely sending
the woman the address of a .ualified physician or" legal clinic, a
physician or a clinic that has been qualified in her own State to give
her that information.

It seems, and it undoubtedly is, an absurd situation, and we are
trying to change the law so that persons, especially those persons who
have the right to have such information, may bV alde to obtain it
properly.

There are in (he country today, 26,170,751; married woten between
15 and 49 years, of tile chihl-bearing age. Now, it seems to ite, ad
I honestly believe, that every adult, normn:l woman not only wishes
t have children, but has a responsibility toward those children,
toward bringing them ul). Those women that want to have children,
often wrant to have a few children and want to do well by them, and
in the last few years I have received over a million hem terls, since 1 have
been in this work, and nearly every one of those letters the tmthLer
says: "Yes, I love children, but I want to give them a better chance
than I have hait."
For examl)le, here are just two of the letters, to give yo;t an idea.

why we feel as we (do about this-ald I consider that these wonten are
really the forgotten women of this Nation. No one knows muc-
about tht. They are ignored. They are not given the consii tin
that thev should have. They may have their c 'ildren's teeth taken
carc of In clinics, 0' their children<s adenoids removed in hospitals,
and the children may have free lunches at the schools-all of these
coasiderations are given to them, but when it comes to this particular
question, when a wolltian s-ys "l)octor, what can I do so that I won't
have any more? I have enough. ly husband is out of work, and
lie is sick, til the last child that I have hid is inot very well; give ine
a chance", there is this peculiar atiosplhere created about this, as if
it is something borlible that she is asking fo', and her request is
refused.

Here is cne letter:
I ja, t t e-,'! Iaty twenty-first Iirthda. tm Au gAt Ii). I atia :tlrctlty Ow ml ,tiher

4-f 5 chihlrcn, the ,le,-t i year-, oif age :antil the hlil i 3 tiue'tlas. My ltaltad
Ia-i lIcei oit etf woirk ftir over a %ear :itl I: half fnow. We %%tih ld tie Atrsclbuxg ago hut tear the relatives, niu, atta''ug I te g'tve uts $5 a x' (ek. It i- atxfhally'

harl toe li like thi- an1,dt< i l tl n a:lid wa ) , il llua w ict hie ftat4l 'hat I nas that
way :agvi that lie wa\t t Ito go e :trt tcler i]dace.
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My children are well, but I ain awfully weak, only weighing 90 pounds,. I do
all of iy work, arid if I could get some consideration and not get any more babies,
I would he iaJpy and so would my husband.

Won't you do all that you can and give ine the advice that I need?

That is the type of letter that I have received nearly a million of-
in fact, over a million, because I stopped counting them when we
got to a million.

Another letter states, and I would like to analyze this with you:
I ain oiil:. 34 years of age, and I have given birth to 12 children, only 3 of these

being alive. They iied so quickly after they were boring that it seents that they
di iiiot have the strength to liv. :;n. My husband is a good, hard-working manl,
but the iiost lie made is $1.50. We are poor people, and the coffins of the last
three have not been paid for yet. It is hard to see then go like that, but if I did
not have any more for a while, I could keep the three that I have got.

That woman is 34 years old. She has not finished with child-
bearing yet. She has perhaps 12 years still to be anxious about more
children that she cannot take care of.

Now, 12 times has that woman gone down into the shadow of death,
to bring forth three living children for the State. When you ana-
lyzt, this, as to what it means, it means that that woman was in
pregnancy 9 times for those dead children, and it means 8 constant
years, night- and day, in this state of pregnancy for 9 dead children.

It is barbaric. It is not civilized for this woman to ask for advice
and nrot be able to get it. It is absolutely unfair that she cannot be
told what she wants to know.

If this woman asks ire what to do for her pigs to make them flitter,
or if she asks me what to do with her cows so as to get more iliik, or
if she should ask advice about her chickens, so that sire could get
more eggs, we could send to the Dpartnivrnt of Agriculture, rind
Uncle Sam would give her so much literature ' thai it w 'ould take here
ti,," rest of her lifetime to read it; bvit wheii .ie says, " What can I. do
to jl,event having irore children that are born dead, or that do not
survive", we have to ask ourselves if we want to put ourselves in
jeopardy: and btr subject to a $5,000 line or 5 years imprisoninent in
order to tell her what site asks.

My position is that I would not want to send through the mails
Illy device, or any information for that woman, bit what we do want
to do is to tell her where she can go so that site can get proper infor-
imnation in her own corimunity. We do not want to use the ireiils to
give that information; we wanrt tire physicians to have a right to give
the information and to get the materials front thre manfacturers,
and they, in tri, can give information wherever they see lit under
their own State law.

We have found that all women differ in the advice given. Ve have
a clinic in New York where we had over 35,000 wonien who have
coie to its in the last 6 years, and so we know what we are talking
about. We know whether these things are injurious, or bad, or
whether they will cause cancer or sterility. We know. We are not

uicssirmg any more.
As I said, we know that women differ it their physical needs, arind

that there is no pI-rticular ireatins or method that will suit every one.
Women w.ho have had a large number of children, amid hind good care,
are m au different physiological and gynecological condition tItan
wonien who have l had no care, and so it is imiportant for these wotien,
if we are going to protect their, not to act in it hit-or-miss fashion on
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this. If a woman's life is in jeopardy, we should give her the best
scientific information for her protection.

So, for those reasons, we make this information individual, just as
individual as having eyeglasses fitted to the individual's eyes.

So we want this in the bands of the medical profession, where it
properly belongs, and I ask you to consider this bill favorably for the
sake of these millions of cild-bearing women, women who have to
consider themselves for the future and who have to consider their
children for the future. [Applause.]

Mrs. IEPBURN. All of this applause, as the chairman said, is taken
out of ouri1 time.

The next speaker is Dr. Bossard, of the University of Pennsyl-
vania, Department of Sociology.

STATEMENT OF DR. JAMES H. S. BOSSARD, DEPARTMENT OF
SOCIOLOGY, UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

Dr. BOSSARD. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am
moved to appear before this committee in support of the bill for three
reasons, wluch I am going to state as briefly as I can.

The first of these has to do with the very large and very rapidly
increasing amounts of money that are being spent today 'for relief
and for various social-welfare purposes, which leads us directly to the
point that we ought to be interested in any iound or constructive
proposal which will be helpful in reducing tlose expenditures.

I became interested in this money side of tie problem about 6
vears atgo. In 1928 a number of us gatlier-d the best evidence that
we could from public and private agencies engaged in social work in an
effort to find out how much we were spending all over the United
States for social-welfare purposes.

Our conclusionss on that, that were l)ublished at the time, were very
conservative, and they were that we were spending then, front public
and private sources ;f all kinds for social-welfare purposes, approxi-
mnately 5 billion dollars a year.

When we published those figures, they were criticized by the people
nost familiar with the financial side of this work, generally on the
ground that they were too high. I accept the criticism, and my first
point is whether that was a billion too high or too low, if 5 billion
dollars comes anywhere near being the truth for 1928, then it is
apparent that since the depression, our expenditures for these purposes
have come to be a very important factor in our publicc and social
progress.

Next, we are all familiar in general with what has happened since
1929. There has been a very great increase iiin all kinds of welfare and
charitable organizations. I have endeavored to piece together the
various publications of the Govermcnt, of the- States, and of private
sources as to what has been happening since 1929, and for the period
from 1929 to 1932, this is conservatively what has happened: Our
expenditures for relief vive increased in a geometrical ratio; that is,
the expenditures for 1930 were twice those of 1929.; for 1931 they %% ere
twice those of 1930; and for 1932 they were twice the expenditures
for 1931.

Now, it is recent history for us to go into detail with respect to the
expenditures of the administration that caie into power in March
1933. You are familiar with the $510,000,000 appropriation of the
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Federal Government, and I do not know whether we ought to add
any or all of the 4 billion dollars of the civil works as being indirect
relief and various other costs of the "new deal."

You are all familiar with the expenditures for 1933. They are
going to probably carry forward in the geometrical ratio which I have
pointed out has been going on since 1929.

Now, of course, our expenditures have been greater-I am sure
that we all appreciate that-than this nuere sumnuary of the amount
of dollars spent would indicate, because we all know that (luring this
whole period we have had a constantly rising value of tile dollar, so
that the actual expenditures have been greater than the dollar com-
parisons would show. While the relief expenditures have been in-
creasing at this tremendous rate, all of your ordinary expenditures
for social-welfare purposes have been going on. For instance, the
annual cost of the maintenance of the mental hospitals in 1931 was,
in round numbers, $209,000,000. When the White House conference
met here in Washington a short time ago, the Federal Children's
Bureau estimated that the cost of mothers' pensions was $34,000,000
in 1930, and we are adding to that the increasing cost of blind relief,
which is today between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000, and the cost of
old-age pensions, which is approaching $16,000,000 now, and the
cost of the care of the indigent and the sick in the hospitals for the
feeble minded, and other groups. All of those have been going on
while the relief expenditures have been increasing at that rapid rate.

Now, purely as a matter of dollars and cents, this thing has been
increasing so rapidly that .%e come to a point where it seems we ought
to be interested in any constructive proposal which will help us to
meet the problem, that is, merely on the financial side.

I believe that birth control is ueh a proposal, and I take it that
sonic of the other men and women who will testify this morning will
speak on that point.

My second point has to do with psychology, the psychology of mass
relief. Last March there were on relief, according to the Fderal re-
ports, 4%, million families, in round numbers. Todav I understand that
there are still over 3 million families, and you will notice that we are
citing families, not individuals.

Now, among those families I am sure that we will all agree that there
are millions of people that are accepting relief for the first time, and I
venture to suggest that the most serious part of this whole business is
not the financial side to which I have already alluded, important as 1
think that is, and important as 1 think all of us must agree that it is,
but it seems to me that more important than the financial side is the
effect which the acceptance of relief has U1l)011 millions of people who
never accepted relief before.

Front that follow other questions. What about the family life of
these people on relief? Are they to add further to their misery, and
further to their loss of self respect and loss of morale, and further to
their changing conception of themselves and their relation to other
people? And'are they to continue that by having children at public
expense, or are they to become tie benefactors of the New Deal? It
seems to me that likely, under the law as it stands, one or the other
of those alternatives iust follow.

Now, I have heard at great iany l)eol)le say, "Not all of these fanui-
lies want this information " Well, I have the utmost respect for the

~-1
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opposition to tlis bill; I number among my friends many people that
are opposed to it, but there is nothing compulsory about it.

I am reminded of a story of a philosopher who was invited to a
horse race. He said that he was not interested in horse racing, that
he already knew that one horse could run faster than another.

It is that way with these families. Some of them want this in-
formation, and some do not, but the thing that we are emphasizing
is the right of people who want that information, particularly decent,
self-respecting people on relief today for the first time in their lives,
to have that information if they want it; and that is my second
reason for appearing here in support of this bill.

My third reason is one that is perhaps less popular today, and per-
hals less emphasized, and that is the matter of relative rights and
duties here. I am going to try to make that clear with an illus-
tration.

In a suburb near the city where I work, there are three families
that I know very well. They are decent, hard-working, law-abhiding,
industrious families of whiat we call the middle class. Their contri-
butions last year, and their taxes, amounted to $3,200, a modest
amount in comparison with the billions that I was talking about.

Around the corner, three blocks down the street, is an Italian
family with 12 children, and the thirteenth is in process of arrive1 .
That family has been on relief since 1929, and 4 of the children are
k:nowan to the social agencies of that suburb, and 2 mor. are prob-
lenis to other neighborhood agencies.

Now, there has been all of this thought for a nurnW-r of years on
the duty of people to pay their taxes, and on the duty of the more
fortunate to make their contributions, and we are all agreed on that.
Nothing that I want to say should be construed in any way as deny-
ing that, but the question that we want to raise is this: Suppose that
we have a little bit more emphasis upon the other side of the story.

ltere are these three families that are paying $3,200 in taxes and
contributions, and, if that is their duty, vhat is the duty of the
Italian family?

There has'been all of this talk about the right to relief, but what
about the rights of contributors and the rights of taxpayers? It is
not a one-sided story, gentlemen. I appreciate that this may be
somewhat unpopular, but it seems to ine that it is tremendously im-
portant. There has been so much talk of what people can get'from
Auterica and from the State, and what their rights are, their right to
relief and their right to this and their right to that, but it seems to ine
that when this country is supporting between 3 and 4 million families
on relief, increasing the duties on us. we have the right, and, I think,
the duty, to increasingly ask the same thing about the rights and duties
turned around from the way that they have been ordinarily presented,
and that is about the duties of the people on relief, and what are the
rights of the taxpayers and the rights of the contributors.

Nothing that I have said do I want to be construed in any way as
saving or intimating that there should be a denial of help to people
that are in need. I am not saving that. I would not deny the neces-
sitv of reconstructing social "circumstances which weigh unduly or
heavily upon anyone. I am opposed to any stacking of cards in the
gaimue of life, by which some are destined to wvin and others are destined
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to lose, but I do insist that life is not all "take"; it is also some
"give", and that the poor people have some duties as well as rights.

We are engaged today publicly on the greatest relief job probably
in the history of the world. If it is going to be a mere doling out of
money, then we have learned nothing since the days of the Roman
Empire, when they publicly fed and amused the populace. If we are
going to deny decent, self-respecting people out of work the right to
adjust the number of children to the circumstances of their life under
present circumstances, then it seems to me that we are denying the
whole philosophy by which man has moved up from the jungle.

I thank you very much.
Several statements are incorporated in the record as follows:

STATEMENT OF DEPARTMENT T OF ECONOMICS AND SOCIOLOGY, BELOIT COLLEGE,
BELOIT, WIS.

This legislation is sound sociologically. Especially in these days of depression
it must be apparent to all who think clearly:

First.-That the time has come when we must be concerned' with the quality
of our popiiation rather than its quantity;

S crond.-That any measure which will relieve the pressure- of want and suf-
fering must be rigorously pursued;

Third.-That it is criminal to bring unwanted children, into being, especiAlly
when they will be sentenced before birth to a life of hopeless handicap;

Fourth.-That birth-control information must be dispensed by those who are
competent if it is to be effective;

Fifth.-That sound public policy demands some restriction upoIL the bootleg
information, and the poisonous drugs that are now being freely and most profit-
ably given at the drug s" -res. This is a form of exploitation that must be
stopped in the name of pul 'ie health. LLOYD V. BALLA'RD,

Head of Deparlment.

STATEMENT FROM MlR. H. L. LURIE, DIRECTOR BUREAU OF JEwIsn SOCIAL
RESEARCH (INc.)

Bill H. R. 5978 has my unqualified endorsement. It is a minimum step in
progress toward giving legislative sanction for a medical service based upn the
ighest considerations of social welfare, family well-being, and professional ethiq.

I hope that by this time Congrest is convinced that a majority of enlightened
opinion is favorable to such a incat -re. H.L. LUBJE.

ALPEE M. TozzEn, PROFESSOR OF ANTHROPOLOGY AND CHAIRMAN OF THE

DivisioN OF ANTHROPOLOGY, HARVARD UNIVERSITY

As a student of sociolugy and anthropology, I desire to point out my warm
recommendation of the birth-control measures before Congress. From my study
of primitive peoples and the social background ot many of the group in ott, own
populations, this bill should pass. Birth control is not, of course, a panacea for
all our evils as some would have us think, but its passage would certainly con-
tribute toward the social and financial betterment of our population.
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STATEMENT OF OWEN R. LOVEJOY, TRUSTEE AND FORMER EXECUTIVE OF THE
NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE

NEW YORK CITY.
In my judgment such information to parents as would enable them to control

the production of offspl. .g so that children should be desired and properly cared
for would aid tremendously in the building of a stronger, more intelligent and
more virtuous citizenship.

My own interest, as you know, has grown out of many years' service as execu-
tive of the National Child Labor Comnittee and a close student of actual condi-
tions in our various industrial communities. In that work I was frequently
impressed with the loss of educational opportunity to older children in the family
due to the rapid succession of younger children and the reduced vitality of the
mother, thus making it necessary for the older children, especially the girls, to
become "Little mothers" in the home. This daily and nightly care of younger
children, while undoubtedly developing a spirit of family loyalty, involved a heavy
burden which ought not to be borne by half-grown children.

When to this condition is added the extra economic burden on families of
limited resources to care for a multiplicity of children, the practice of thrusting
children prematurely into industry in order to eke out the family budget has nu
obvious and often imperative motive.

I regret to say I have two imperative official engagements on that day or I
would have gladly appeared at the Hearing to speak in favor of this legislation.

OWEN It. l.ovEJoY.

STATEMENT FROM BATTLE CREEK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

BATTLE CREEK., MICH., MaRy 2, 1.932.
Those of us who are working toward the betterment of the human race through

the application of eugenic principles look to birth control to aid in solving nany
vital problems. Better maternal and child health, leis marital unhaplpiness,
partial elimination of poverty, dependency, and disease are some of the things to
Ile achieved through sex education and enlightenment. Ignorance of life and its
functions very often leads to mistakes and biter di'al)poinlncts. Control of
conception offers to both individuals and society alleviation from nmany ills of
the past such as improper spacing of ci ildrcn with its detrinwntal effects in Ihoth
mother and child, too many children for the family income which inrposes Il'yic al
handicaps on the family through poor living conditions atid nalnitrition ail
lack of preparation for life because of iooreducatiin, etc.

It is our earnest hope that Congre.s will pass this bill and thus leally clear uji
a situation which has hampered a great dea in the past.

(Signed) EDWAn M. Btau.nsM, Jr.,
Director.

•Mrs. IIEPBUIaN. The next speaker will be 1)r. Fred J. Taussig, of
Wshington University, St. Louis, professor (if clinical obstetrics and
gynecology.

STATEMENT OF DR. FRED J. TAUSSIG, PROFESSOR OF CLINICAL
OBSTETRICS AND GYNECOLOGY, WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY,
ST. LOUIS

1)r. TAtS.I;. N1 ('liiranian, ladies, al gentlemen, President
Roosevelt has set tnotlheriC example that We ho)e Vo1 may see lit to
follow.

\lien faced by a difficitlt situation, lie has sought the opinion of
experts on that subject.

I ani here to assire yo that those experts in the medical profession,
the obstetricians and the gynecologists, who are most proficent in
matter dealing with nmotherhood, are almost ft unit in the support of
birth control anl the repeal of the laws that at present restrict it.
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The American Gynecological Society, which is a branch of expert&
on maternity in the American Congress of Physicians and Surgeons,
and the section composed of specialists in maternity in the American
Medical Aesociation, have both gone on record as favoring the giving.
of birth-control advice under medical supervision.

Thus, those who are in the best position to be a *ud e in these matters.
in the two largest and most representative me ical organizations in
this country are definitely in favor of this movement.

TMay I further quote the opinion of the late Prof. Whittredge,
Williams, acknowledged by all to have been the leading man in his
specialty in the present generation, and for many years head of this
department and dean in Johns Hopkins University?

Professor Williams said:
I feel very strongly that our State and natonal laws should be amended so as

to make it possible for physicians to prescribe contraceptive means with the
same freedom and decency a any other prophylactic or medical device, and I
resent very strongly the attempt of the Goverrment to interfere in this respect,
as I regard it as an unwarranted aspersion against the integrity and good faith
of the medical profession.

My personal interest in this movement was largely fostered by an.
investigation made in connection with the White House Conference
on Child Welfare in 1931. Since the health of the mother so directly
influences the health and well being of the child, e.nd since abortion
is the largest single factor in the increase of the maternal death rate,
I was asked to study this subject of abortions.

Gentlemen, that study brought out evidence that more mothers are
this day losing their lives from abortions than from childbirth itself.
Over two thirds of these abortions were illegal or induced abortions.
In the past 30 years abortions have increased at an appalling rate.

At this American Conference on Birth Control and National Re-
covery, I presented evidence that 811,000 abortions occur annually
in this country. The two most vital factors in bringing about this
increase were the reduction in infant mortality, leaving more children
living to be provided for, and the increased economic distress of the
present time. The increase of abortions is noted primarily in families
of the poor, with three or more children. Only one out of seven
abortions weri in the unmarried mothers.

In several hundred thousand families, every year there arises the
problem of an unwanted pregnancy. A large proportion of these
unwanted pregnancies occur in those three million families now de-
pendent on the Government for ic icf. How are theseyoung mothers
meeting this situation? Is it a wonder that many of them already
overburdened in providing a bare existence for their children, seize
in despair upon any measures, medical or instrumental, that may rid
them of this undesired pregnancy? The risk of life and health seems
less to them than to bear this added lfurden. Only too often the
young mother dies from such an a':ortion, and the children are left
to grow up without her loving care.

How much better would it have been to have prevented the preg-
nancy, but unfortunately the law prevents her from getting the neces-
sary medical advice for this purpose. So this plague of abortion con-
tinues to sap at the roots of our existence, taking annually the lives.
of thousands of our young mothers in the prime of life.
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The control of abortion by legislation and criminal prosecution has
failed in every country where it has been tried. The only means at
hand to correct this condition is to prevent the occurrence of the
unwanted pregnancy, through birth control, and our first step in
reaching this goal lies in the repeal of those laws that now prevent
the medical profession from giving this much needed advice to suffer-
ing humanity.

I have here some medical statements on this matter.
Mr. LEHR. May I ask the doctor a question?
You mentioned the American Medical Association, or referred to

members of it. Is it not a fact that the American Medical Associa-
tion has not favored this legislation recently, or, at least, that it has
been so recorded officially?

Dr. TAUSSIG. I thought that that was clearly stated.
That group of men who have made a special study of maternity

meet in a section, and that section has taken definite action in favor
of these measures, but the American Medical Association, composed
of physicians of all ranks, and who have not given this matter par-
ticular study, have not as yet taken definite action.

Mr. LEHR. As a matter of fact, they have taken negative action on
it when the matter wa3 presented to them, have they not?

(Cries of "No.")
Mr. LEHR. Is it not true that the American Medical Association, at

its meeting in New Orleans some 3 years ago, disapproved by formal
action the adoption of any resolution in favor of birth control?

Dr. TAUSSIG. I think you should appreciate the difference between
the opinion of a large mass of the medical profession-

The CHAIRMAN. But, Doctor, the member of the committee has
asked you a question. Did they or did they not do as he asks?

Mr. LEHR. I refer to the American Medical Association itself.
Dr. TAUSSIG. They have never taken favorable action as yet.
Mr. LEHR. But my question was, did they not in May 1932 for-

ally disapprove taking action, and vote against a resolution in favor of
birth control?

Dr. TAUSSIG. I think that the resolution was not. accepted.
My understanding of the action was not that they took definite

action against it, but that they were unwilling at that time to accept
it.

Mr. LEHR. The action was that the committee disapproved the
adoption of the resolution in favor of birth control-is that not
correct?

Dr. TAusslo. Refused the acceptance.
Dr. CREDDICK. I can tell you about that. A committee on obsiet-

rics was subniittcd to the house of delegates of the American Medical
Association, at a meeting in New Orleans, a proposal to study the
problem, and that resolution was defeated by a tie vote in the house
of delegates.

No action has been taken by the American Medical Association.
The motion was as to a study of the problem.

Mr. CONDON. I think thehearings will be more orderly and that
the testimony will appear to better advantage in the printed copy if
we do not have any interruptions and the giving of answers by other
witnesses to questions proposed to the witness addressing the com-
mittee.
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The CHAIRMAN. The chair hesitates to rule that, if any member
wants to ask the witness a question, he may not do it. the policy
is a good one, I believe, to let the witness conclude his or her state.
ment, but sometimes it occurs that a question asked at a particular
time would be helpful.

Mrs. HEPBURN. The next witness that we wish to offer is Mr.
Frederick A. Ballard, a member of the bar of the District of Co-
lumbia, who has given considerable attention to the legislative ana
legal features of this proposed legislation.

(The following statements are submitted:)
A. N. Creadick, M.D., assistant professor of obstetrics and gyne-

cology at Yale University.

WHEN 18 ADVICE CONCERNING THE PREVENTION OF CONCEPTION JUSTIFIABLE?

By J. Whitridge Williams, M.D., professor of obstetrics, Johns Hopkins Uni.
versity, obstetrician-in-chief to the Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, Md.

IFrom the Journal of the American Medical Association, Oct. 27. 192A. vol. 91, p. 1241J

Where should we stand as medical men? To my inind there can only be one
answer, and that is that we must give contraceptive advice whenever it is inedi-
c 3!y indicated, but that it must depend on our conscience as to what advice
should be given under other conditions. I hold that it is just as much our duty
to give such advice when medically indicated as it is to advocate the etnpoytinet
of any other prophylactic measure.

We must adise the multiparous woman suffering from chronic nephritis not
to become pregnant, and the same applies to tuberculosis and serious heart
disease. Consequently, if we feel that such advice is necessary we must give
directions as to how it can be made effective, for if we do one without the other
we are failing in our duty as physicians and in great part are wasting our time.

I likewise feel that similar advice is indicated when we Fee a patient steadily
going downhill as the result of pregnt.,jeies recurring at too close intervals, is
well as in certain neurotic and maladjusted women whose entire life is disturbed
by a constant dread of pregnancy. Indeed, the list of indications might be
considerably increased if time and space permitted.

III my experience, contraceptive advice %%i!l usually accontplibh its lwtrposC
among the so-called intelligentt classes, but it is almost useless among the ignorant,
feeble-minded, and brutal, and it is in the latter particularly that we must go
still further and effect sterility by operative means whein ntcessarv. Of course,
it may be argued that even in tie latter class coutinence is the true Solution,
and that if it cannot be attained the matter is wit of our hatuls. if ment were
angels, such advice might hold; but even among the 1tost intelligend atd well
meaning I hesitate to recomntend continence for to long a time, as I know
from experience what it means to give advice which may lead to a blasted
marriage.

For these reasons I give contraceptiv, advice %% henever I fel that it is inedically
needed, as I con.tider it fat less serious than to itduce a therapeutic abortion or a
premature labor, which so often becomes necessary whett a patient is told noft to
become pregnant but is ntot imtructed as to how to avoid it. Moreover, %%hell I
give such advice, I always regret that the means at our disposal are not more
efficient, that it often must inply a certain feeling of degredatiom ott the part of
the person securing them front semibootleg sources. I feel very trongly that
our State and national laws should be amended so is to make it possiflie for
physicians to prescribe contraceptive incans with the same freedom ard dececey
as any other prophylactic or medical device, and I resent very strongly the
attempt of te Government to interfere in this respect, is I regard it as alt
unwarrantalbhe aspersion against tile integrity and i ma fiblos of the tnedical
profession.

(From Committee on Federal Legislationm for Birth Control, 17 West Sixteenth
Street, New York.)

Deaths in the registration area of tile continental United States. Rates fur-
nished by Dr. Ambrose J. Fahy from as yet unptublished statistics of tile Bureau
of the Censu..
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Abortions

INumber and percentage per 100,000 estimated population)

1931 1930 1931 1930 Estimated total
1931 ] I=3

140. Abortion with septic conditions .......... 2.105 2. 09 L 1.7 2.010,200 2,475,088
141. Abortion without mention of septic condi-

tions (to include hemorrhages) ........... 60 6& . .6 825.840 843,020

Total abortions with and without septic
conditions ............................... ......... ........ 3.430 0 3.33.008

Movz.-Estius.ted population of the continental United States IW'31, 124,070,000' 1930 123,191,0C0.9
t Taken from Orowth of the Registration Area, Bureau of the Census, Department of Commerce

Washnton, D.C. (Apr. 1P. 1933. hs).
Methodt of flaurine.

124, 070. 000-1,240 (X 00,000), therefore 1,240 X2,105,or 2.610,200, Is the nuinber of 1931 abortions (140).
13,191,000=1.232 (X i00,000), therefore I,232X2,009. or 2,475,088, Is the number of 1930 abortions (140).
1. 240X630 -825,840=1931 abortions (141).
I 1232X885-943.920-1930 abortions (141).

NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL LEGISLATION FOR BIRTH CONTROL, JANUARY
8, 1934

PARTIAL LIST OF MEDICAL ORGANIZATIONS AND OFFICIALS ENDORSING THE FEDERAL
AMENDMENT OR THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF BIRTH CONTROL

National, medicine and surgery

Section on obstetrics, gynecology, and abdominal mirgery of the American
Medical Association, May 29, 1925.

American Gynecoloical Society, May 5, 1925.
Association or the Study of Internal Secretions, July 14, 1930.
National Association for thq Study of Epilepsy.
The Medical Woman's National Association, Jue 22, 1930.
The American Neurological Association, May 1931.
National Committee on Maternal Health, lie., April 6, 1932.

District and county medical societies and officers

North Texas Medical Society (14 counties), December 6, 1933.
Women Physicians of Southern Medical Association, November 15, 1933.
Northwest Wyoming Medical Society, May 5, 1932.
Honollu, Hawaii Territorial Medical Association, May 22, 1931.
Cebu Medical Society (Dr. C. Camolnot, secretary), Philippine Isle.nds.
Southern Oregon Medical Association, May 10, 1932.
Lot, Angeles County Medical Society (Pasadena Branch), May 13, 1930.
Garfield County Medical Society (Colorado), May 10, 1932.
Mesa County Medical Society (Colorado), June 30, 1930.
New Castle M1edical Society (Delawarc), Fcbruarv 10, 1931.
DeKalb Colmty Medical Society (Illinois), May 9, 1932.
Adams Coulntv Medical Society (Iowa), May 2"9, 1930.
Bourbon County Medical Society (Kansas),'Mav 20, 1930.
Garrard County Medical Society (Kentuickv), May 10, 1930.
Aroostook Countv Medical Societv (Maine), May 31, 1930.
Calvert Comity vMedical Society (Maryland), May 13, 1930.
Calhoun County Medical Society (Michigan), Juiie 6, 1932.
Kent County Medical Society (Michigan), May 25, 1932.
Menominee 'Medical Society (Michigan), May 16, 1930.
Schoolcraft County Medical Society (Michigan), May 13, 1930.
Kandivohi Swift Countv Medical Society (Minnesota), May 3, 1932.
Issaquena-Sharkey-Warren Counties Medical Society (Mississippi), May 19,

1932.
Jasper County Medical Society (Dr. E. 1). Hatcher) (Missouri), May 12, 1930.
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Chaves County Medical Society (Dr. C. F. Beeson) (New Mexico), May 17,
1930.

Chautauqua County Medical Society (New York).
Nassau County Medical Society (Rockville Center, N.Y.), May 29, 1925.
Buncombe County medicall Society (North Carolina), May 2, 1932.
Iredell-Alexander Cctinty Medical Society (North Carolina), March 1, 1932.
Auglaize County Medical Society (Ohio), Mev 12, 1930.
Delaware County Medical Society (Ohio), May 12, 1930.
Jefferson County Medical Society (Ohio), May 12, 1930.
Muskogee County Medical Society (Oklahoma), May 12, 1932.
Portlano City a d County Medical Society (Oregon), May 14, 1932.
The Union County Medical Society of Oregon (LaGrande), May 31, i9r2.
Greenville County Medical Society (South Carolina), July 10, 1930.
Marion County Medical Association (Tennessee).
Matagorda Co'unty Medical Association (Texas), May 12, W30.
Albemarle County. of Virginia Medical Society, August 4, 1932.
Iowa County Medical Society (Wisconsin), May 14, 1930.
Marinette-Florence Medical Society (Wisconsin), May 16, 1930.
Richland County Medical Society (Wisconsin).
Natrona County Medical Society (Wyoming), May 4, 1930.
lIonolulu County Medical Society (Honolulu, Hai'aii), June 6, 1930.
President, Arizoia Medical Association, Dr. James Madison Greer.
Former President, Butts County Medical Society (Georgia), Dr. White, May

10, 1930.
Former President, American Medical Association, Dr. Win. Allen Pusey.
Secretary, the American Physical Therapy Association, February 12, 1931,

Dr. C. C. Vinton (New York).
President Pacific Coast Society of Obstetriciai.s and Gy necologists, Dr. Albert

Matthieu, August 30, 1933.
Secretary, Oregon State Medical 'ssociation, Dr. llolinan, August 30, 1933.
Portland Society of Obstetricians and Gynecologists (Oregon), Seiptembcr 27,

1933.
President, Utah State Medical Society, Dr. Mchugh, August 10, 1933.

Deans-&Shools of medicine

Dean Winteroitz, Yale University School of Medicine (Connecticut), May 20,
1930.

Dean Bass, Tulane University School of Medicine (Louisiana), May 14, 1930.
Dean of American Medicine, Dr. William H. Welch, Johns Hopkins (Maryland).
Dean of Mintesota University (Dr. E. P. Lyon Medical School), Jamna,'y 1930.
Dean of Olho State Universitv M,'-dical School (Dr. !-. Ht. J. Upham), 1930.
Dean, University of South Dakota L;chool of Medicine, May 12, 1930 (Dr. C. R.

Albertson).
Dean, School of Medicine, West Virginia University (Dr. J. N. Sinpson),

February 24, 1930.
Dean, Medical School, University of Wisconsin (Dr. C. It. Bardeen), February

15, 1932.
Departments of health and health officers

Floyd County Poard of Health, Dr. B. V. Ehore, commissioner, Rome, Ga.,
December 15, 1933.

Delaware State Board of Health, February 1931.
State health officer, Dr. J. N. Baker, Montgomery, Ala., February 8, 193*.
Territorial commissioner of health, Dr. DeVigh'ie, Juneau, Alaska, May 12,

1932.
Health officer (all health work in Los Angeles County), Dr. J. L. Poineroy,

February 1931.
Acting director State Bureau of health (Maine), Dr. C. F. Kendall, May 3,

1932.
State health commissioner of Michigan, Dr. C. C. Slemons, June 20, 1933.
Executive officer State Board of Health of Mississippi, Dr. Felix Underwood,

February 6, 1932,
Stnte health officer of Texas (member State and national society), May 5, 1932.
President and executive officer Board of Health, Territory of Hawaii, Dr. F. E.

Trotter, May 13, 1932.
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Organizations on maternal health, ,uberculosiB, medical clinics, dubs, nurses'

organizations, etc.

Maternal Health Association of Missouri, March 22, 1933.
Maternal Health Clinic of San Francisco.
Mothers Clinic of Los Angeles, June 21, 1929.
Weld Country Maternal Hygiene Committee of Greeley, Colo., April 29, 1932.
Mothers Health Committee of Miami, March 1932.
Maternal Health Society of Easton, Pa., May 4, 1932.
Denver Maternal Hygiene Committee, April 23, 1930.
Sonoma State Home, Eldridge, Calif., November 26, 1932.
Alabama Tuberculosis Association (executive secretary), May 1932.
Atlanta Tuberculosis Association Medical Staff, May 10, 1932.
Tuberculosis Association of North Carolina (secretary. Dr. McBraven).
Colorado Foundation for Research in Tuberculosis, April 28, 1932.'
The Lancet Club, Harvard Medical School, Boston, April 2c- 1532.
Medical Board of Babies Hospital, Medical Center, New York City.
Muhlenberg Hospital Alumnae, Plainfield, N.J., January 28, 1932.
1935 Nursing Division Pasadena Junior College, December 3, 1932.
Kentucky State Associatikn of Registered Nurses, October 18, 1933.
Graduate Nurses Registry Association, Plainfield, N.J., Januar) 19, 1932.
Texas Distiiet Graduate Nurses Association, December 7, 1933.

STATEMENTS, RESOLUTIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS BY MEDICAL SOCIETIES

THE NEW YORK ACADEMY OF MEDICINE (APRIL 19311

1. The New York Academy of Medicine, as a medical organization, should be
concerned solely with the medical and public health aspects of birth control, and
not with its economic considerations.

2 The contraceptive clinics already in existence in the various hospitals, and
operating within the law solely in the interest of the health of the individual
should be continued, und all institutions in which this service is required should
organize similar clinics as integral parts of dispensary and hospital service.

3. All extramural clinics, when their existence is temporarily justified, should
have a medical personnel of competent physicians with especial training in
gynecology; the clinics should secure the services of local gyl:ecologists and
obstetricians of recognized standing and authority to serve in an advisory capac-
ity and to formulate and enforce suitable rules and regulations concerning the
mIedical inaii, ions for the giving of contrmceptive advice and to make regular
inspections to see 'Iilt these rules are observed. Efforts should likewise be made
on the part of these extramural clinics to obtain the services of experienced
physicians in the several branches of medicine to aid the staff in diagnosis and
conduct of the more difficult cases. The extramural clinics, if so safeguarded
and supervised, should receive support of the medical profession only until a
sufficient number of hospital clinics ha,-e been developed to meet the public
health demand.

4. A movement should be begun to include in the curriculum of medical schools,
instruction in modern contraceptive measures and in the indications therefor.
The hospital clinics should likewise be asked to offer similar instruction to prac-
ticing physicians.

THE AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 1925 (SECTION ON OBSTETRIC ., GYNECOLOGY,
AND ABDOMINAL SURGERY)

As both our Federal and State laws in differing degrees hamper physicians in
giving contraceptive advice to their patients, the following resolution was sub-
initted and passed by the section on obstetrics, gynecology, and abdominal
surgery, in 1925:

"Resolved, that we hereby recommend the alteration of existing laws where-
ever necessary so that physicians may legally give contraceptive information to
their patients in the regular course of their practice."
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STATEMENT FRONT HENRY FORD HOSPITAL, DETROIT, M'CH.
APRIL 30, 1932.

In writing my impression of this legislation to you, I feel that I am not only
speaking for myself but representing the feeling of a large number of physicians,
when I state that it seems most important that information concerning birth
control to be given to the proper persons in a much more general way than is now
possible.

The serious conditions brought about by the present depression have enipha.
sized the need for birth-control education more than anything previously known.
Among the many applicants for assistance from pufl)lic welfare, many do not
desire more children, but since they lack information concerning birth control
they go on reproducing, adding to the unfortunate list. This, in addition to the
many of the physically unfit who would be glad to avoid bringing further un-
fortunates into the world, led us to see the importance of giving to this class of
people information which is so well known by the more well-to-do.

J. P. PRATT, M.D.,
Surgeon in Charg Division of GrYucoloqy and Obstetrics.

STATEMENT FROM BLODGETT MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, GRA.,D RAPIDS, MICH.

APiIL 30, 1932.
I wish to record strc,ngly my favorable attitude toward this bill and to say

that I believe action favoring the giving of sound contraceptive advice tinder
medical guidance to be a fundamentd necessity in meeting the present acute
problem of social relief. The obstetrical staff of this hospital is unanimously in
accord with this conviction.

D. M. MORRILL, M.D., Director.

STATEMENT FROM CLINICAL MEDICINE AND SURGEIIY (A PUWACATION), NORTH
CHICAGO, ILL.

With all the talk about poverty and uimemploymenit which is filling the news-
papers and the magazines these days, it strikes me as an e::ample of short-
sightednecs that more stress is not being laid upon one of the most important,
if not the most important, long-time preventatives of these difficulties and dan-
gers. I mean the general dissemination of information regarding birth control
under the direction and supervision of the medical profession.

The present archaic and practically unenforceable laws regarding the giving
of such information are now seriously !,qmpering the efforts and acti'Aties of
tliose who would be gli; to assief in this humanitarian and civilized piece ;,
work. Such information cannot be given in a scientific and satisfactory way
until it is possible to teach the technics in our medical schools, discuss them in
our medical meetings, and print articles about them in our medical journals.
Sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Federal laws now prevent this.

GEO. B. LAKE, M.D., Editor.

STATEMENT MADE BY DR. EHRENFEST, CHAIRMAN OF SUBCOMMITTEE 4, AVIIITE
HOUSE CONFERENCE ON CnIIhD HEALTH AND PROTECTION, 1930, SSCTIO.V I B,
PRENATAL AND MATERNAL CARE

There remains another large group of women whose physical condition leaves
no doubt in the mind of the consulted phy)sician that its further deterioration
could be reasonably or definitely expected from impregnation within a given
time. It seems rgical that on request he should give to them information in
regard to known contraceptive methods and always with the added warning that
no fully dependable method is known to ' medical profession. From this
viewpoint contraception must be regarded as an item of no mean importance
in the desirable elimination of factors which play an important role in maternal
and infant mortality and morbidity.
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sECTION A, SUBCOMMITTEE I ON OBSTETRIC TEACIiINGS AND EDUCATION OF PHYSI-
CIANS, NURSES, MIDWIVES, SOCIAL WORKERS, AND LAITY

It is the opinion of the committee that instruction should be given to the
student body in contraceptive methods and the therapeutic indications thereof.
Moreover, it is the opinion of the committee that the students should be given
special instruction in the management of abortions.

(Referer.2e to above statements contained in article by Dr. Palmer Findley
on The Undergraduate Teaching of Obstetrics, American Journal of Obstetrics
and Gynecology, June 1931, p. 805.)

Section 4. The handicapped. Care of dependent children away from home
(p. 51, preliminary report). About 1,500 institutions and 350 child-placing
agencies cared for approximately 250,000 different children during the past
year, one third of the children being in foster families.

They expendedd a total of approximately $60,000,000.

STATEMENT OF NATIONAL COMMITTEE ON MATERNAL HEALTH, INC., NEW Yi,aK
CITY, N.Y.

.JANUARY 16, 1934
The National Comn.ittee oi Maternal Health officially endorsed the bills S.

4436 and H.R. 11082 which were before the qeventy-second Congress and the
same endorsemIent is given to S. 1812 and H.R. 5978, now before the Seventy-
tird Congress, and 111)01k which a hearing is to be held before the Judiciary
Comlnittee of the flouse of Representatives. on J1anuary 18 next.

ROBERT L. lICKINSON, M.D., Secretary.

WASHINGTON, D.C., January 17, 1934.
Mrs. MARGARtET SANOERt,

Mayflower liotel, l'shington, D.C.:
Brush Foundation reaffirms its endorsement (if bills as last year.

T. WINGATE TODD,
Brash Foundoon, Cleveland, Ohio.

STATEMENT OF FREDERICK A. BALLARD, ATTORNEY, OF
CUTHELL, WHITE, HOTCHEISS & CLARK OF WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. BALLARD. '|r. Chairman and members of the committee, it is
ith entire confidence from a professional standpoint that I respect-

fully submit to you, purely from the angle of legislative technique in
its broadest sense, that it is your duty to act favorably on the bill
that you have before you. Our office'has gone as exhaustively and
as dispassionately as human beings can into the legal aspects of this
question, and I ask leave to file with the committee this memorandum
on those phases of (he problem.

The CIIAUMAN. You may.
(The memorandum referred to was filed with the clerk of the

committee and is printed at the end of Mr. Ballard's testimony:.)
Mr. BALLARD. Obviously this is not the place to go into a detailed

legal discussion of the decisions and of State laws as well as foreign
laws involving this problem, although I should be very glad indeed
to answer any questions.

The CHAIRMAN. I doubt that the committee would desire instruc-
tion along that line.

Mr. BALLARD. I beg yo'ir pardon?
The CHAIRMAN. 1 dou)., that the committee would desire very

much instruction along the line of the purely legal aspects.
Mr. BALLARD. In that case, 1 will merely state the conclusions

which we have set out at length, with cases fully cited, and with full
excerpts from the legislative history of these laws, and with a full
analysis of the State laws and on appendix to this memorandum.
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The CHAIRMAN. Very well.
Mr. BALLARD. The conclusions that we reach are three:
First, as a matter of legislative history, it appears beyond question

that when these laws appeared on the statute books for the first time
in 1873, Congress had not the slightest inkling that it was legislating
on the subject of birth control

Secondly, the Federal Courts have unmistakably indicated that
they read into tbe statute which this bill would amend the exemption
which this bill would legislate into it in a much more orderly fashion.

Thirdly, the State laws, in a great majority of our States, permit
the oral prescription by physicians and the filling of those prescriptions
by druggists of contraceptive material.

In the Wilson law of 1890, and in the V/ebb-Kenyon Act ef 1913,
and in the wording of the 1921 amendment, Congress has seen fit to
lend the facilities of the Federal Government for the protection or
the laws and public policies of the various States.

It seems extraordinary to see a reversal of that process, by which
the Federal laws in effect nullify the laws of a great majority of the
States, because this material which physicians in most States can
legally dispense within certain limitation must, because of these
statutes, be bootlegged from patently bootleg sources.

Finally, it is perhaps not foreign to a lawyer's province to state
that it is not a theory or a hypothesis that you are confronted with.
It is an existing reality, and it is high time, we submit, that the Fed.
eral laws were put in conformity with the state of public opinion, a
state of public opinion which is becoming increasingly more solidified
every day. I thank you.

Mr. CELLER. May I propound a question?
Mr. BALLARD. Certainly.
Mr. CELLER. Does your brief contain a list of European nations

or other nations, relative to their laws concerning the dissemination
of this knowledge?

Mr. BALLARD. It does.
Mr. CELLER. Does it give anything as to the experience rf those

nations in the enforcement of those statutes?
Mr. BALLA RD. I have gone into that a little bit with the English

experience.
(The brief referred to is as follows:)

FEDERAL LEGISLATION ON BIRTH CONTROL: LEGAL ASPECTS AND LEGISLATIVE
HISTORY

This memorandum contains the available legislative story of the Federal
statutes which the present bill would amend; surveys the field of legislation on
contraception in the States and in other countries; and analyzes the existing legal
situation. I

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

Contraception first appeared on the Federal statute books in ai act of March 4,
1873 1 entitled "An act for the suppression of trade in and circulation of obscene
literature and articles of immoral use."

Section 1 of that act was substantially identical with present section 312 of the
Criminal Code 2 forbidding the manufacture, sale, or advertisement of contra-
ceptive devices inl any place within the exclusive 'Irisdiction of the Federal
Government.

1 37 Stat., M8. c. 258.
U.S.C., Title 181, sec. 512.
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Section 2 was for present purposes substantially identical with present section
211 of the Criminal Code 3 closing the nails to contraceptive devices and infor-
mation.

Section 3 forbade the importation from abroad of contraceptive devices and
information. It was in part the forerunner of present section 245 of the Criminal
Code;' but principally of section 305 (a) of the tariff laws 1 which is not affected
by this bill. The prohibitions now contained in section 245 of the Criminal Code
against interstate carriage came into the law in an act of February 8, 1897.9
Their constitutionality was upheld by a Federal District Court in United States v.
popper, 98 F. 423 (1899).

actionn 4 provided penalies for the aiding and abetting by Federal officers of
violations of the act. A similar provision is now found in the United States Code,
title 18, section 190.

Eection 5 provided for the search and seizure of the material denounced by the
act. Corresponding provisions now appear in the United States Code, title 18,
section 19" ; title 19, section 136.

It thus appears that except for the provisions relating to interstate carriage
the present statutes reflect substantially the original act of 1873. It is conse-
quently relevant to consider the circumstances and purposes of the passage of
that act as they appear from the legislative history and other authoritative
sources.

The act was the result of a bill introduced ia the Senate on Fcbruary 11, 1173,
by Senator Windom of Minnesota, and referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.7  This bill was reported out by the Committee on February 18 '
in a form substantially identical with that of the act as passed, except that in
section 1 (referring to territory exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Federal
Government) after the reference to contraception or abortion are these words:
,Except on a prescription of a physician in good standing given in good faith

* * *." If this language hadbeen kept in the bill the necessity of the
present bill as to section 312 of the Criminal Code would have been eliminated.
On February 20, however, the exception was removed by an amendment offered
by Senator'Buckihighatn, in charge of the bill. The nature of the amendment
w'as not explained to the Senate; 9 Senator Conkling remarking that the amend-
mcil "might just as well be regarded as agreed to as to be voted upon, for I
tlhi,.K no Senator is able to get an intelligent idea of the substance of this amend-
nient as contrasted with that which it is to take the place of."

The bill -. as passed by Senate on February 21;10 on February 22 it was sent
to the House 1 and passed by that body on March 1. The sole contribution of
the official records to an understanding of the purpose of this legislation is to be
found in an extension of remarks in the House by Mr. Merriam, the sponsor in
the llostse.32 These remarks, set out in full in the appendix of this memorandum,
denitonstrate conclusively (what social history corroborates) that the sole object
of the legislation was to stamp out a wide-spread traffic, particularly among
school children, of pornographic literature. There is included in the remarks
by Mr. Merriam the complete quotation of a letter written to him by An-
hony Comstock, the leading advocate of the bill. From this it appear that even
Mr. Conistock had no thought of birth control. There is no reference to contracep-
tion by Mr. Merriam; and the only reference by Mr. Comstock is an incidental
one in connection with the practice, by those distributing the objectionable
literature among school children, of accompanying it with devices for miasturba-
tion and contraception.

It consequently appears beyond question that the statutes which the present
bill secks to amend were passed without the slightest intention on the part of
Congress to legislate upon the subject of birth control.

U.S.C., Title 1i, see. 331.
'U.S C., Title IR. see. 396.
'U.S.C., Title 19, sec. 1305.
629 Stat., 512.
'S. 1572; Congressional Globe, 42d Cong., 3d seass., p. 1240.
:Congressional Globe, supra, p. 1436.
Complete excerpted from the proceedings are contained in the appendix to this memorandum, pt. 1.
Congressional Globe, supra, p. 1571

"lbid, p. 1638.
"See Congressional Globe, supra, p. 2005. These remarks are contained In full In appendix, pt. 2,

vt this memorandum.
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II

LAWS OF THE STATES AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES

ISummaries of the State and foreign legislation, with references, appear in the appendix to thl
memorandum, pt. 31

States.-Contraception seems not to hive been mentioned in any State statute
until in 1869 Anthony Comstock secured the passage in New York of an act
similar in form and purpose to the Federal act of 1873. Following the Federal
act the legislatures of all States, except North Carolina and New Mexico, passed
in quick succession statutes of similar intent and in many cases of similar form.
Under Federal precedents hereinafter mentioned contraceptive material is not
embraced by general obscenity statutes when sold to physicians; there is no evi-
dence that the State laws have been differently interpreted. The statutes of
24 States 13 specifically refer to contraception. Of these States 12 14 expressly
exempt medical practice- 8 "3 refer.'lng specifically to physicians, and 4 referring
to medical education. New Jersey's prohibition stipulates "without just cause'
which apparently would be Interpreted to exempt physicians. Connecticut for.
bids onlyuse. Of the remaining 10 States which refer to contraception, all but
that of Mississippi are apparently so worded as to permit the oral prescription
by physicians to their patients. It has been said t.iut this exemption would
aply also to the druggists who fill the prescriptions. 7

That these laws have actually not been enforced against physicians is a fact
of common knowledge of which this committee will no doubt take judicial
notice.

"* * * the laws have not been enforced, even where they were enforceable,
so far as the medical practice of contraception is concerned. But even so, the
association in our law books of the prevention of conception with abortion on
the one hand, and viith indecent books, stories, and pictures on the other, has
effectually blocked all attempts to amend or repeal the laws in the interest of
public health.

"Legislators have been frightened away from a subject ma, e so unsavory, and
other public leaders have been so intimidated that imparatial consideration by
professional or lay groups has been immeasurably retarded." Is

B. Foreign countries.-There seems to have been no legal restrictions on the
dissemination of contraceptive information abroad until after the American act
of 1873. Since that time France and Italv have enacted ismasurci modeled in
somc respects on oir law. It is understood that there is also some restriction in
Belgium. Elsewhere no restrictions have been found. In England it was estab-
lished by the famous Bradlaugh-Besant trial in 1877 that contraceptive inform-
tion is not embraced by the general obscenity law. Stice the time of this trial the
British Parliament and courts appear to have put no obstacles in the way of dis-
semination of scientific information on contraception, and instances have been
recorded of its judicial encouragement.

III

EXISTING LEGAL SITUATION

A. It appears that in any State except (possibly) Mississippi, physicians may
lawfully prescribe (orally) and probably druggists may lawfully dispense, upon pre.
scription, the material which they cannot receire through the mnails or from abroad
under the words of the present Federal statutes.-A dispassionate interpretation of
the State laws seems to indicate that a physician may lawfully give oral advice on
contraception to a patient in every State except Mississippi. (See analysis of State
laws.) T'he New York Court of Appeals has said that an express exemption of
the l)hvsician extends to the druggist acting under the p!hysiciam's direction.. No
cases have beci discovered , in am State holding that a druggist could be convicted
for filling m prewription. It is common knowledge that such druggists are not

,3 Arizona, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa Kansas Louisiana, Massachusetts,
Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi. Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, New
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Washington. Wyoming.

"Colorado, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Minoe.cta, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, Wyoming.

" Colorado, Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Nevada, New York, Ohio, Wyoming.
14 Kansas. Missouri, Nebraska, Pennsylvania.
17 People v. Saner, 222 N.Y. 192.
" Dickinson and Bryant," Control of Conception", 1932, Issued by the National Committee on Maternal

Health, Inc.
* People v. Sanger, 222 N.Y. 192, 195.
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prosecuted; and the practical construction of a law by the officials charged with
its enforcement is admittedly entitled to considerable weight.

It results thPt the Federal Government prevents physicians and druggists from
obtainitig material which in general they may lawfully dispense under their State
lss. 'Tie Federal Government has in the past, particularly with reference to
intoxicating liquor, enacted law3 intended to lend its facilities to the States fc.r
the protection of their own laws. Such acts were the Wilson law of 1890;19 the
Webb-Kenv'on Act of 1013 20 and the Reed Amendment of 1917. 21 The twenty-
first tmcndment is so worAed. It seem!; most extraordinary to see a reversal of
this pro(e,-s by %ihich the laws of the States are not protected but are in effect
nullied I)y tle Federal law.

B. It is probable that the present Federal statutes would not be construed to apply
to physicians and druggists.-There are no cases holding squarely that cop-
traceptive devices or information may be sent through the mails to physicians
and druggists, who are legally dispensing it, or for other legal use. It would
seem, however, that t!; courts would so hold if the question were now presented.
There have been vigorous dicta in decided cases which so indicate.

In several cases dealing with indictments for mailing "obscene" matter under
section 211 the courts have recognized that what is "obscene" may depend upon
the character of the addressee, and the manner of distribution, although there
is nothing in the statute (apart from the elasticity of the word itself) to support
such a qualification. 22

It has been held that books on contraception may not be excluded from the
country as obscene under section 305 ot the Tariff Act of 1930.2s

Again in a case 24 involving an indictment for mailing information on abortion,
Judge Mack said:

i* * * Its 'abortion] Inclusion in the statute governing the use of the mails
indicated a national policy of discountenancing abortion as inimical to the national
life. Though the letter of the statute would cover all acts of abortion, the rule
of giving a reasonable construction in view of the disclosed national purpose would
exclue those acts that are in the interest of the national life. Therefore a
physician may lawfully use the mails to say that if an examination shows the
necessity of an operation to sav life he will operate, if such in truth is his real
position. * * *"

Fiially, in Youngs Rubber Corp. v. C. I. Lee & Co.,2 the Circuit Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit unmistakably indicates the opinion that the word

illegal" may be read into the statute preceding the word "contraceptive", so
that to prove a case against the sender of contraceptive material it would be
necessary for the Governmenit to show that the sender intended the material to
be used for an illegal contraception. The court says,25 after quoting the words
of section 211 and section 245 of the Criminal Cede:

"Tc.:kei literally, this language would seem to forbid the transportation by
mail or common carriage of anything 'adapted', in the sense of being suitable
or fitted, for preventing conception or for avy indecent or immoral purpose,
even though the article might also be capable of legitimate uses and the sender
in good faith supposed that it would be used only leg;timately. Such a construc-
tion would prevent mailing to or by a physician of any drug or mechanical device
'adapted' for contraceptive or abortifacient uses, although the physician desired
to use or to prescribe it for proper medical purposes. rie intention to prevent
a proper medical use of drugs or other articles merely because they are capable
of illegal uses is not lightly to be ascribed to Congress. Section 334 forbids also
the mailing of obscene books and writings; yet it has never been thought to bar
from the mails medical writings sent to or by physicians for proper purposes,
though of a character which would render them highly indecent if sent broad-
cast to all classes of persons. See United States v. Chesinan, 19 F. 497 498
(C.C.E.D.Mo.); United States v. Clarke, 38 F. 500, 502 (D.C.E D.Mo.); United
States v. Smith 45 F 475, 478 (D.C.E.D.Wis.); United States v. Dennett, 39 F.
(2d) 564, 568 (6.C.A.*2). It would seem reasonable to give the word 'adapted'
a more limited meaning than that above suggested and to construe the whole

It Act of Aug. 8, 10, 26 Stat. 313. e. 728.
P Act of Mar. 1, 1913. 37 Stat. 699, c. 90.
5 Act of Mar. 3, 1917, 39 Stat. 1068,1 069.
8 United Satea v. Chesmsn, 19 F. 497,498(1881); United States v. Cark, 38 F. 00, 502(1881); UnitedStates v.

Smith 4S F. 476. 478 (1891); United States v. Dennett, 39 F. (2d) 564, 8 (1930).
" United States v. One Obscene Book, 38 F. (2d) 821 (1931); United Slates v. One Book Entitled "Contra-

oeption", 51 F. (2d) 525 (1931).
I' Bourse v. United Sleals, 29 F. 90, 964 (1915).
I45 F. (2d) 103 (1930).
nP. i1,.
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phrase 'designed, adapted, or intended' as requiring an intent on the part Of
the sender that the article mailed or shipped by common carrier be used for illegal
contraception or abortion or for indecent or immoral purposes. See Bouts v.
United States, 229 F. 960, 964 (C.C.A. 7). ,,However, we do not find it necessary
to decide this question in the present case.

No complete survey has been made of prosecutions under these statutes.

APPENDIX

PART I

Prcceedings in the Senate on Februare 20, 1873, representing the entire con-
sideration given by that body to the at of 1873. (Congressional Globe, 42d
Cong., 3d sess., p. 1524 et seq.)

[Senator Buckingham asked permission to take up the bill "believing that
every Senator will be in favor of it." By unanimous consent Senator Buckingham
was given an extension to the morning hour of 10 minutes for the consideration
of the bill.)

"Senator BUCKINGHAM. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the
first section and inserting the following. [Therein follows sec. 1 of the act as
finally passed.)

"The VICE PRESIDENT. This amendment will be regarded as agreed to if there
be no objection.

"Mr. CONKLING. I suggest that it might just as well be regarded as agreed to
as to be voted upon, for I think no Senator is able to get any intelligent idea of
the substance of this amendment as contrasted with tl.t which it is to take the
place of.

"Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will say to the Senator that there is no material alteration
in the section. It is rather to strengthen it thant otherwise.

"Mr. CONKLINO. Will my friend be kind enough to point out, without going
into particulars, what the respects are in which it is strengthened or altered?

"Mr. BUCKINGHAM. The words in the thirteenth line are stricken out. I cannot
give the details without looking at the bill. I will say that it meets the approval
of the gentlemen near me who have examined this bill in the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

"Mr. CASSEiLY. I made an objection to this bill the day before yesterday on
the ground principally that it seemed to me not sufficiently guarded, and that
it failed in some respects to meet the object i view. and thtat was anl object that
recommended itself to us all; and upon the suggestion of the Senator from Con-
necticut, who has charge of the bill, I prepared some amendments. One of
them is the section which has just been read. I prepared it after consulting and
comparing the English statute drawn by Lord Camdeii as the result of his expe-
rience as a magistrate in regard to this very subject. It seems that in E'gland
the evil was very great and of very wide extent. Tle changes made are either
to make the bill more efficient by providing for cases such as the exhibition of
the evil pictures or representations, omitted in the bill as resentedd by the com-
mittee, or they were changes made for the purpose of defining exactly the power
and jurisdiction of the court.- and officers over the subject.

"It would be rather a long business to go through the detail of the changes
made, but that general statement, I think, fairly represents the character of
them. A portion of the first section as reporteI by the committee was not
very distinct as to what was intended to be provided for, and in those respects
I labored to make the section more definite. I need not inform the Senator
that the whole subject, while it is one that addresses itself to our best fcelinge
and strongest convictions, is one that requires to be dealt with carefully in
legislation. #

"The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the
amendment of the committee."

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.
(Mr. Buckingham then proposed in similar fashion amendments, here irrele-

vpnt, to sec. 3 and sec. 5 of the bill, which were passed.)
"Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senate had better take the bill precisely as it came

from the committee, and let this outside work go where it belongs, out of the
Senate. After a committee have examined this question and have reported a bill
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to this body, It may be presumed *hat they know a part of what belongs to the
abject; and this kind of legislation, of tinkering by a single Senator with a subject
so important to the country as thit, is one which does not meet my approbation,
and I hope it will not meet the approbation of the Senate. Let the Senate take
the bill as it has been reported and pass it. The country demands it.

,Mr. CONLINo. This l1 has reached a point now where nobody seems to
have any other suggestion to make about It, and I propose, if itbe acceptable to the
Senator having it in charge, that It shall now be printed as amended in order that
we may know something at least of what we are voting upon. For one, although
I have tried to acquaint myself with it, I have no'v' been able to tell either from
,he io~ing of apparently illegible manuscript in some cases by the keoretary, or
from pri'. ate information gathered at the moment, and if I were to be questioned
now as to what this bill Contains, I could not aver anything certain in regard to it.
The indigr ation and disgust which everybody feels in reference to the acts which
are here a-med at may possibly lead us to do something which, when we come to
ese it in print, will not be the thing we would have done if we had understood it

and were more deliberate about it. Now I think the bill had better be printed as
it stands, and it will be on our tables tomorrow morning, and then my friend from
Connecticut will have no difficulty in obtaining a vote upon it.

"Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Very well.
"The VIcE PRESIDENT. The I minutes allowed this bill have ex-

pired • * *

(ConIrsJsloa Olobe, 42d Cong., 3d ses,., vol. II1, p. IsS, appendi]

OBOCENE LITERATURE

PrzECH OF EON. C. L. MERRI OF 01W YORK IN THE HOUSE AV REPRESENTATIVES,
MARCH 1, 1873

On the bill (S. No. 1572) for the suppressing of trade in and circulation of obscene
literature and articles of immoral use

Mr. MERRIAM. Mr. Speaker, the purposes of this bill are so clearly in the best
interests of morality and humanity, that I trust It will receive the unanimous
voice of Congress. It is terrible to contemplate that more than 6,000 persons
are daily employed in a carefully organized business stimulated to activity by all
the incentives that avarice and wickedness can invent, to place in the schools
and homes of our country, books, pictures, and immoral appliances of so low
and debasing a nature that it would seem that the brute creation itself would
tLrn from in disgust.

I am sure this American Congress will not only give all the aids of legislation
for the annihilation of this trade, but that the outraged manhood of our age will
place in the strongest possible manner its seal of condemnation upon the low
brutality which threatened to destroy the future of this Republic by making
merchandise of the morals of our youth. Recent revelations have convinced us
that no home, however select, has been safe from tf -t corrupting influences.
The purity and beauty of womanhood has been no pzt..tion from the insults
of this trade.

It may be doubted, Mr. Speaker, if war, pestilence, or famine could leave
deeper or woore deadly scars upon a nation than the general diffusion of this
pestilential literature. The history of nations ndmonishes us that even our fair
Republic will be of but short duration unless tLe vigor and purity of youth be
preserved.

Philosophers and legislators have stood bewildered before the revelations of
crime and depravity In th!s our day when every incentive of religion and educa-
tion that circles about our civilization ought to ennoble and elevate mankind.
No revelation, until the unearthing of this scandal upon our age, has solved the
mystery. The pride of our people in their schools may well be humbled over the
revelations presented by one young man in New Vork-whose hand with deter-
mined and commendable energy is falling heavily ipon the workers in this detest-
able business-he exhibits to us mo-e than 15,000 letters seized from the dealers
and publishers in New York City; !etters written by students of both sexes
throughout our land ordering obscene literature. Fathers and mothers have

37495-34-3
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reted secure in the consciousness of performed duty while unbeknown to them
their children in some of our beat schools were students of a debasing literature,
thrust upon them by insidious and cowardly hands--a literature, the very nature*
of which would be hidden by the young from the eyes of the teacher and parent-.
a literature which kindles and inflames the brute forces born in man, and over
which religion and education strive to obtain the mastery. By examinatlon
into the accumulations at "the Dead Letter Office" and the seizures In New York
City, we find that the dealers in obscene literature have organlsed circulating
libraries, which are under the charge of the nit vicious boys In the school,
boys chosen and paid by the vendors and who circulate among the tudents
at 10 cents a volume, any of the 144 obscene books heretofore published in New
York City.

Fortunately most of the stereotype plates of these books have been recently
destroyed. The existence of this literature has been traced to schools in the very
Capital of our Nation, where its pernicious influence has sent to positive destruo.
tion some promlb'ng boys, who, but fc r the deadly poionn instilled into their
young minds might have developed into wise and good men. This species of
literature has also been found in some of the best schools of New York City and
Brooklyn in the colleges of Pennsylvania, and in the colleges and seminaries of
Ohio. No State or Territory Is exempt from the presence of its pernicious influ.
ence.

Among the seizures made in New York are found 20 separate orders recorded
on the books of the dealers, coming from the librarian of a public school in one of
our proudest western States.

It is not surprising, Mr. Speaker, that these revelations have amazed and
alarmed members of Congress. The masses of our people, doubtless as ignorant
hitherto as ourselves, of the nature and extent of th is fearful evil-will not
wonder that their Representatives have consented to enter upon an investigation
of a most disagreeable and sickening nature, nor would they pardon us should we
fail to put an end to this nefarious and diabolical traffic-a traffic so profitable to
the dealers that more than one person has accumulated a fortune of half a million
dollars in the business. It Is of the highest importance to the suppression of th
trade, that all available Information upon the subject be placed before Congress
and the country. The following letter has been received in the course of our
Investigations, and its author deserves the thanks of all good men:

Since the destruction of stereotyped plates of old books, secret circulars have
been discovered of a notice to dealers that "12 ne* books are in course of prep.
aration and will soon be ready for delivery."

I believe the calling of the attention of the country to this monstrous crime,
and determination of the Representatives of the people in Congress to go to the
farthest constitutional point within their power of legislation for its annihila-
tion, will incite every State legislature to enact similar laws for its final destruc-
tion.

The victims of this traffic have filled the prisons and madhouses of our land;
hence every instinct of political economy demands prompt and vigorous action
from good men everywhere. The Prison Association of New York says:

"Good men have ever lamented the pernicious influence of a depraved and
perverted literature- but such literature has never been systematically and
widely diffused as ai the present time. This is owing to two causes; its cheap.
ness and facility of conveyance by teamboat and rail car. A very large pro-
portion of the works thus put n circulation are of the worst character, ten ding
to corrupt the principles, to enflame the passions to excite impure desire and to
spread a blight over All the powers of the soul. brothels are recruited from this
more than frow any other one source. Those who search the trunks of convicted
criminals are almost sure to find in them one or more of these works; and few
prisoners who can read at all fail to enumeratp among the causes which led them
into crime the unhealthy stimulus of this depraved and pernicious literature."

We read in an English journal that-
"The Evgllsh Society for the Suppression of Vice has destroyed 129,681

indecent prints, 16,220 illustrated books * * *."
Another Influential newspaper alluding to this subject, says:
"It seems that tie same terrible evil though not in a form as ross, 7e perhaps

for that very reason more dangerous is found in England * .
Englishmen deal less tenderly than we In what tends to demoralize their

youth. Long ago the ilthy publications of New York were suppressed in
London. A leading New York paper says:

"It Is the duty of every parent add every teacher to be continually on the
alert to thwart the introduction of thi morA leDrosy among those intrusted to
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their guardianship. It is a startling but too well established fact that no child
who goes to a school of any kind in this vicinity, or even passes along the streets
with other children, Is safe from the sly distributors of these pestilent publica-
tions. In repeated instances of late the most careful parents and instructors have
been shocked to find such books and pictures fn possession of children of 9 ar 10
yeas, who had received them as gifts, with an injunction to keep them con-
eealed, and particular information as to where others might be bought. Such
agencies of pollution operate so rapidly in soiling the purity of children's minds
and corrupting their lives, that teachers and parents cannot possibly be too
vigilant in guarding against these baits of the devil."

.With the passage of this bill I shall have performed a most uninviting duty.
No man, even when impelled by a conscientious conviction of official duty, goes
willingly down into the gutters of human depravity to act as scavenger to root out
moral deformiti. He fights to advantage who knows his enemy. The good
men of this country who regard their homes as their sanctuaries, warned by this
exposure, will act with determined energy to protect what they hold most precious
in life-the holiness and purity of their firesides.

PART 2
BROOKLYN, January 18, 188.

DEAR SIR: I have the honor to ackLowledge the receipt of your favor of the
12th instant in which you ask for a statement from me in reference to the traffic
in obscene literature.

In 'reply I have been engaged in the suppression of this business since about
I year ago. At that time I knew only one place where this business was carried
on the dealer was arrested, his papers "pi.eon-holed" and he continued on in
the same business, even letting out these vile books at 10 cents per week to they-uths and children of. our public schools. In seeking to procure the arrest
of this man again I was betrayed b, a policeman who has since been dismissed
from the service ,-non my preferring charges against him to our police commis-
sioners. After ", i the Sunday Mercury came out against me, and said "If
I was the Christian man I professed to be, I could find plenty of these men in
Ant, and Nassau Strects and elsewhere." Accordingly, profiting by this hint
and by the aid of the numerous advertisements in this same paper, the Days
Doings, the New Varieties, and the Illustrated Police Gazette, Ihave succeeded
in unearthing this hydra-headed monster In part, as you will see by the following
statement which in many respects, might be truthfully increased in quantity.
These I have seized and destroyed:

[Here follows lengthy list of statistics of obscene articles seized by
the writer.)

With the exception of one arrest, this has all been done since the second of
last March; and with the exception of about three arrests, the whole work has
been accomplished by myself or under my own supervision, so that I know
whereof I speak.

There are various ways by which this vile stuff has been disseminated. First,
by advertising in the above-named newspapers. Some weeks there is not a single
advertisement in some of these papers tnat is not designed either to cheat or de-
fraud, or intended to be a medium of sending out these accursed books and ar-
ticles. For instance, I have arrested a number of persons, one in particular, who
advertised a musical album to be sent for 50 cents. I sent the 50 cents and re-
ceived back a catalog of obscene books with the following card attached:

"The album is only a pretense to enable us to forward you a catalog of our fancy
books. Should you order any of these books your 5) cents will be credited."

It iF needless to say I or-lered, then arrested him, locked him up in the New
Haven jail, and he has been indicted by the grand Jury in the United States Court
of Connecticut and now is held in bail for trial. In the same way, by advertising
beautiful views or pictures of some celebrated place or person these men received
answers from innocent persons for these pictures, and among the pictures sent
will be one or more of these obscene pictures and catalogs of these vile books and
rubber goods. For be it known that wherever these books go or catalogs of these
books will you ever find as almost indispensable, a complete list of rubber articles
for masturbation or for the proposed prevention of contraception.

Secondly. These abominations are disseminated b.. these men first obtaining
the addresses of scholars and students in our schools and colleges and then for-
warding these circulars. They secure thousands of names in this way, by either
sending for a catalog of schools, seminaries, and colleges under the pretense of
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*ending a child to attend these places, or else by sending out a circular purporting
to be getting up a directory of all the scholars and students In schools and college
in the United States, or of taking the census of all the unmarried people and
offering to pay 5 cents per name for lists so 3ont. I need not say the money Is
seldom or never sent, but I do say that these names, together with those that
come In reply to advertisements, are sold to other parties so that when .5 man
desires to engage in these nefarious businesses he has only to purchase a list of
those names and then your child, be it a son or daughter, is as liable to have
thrust into i'. hands all unbeknownst to you, one of these devilish catalogs.

You will please observe that this business is carried on principally by the
agency of the United States mails and there is no law today by which we can
in' erfere with the sending out o, these catalogs and circulars through the mail,
except they are obscene on their fawe; and them are scores of men that are sup.
porting themselves and families today by sending out these rubber goods etc.,
through the malls, that I cannot touch for want of law. There are men in Phila.
delpha, in Chicago, In Boston, and In other places who are doing this businea
that I could easily detect and convict if the law were only sufficient.

There was I year ago published in and at New York and vicinity 144 different
obscene books. I have seized the stereotyped plates, steel and copper-plate
engravings, etc., for 142 of thes, books. There were four publishers on the 2d
of last March; today three of these are In their graves, and It is charged by their
friends that I worried them to death. Be that s it may, I am sure the world
1s better without them. One man, since the year 1842 (according to the account
book that I have) has published some 18 or 20 different books and ha. never to
my knowledge been arrested but has for years been the victim of blackmail by
the detectives of New York bity and In this manner has been practically licensed
by them to do this business.

It is with great pleasure that I state that the refusal of President Grant to
pardon those who had been convicted of this offense in the United States courts,
.and of Governor Hoffman those who ha :e been convicted In this State in the
State courts has sent dismay into the camp of these men, and will go very far
toward cheeking this business.

The district attorney and his deputies are ready to prosecute any and all eaes
when they are brought to their notice and there is no question about these men
having justice done them if convicted before any of our judges; eo that all we
want to break up this nefarous business is a broader law. I present these facts
for your consideration.

I have the honor to be with very great respect, sir, your obedient servant.
ANTHONY COMSTOCK.

Mon. C. L. MEaRIAM,
Hew.. of Representatives, Washington.

PART 3.-Summary of State laws compiled in 1931 by the National Committee on
Maternal Health, Inc.-No substantial changes to date have been discovered
ezce iiisg Wisconsin

Summary of provisions relating to prevention ol
Statute effective, 1931- conceptionStte test code year., number,. .AllislntState abbreviated title A. Prohibits-- patio

Exemption$

Alabama.......... None.
Arizona ........ 1913 title 9, ch. 9. sec. 313: Advertisement of means or

Indecent exposure, cb-, pger of services.
meo exhibition, books,,
grlnts, a n d disorderly

Arksoa ............... None.Oa atknla .............. 1913 title 9. ch. 8, sec. 517: Advertisement of medicine,
Unlawful advertisement, means, or oifer of service.

Colorado ............... 1915(1) titles, ch. 28, see. 99: Publication, circulation,
Advertisement of sub- sale, or advertisement.
stances to cum private
disease etc.191. (2) Title 24, ch. 183, see. Exhibition or sale of drug, Physicians, books.
219: Offenses against pub- medicine, or Instrument. colleges, or drug.
lic morality health, and gsts.
police: Exhibiting or sell-
i obscene books.

'Date refers to code, not to year statute was first passed. Nearly all were actually passed In the 101• and 1870's.
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PART 3.--Summary of State laws compiled in 1981 by the National Commitee on
Maternal health, Inc.-No substantial changes to date have been dicovered
excepting Wisconsin-Continued

Summary of provisions resting to prevention of
conceptinn

Statute effective, 131-
State latest code year, number,

abbreviated ltle B. Application to
A. Prohibits- medical practice.

Exemptions

Connecticut ............

aware .............
Flords ...............
G e org ia ....... . . . . . . . . .
Idaho ..................

ll1noLs .................
Indian2 .................

Iowa ...................

Kansas .................

Kentucky ..............
Louislana ..............

Maine ..................

Maryland .........
Massachusetts..."::,

16 18, ch. 333, see. O399: Use
of drugs or Instruments to
prevent conception.

None.
Do.
Do.

1919, title 69. ch. 303, art. 9,
sec. 8308: Indecent adver-
tisement.

None.
I026, ch. 1, art. 6: Against

chastity and morality.
Sec. 2560: Obscene literature,

possrsion and circulation
(462).

Sec. 2570: Obscene literature,
sending (f63).

See. 2672: D-ugs for females,
advcrtisirg (465).

1927. ch. 92, w.. 13,190-13,
195: Obscene literature.
and articles for immoral
8use.

192 ch, 21 art t, see. 1lO:
Obscene publications, ad-
vertising, lotteries.

None.
1920, art. 95: Prohibiting ad-

vertisement for use of fe-
males.

1916 och. 126, see. 10 ..........

None.
1921. ch. 272. secs. 20-21:

Crime against chastity,
etc. (qale. exhibiltion, or
other distribution of drug
or article.)

Michigan ............... 1915, ch. 259, see 2 offenses
I against chastity.

Minnesota ..............

Mississippi .............

Missouri ...............

1913. ch. 98. sec.8706-8707:
Crimes against morality.
decency, etc.: Indecent
articles and obscene mat-
ter.

1927, chI6, sec. JOS&0 Ob.
scenity-indecent articles.

1919, ch. 24, art. 8. see. 2525:
Advertistug Secret Drugs,
etc.

Use of contraceptives ........

Advertisement of means or
offer of service a felony.

Possession, circulation, sale.
advertisement of medicine.

Mailing, carrying medicine
or advertisement or pub-
lication.

Advertising, printing, or
publication, account or
desclption of drug, medi-
cine, Instrument or appa-
ratus: sale or distribution
of advertising of secret
drug or nostrum.

A dlertisement, sale. exhibi-
don of medicine or articles.

Printing, writing, publish-
Ing; sales of drugs or in-
strument; sale of secret
drugs or nostrum.

Printing and publishing
advertisement of secret

drug nostrum.
Publication. sale. distribu-

tion of recipe orprescrip-
tion or compound.

Advertisement, p ringing.
publication, circulation, or
causes such, of any sort of
notice of person or place
where medicine or instru-
ment or Information or
knowledge can be ob-
tained.

Publication or sale of recipe
or prescription for drops,
pills, tinriures, or other
compounds.

Sell, loan. give. exhibit, or
advertise, instrument ar.
tile, drug, medicine, or
oral information about
such articles: and mailing
or otherwise transporting
same.

Sale. loan, gift, exhibition,
advertisement instrument
or article, drug. or medi-
cine; or writing printing,
publishing, or giving
orally any information as
to source of such article
or medicine: or manufac-
turing such.

Printing. publIshinf, or other
ad~ertisment or account
of drug. medicine, instru-
ment or apparatus; keep-
ing for sale or free distri-
buton any secret drug or
or medicine.

Physiclans. col-
leges, b o o ks,
druggists.

Physicians, col-
leges, books,
druggists, artists.

Medical books.

Physicians and by
I m p Ication,
druggists.

Colleges, books.
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PART 3.-Summary of State laws compiled in 1981 by the National Committee on
Maternal Health, Inc.-No substantial changes to date have been discovered
excepting Wisconsin-Continued

State

Montana ...............

Nebraska ...............

Nevada .................

New Hampshire ........
New Jersey .............

Statute effective, 1931-
latest code year, number,
ab!.revated title

1921, pt. 1, ch. 31, sec. 1114:
Obscene Literature, etc.
Advertisement to produce
Miscarriage.

1922. sec. 9569: Advertisement
or sale of Secret Drug, etc.

1912, vol 2 64514R55 sem.
186-190: Crimes against
Morality and.' cency.

Summary of provisions relating to prevention of
conception

A. Prohibits

Writing, composing, pub-
lihing advertisement or
notice of medicine or
means; or offer ofservices.

Printing, writing, publish.
Ing account or description
of drug or Instrument or
apparatus: sale or distribu.
tion of such notice; sale or
distribution of drug.

Advertisment or public.
tlon any medicine, nos-
trum, drug, s:abstance, or
device for "prevention of
human propagation."

None.
1911, ch. 3, sec. 3: Against Publication or advertise-

Public Morals and the In- ment, medcine or other
stitution of Marriage. thing, or aid in finding

same.
New Mexico ......... None.
New York ........... 127 art. 106, secs. 1142-1145:

Indecent articles, etc.

North Carolina .........
North Dakota ..........
Ohio ....................

Oklahoma ..............
Oregon .................
Pennsylvania ...........

Rhode Island ...........
South Carolina .........
South Dakota ..........
Tennessee ..............
Texas ..................
Utah ...................
Varmont ............
Virginia ................
Washington ............

West Virginia ..........
Wisconsin ..............
Wyoming ..............

District of Columbia...

None.
Do.

1912 title 11, ch. 12, sec.
13033-13037: Offenses
against chastity.

None.
Do.

1870 P.L. 39, ch. 1, 7633, see.
2: Obscene advertisement
and sale of noxious medi-
cine.

1897 P.L. 631, see. 2: Indecent
and immoral writing, etc.

1920 (Recodification) ch. 1.
see. 7633: Advertisement
or sale of medicine to pro-
cure abortion or preven-
tion of conception.

None.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

1I522 title 14, ch. 6. see. 2460:
Indecent articles.

None.

1920 ch. 454, sees. 7200-72W2.
Crimes against public
morals, obscene litera-
ture, private medicine.

None.

Sale, loan, gift, exhibition of
instrument ,article, recipe,
drug, medicine; writing,
printing, publishing any
notice, or giving oral Infor-
matlon ofsowce; or manu-
facturing same; mailing,
or other distribution.

Sale, distribution, or adver-
tisement of drug or meal-
cine.

Publication or description
of aticle or recipe, or sale
or distribution of secret
drug.

Distribution of advertise-
n:entof recipe for material.
See 1870 Statute.

Exhibition advertisement.
Sale, distribution, loan, in-
strument, article, drug;
write, print, distribute
any notice of source.

Sale, loan, gift, or possession
of medicine; or giving oral
Information on source or
mailing same: or advertis-
Ing drug, medicine, instru.
ment or apparatus.

B Applk~tion to
meldeal practice:
Exemptions

Colleges, books.

Physicians.

Prohibition stipu.
lates "without
Just cause."

See. 1145 physchins
and supplies for
physicians.

Physicians, books,
colleges, drug.
gists.

Colleges, books.

Physicians, books,
colleges, drug.
gists.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM ON TUE LEGAL AsPECTs or H.R. 5978
FOREIGN LAWS

(See lI-B of the principal memorandum

The most up-to-date survey by an impartial and authoritative source of the
foreign laws relating to birth control seems to be the International Year Book of
ChildHealth and ProtectIon, 1928 edition. This work is compiled periodically
from official sources. A foreword to the 1928 edition is written by Mis Grace
Abbott, of the Children's Bureau of the United States Department of Labor.
According to this authority the following is the state of the laws of all countries
which have been compiled as of 1928.
, Laws favoring birth control or official action encouraging it are found In
Mexico, Russia cities of Vienna, Berlin, Dresden, Hambur, and Frankfurt,
Germany Aberdeen. Scotland Canton, China, and States of ornia, Colorado,
New York, and Ohio. It Is also stated that the British Government permits the
officials of its health centers to arrange for contraceptive advice on medical
grounds.

Countries restricting the dissemination of contraceptive Information In some
way are Belgium, Chile, Colombia, Costat Rica, France, Greece, Irish Free State,
Italy, Lithuania, Poland, and Portugal. Possibly the Province of Ontario,
Canada. The Dominion of Canada has a restrictive postal law only.

Countries whose laws neither encourage nor restrict contraceptive information,
except in soma cases with respect to advertisements, are Albania, Australia,
Austria, Belgian Congo, China, Danzig, Denmark, Egypt Esthonla, Germany,
Japan, Latvia, Luxemburg Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, South Africa,
Sweden, Switzerland, and anzibar.

On this subject see also Caroline H. Robinson, Seventy Birth Control Clinics,
1930, chapter 7.

It is respectfully requested that this memorandum be considered to Incorporate
by reference in its appendix a legislative note In the Harvard Law Review for
February 1932, at page 723, entitled, "Some Legislative Aspects of the Birth
Control Problem."

With reference to the legislative history of the present laws (pt. I of the memo-
randum) see Broun & Leech, Anthony Comstock, 1927, pages 128 to 144.

APPENDIX PART 3

In 1933 Wisconsin passed an act restricting the advertisement or display of
contraceptives and their sale, except by licensed pharmacists (secs. 351, 235 of
the Laws of Wisconsin).

HARVARD LAW REVIEW, FEBRUARY, 1932

[Page 7321

Some legislative aspects of the birth-control problem..-Since the enactment by
Congress o' the Comstock bill in 1873,' 26 States have passed laws relating to
birth control. Varying and often conflicting policies are reflected In these stat-
utes. With the social wisdom of such legislation this note is not concerned.
But there remains for consideration the purely legislative problem of how and to
what extent the underlying policies can be effectuated.

The State legislation presents no regular pattern. Many of its vagaries are
doubtless accidental, but the policies discernible permit classification of the
States into four groups. Eight States attempt compete suppression of the
practice of birth control, as indicated in one case by a provision making the use
of contraceptives unlawful,2 and in the over seven by provisions forbidding with-

' Obscene literature was made nonmallable in 1865. (13 Stat. 507 (180); 17 Stat. 302 (1872)). 8peific
mention of prevention of conception, however, first appears in the comprehensive act of 1873, probibting
the mailing. inmportatlon, and In places subject to the exclusive Jurisdiction of the United States, the adver-
tisement, sale, or ift of obscene literature or articles for preventing conception. (IT 8tat.599(1873)). For
the part played bi Anthony Comstock In the enactment of these laws, see Broun and Leech, Anthony
Comstock (19V) 128-4; Dennett, birth control laws (1926), 9, 20 et seq. The State legislation Is largely
patterned after this act. See Brou.n and Leech, op. cit. supra, at 132; Dennett, op. cit. supra, at 9. 79-80.
Attacks on the constitutionality of prohibitive or regulatory laws have been unsuccessful. Unted Sate.
v. Popper (98 Fed. 423 (D. Cal. 1089,); Commonwealt v. Aisson, (227 *Mass. 57, 1 6 N.E. 26 (1917)); Peopte
v. anger (222 N.Y. 192, 118 N.E. 637 (191)); People v. Brne (99 misc. i. 163 N.Y. supp. 682 (1917)).

'Conn. Gen. Stat. (1930 sec. ,246. Connecticut has no other laws specifically mentioning prevention of
conception but se. 6244 prohibits the preparation., advertisement, and distribution 'f obscene literature
and "articles of indecent use." Since the use of articles for the purpose of preventing conception Is for-
bidden, this section might well be applied to birth-control literature and materials.
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out exception the distribution of contraceptive materials.' Two States sanction
the use of contraceptives only "for preventing disease"; accordingly physicians
are permitted to prescribe materials for this purpose,4 though their distribution is
otherwise prohibited.' By implication, dru*gists may be supplied with mate.
rIal,' and perhaps information may be furnished to physicians to enable them
to prescribe materials intelligently.' A third group prohibit only publication of
contraceptive information and advertisement of materials$ or offering advice or
materials in any other manner.$ The purpose of these provisions is not reue.
sarily to suppress the practice of birtlh control, since materials may be distributed
on request.'0  The provisions against advertising and offering services may be
designed in part as prtection agr acnst solicitation by fraudulent practitioners, 1
but complete suppression of publicity with respect to methods may be h . i otivated
Insp art by a feeling that it is Indecend and in part by the view that its prohibition
wt keep from the Immature Information likely to lead to Immorality. Finally,
the laws of several States seem definitely designed to protect the public from un-
reliable or harmful information and materials rather than to prohibit their use.
They permit the publication of information only in "standard medical works,"
and distribution of materials only by licensed physicians and druggists . et

There remain 22 States in which there are no laws specifically mentlonin? pre
veistion of conception. In all except New Mexico, however, therc is legislation

'The typical statute forbids the publication of contraceptive Information, the advertisement, sale, lI
gift, exhibition, or possession with Intent to sell, loan, give away or exhbit of published information or,
materials. and stating how information or materials are obtainable. Kans. Rev. 8tat. (1923) ch. 21.sec.
11i; Man. ten. Laws (1921) ch. 2, sm. 20, 21; Miss. Code Ann. (1930) s ec. 10;7. Mo. Stat. Ann. (1940)
me. 4278; Nebr. Comp Stat. (I92) chs. 28, sec. 425; Pa. Stat. Ann. (Purdon, 1980) tit. is. secs. 77, * M'
Wash. Comp. W tat. (Reinas .ton, 12) see. 2400. Mississippi and Pesnnsylvani also forbid giving ra
Information, and Massachusetts prohibits the manufacture of contraceptive materials Kanys Misoudi
Nebraska, and Pensyivania provide that the publication and sale of standard medical works 9611 notit
affected. Apparently this Is not for the purpose of making birth-control Information available, rcaus-
distribution of the materials which would nake this Information useful Is prohibited but raanb er that
medical works containing some contra&ptve information shall not on that account be exclude. The
exemptions In Missouri, Nebraska, and Pennayivania also extend to teaching In medical school.

I8Minn. Stat. (Mason, 1927) se. 10189; N.Y. Pen. Law (19 ) me. 1145; cf. N.J. Comip. Stat (1910) p.
i762 (" without Just cause 1). 11Prevention of disease " Is an elastic brase. and In New Yorkc, a broad

oSee eope v. Bryie, upra note , at 5. 163 N.Y. Supp. at 68 f. -o-*- the phys.v lsc would he
justified in prescribing the prohibited articles if In his opinion the health or condition of tb's patient re

Minn. Stat. (Mason, 192) sec. 10181 (prohibits publishing birth-control literature, advertising, or dis-
tributlng literature or materials, or telling orally or In writing where they are obtainable); N.J. Camp.
Stat. (191Op. 1762 (sane); N.Y. Pen. Law (10) see. 1142 (same). Minnesotaeand New York alsoprohibit
the transportation of contraceptive materials or nfarmation, an provide for the punishment of Iherons
depositing Information or materials In the mails or In the hands a. another person for transportation. Minn.
Stat. (Mason. 1927) see. l0s4; N.Y. Pen. Law (1909 see. 1143.

'see eople v. o per, La e note 1 ,at 195. 118 N.E. at08; ou hgsRa er Corp. v. C..L Lee & Ca.,4
F. (2l) 103,107 (C., . Vd, 193D).

I supplying contraceptive materials to physicians Is not illegal, it would be Absurd to hold that it was
Illegal to supply them v ith contraceptive Information. Cf. Ernst, How We Nullify (1930) 134 The Nation
1114Ariz. Rev. Code (Struckmeyer, 19M), ee. 4646; Ark. Acts 1931, p. 413 (furbid, possession, sale, or gift

or any publication barred tro-n the United States mails); Cal. Pen. Code (lDeenine. 19531), see. 317; Idaho
Comp. Stat (1919). sec. 8306; La. Rev. Stat. Ann. (M1%arr mSulp. 1925) p. 385; Me. Rev. $tat. (593M), c. 135,
see. 10; Mich. Comp. Laws (1129). sec. 16W4; Mont. Rev. Code (Choste. tl. 9 -. 11142. Nov. Camp.
Law% (iiillyer, I92). sem. 10133-37 (physicians excepted); N.C. Code Anti. (Michie, 1931), sec. 4349b,
(forbidding sale or igift of any publication barred from the tVnIted States mails).

9 See the Arizona, California, Idaho, and Montana statutes cited In note S. supra.
10 These statutes apply to materials and services for producing abortion as well as for preventing concep-

tion, which may Indicate that they are Intended to prevent the us e,f contraceptives. Their deficlency or
this purpose Is obvious, however. As protective rather than prohibitive statutes they are equally bad,
since they make contraceptive Information unavailable even to physicians.

11 The rationale appears to be that In matters relating to sex the danger of exploitation by fraudent
practitioners is particuJarly great; and ti at in view of the difficulty of discriminating between good adver.
tisng ani bad rit e all advertising than to expose the public to the solicitatlon of quacks.
Compae the provisions against advertisement of cures for venereal disease, which exist In most statess ,
usually with exceptions for advertisements of Federal or State governments or medical Journals. E.g.,
Calif. (en. Laws (Deerug, 1923) Act 90, sec. I Col. Ann. Stat. (Mills, 1930), see !913; D.C. Code (929),

tit 20. cu es9 v6.
0' olorado. Indiana. Iowa. Ohio, And Wyoming prohibit the manufacture of contraeptive materials

and the publication of contraceptive information, their distribution, transportation, and adver isement,
nd stating orally or in writing how either is obtainable, but provide that teaching in medical schools, the

publication and sale of standard medical works, 'he practice of physicians, and the business of druggists
shall not be affected. Colo. Ann. Stat. (Mills. 1930), sees. 1910, 1911, 572; r i. Ann. Stat. (Burns, 1926),
secs. 2569, 2570, 2572 (fortids also possession of materials or literature); Iowa Code (1931), sees. 13190, 13191,
13195 (no provision against manufacturing materials or F:ving oral Information); Ohio Gen. Code (Page,
1932). ses. 13033-13037; Wyo. Comp. Stat. Ann. (1920, ki cs. 7VO00-7202 (forbids also possession of contra-
ceptive materials or Information). There are no resrIct,.t-- the circulation of birth.control literature
after publication, or on the persons to whom physician, ot 4. . .gists may supply materials.
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prohibiting the preparation, advertisement, and distribution of obscene literature, I1

or obscene literature and "articles of indecent use." 1, In how many of these
e0ntraceptive informAtion or materials would be judicially classed as per e
Obscene or indecent is a matter of colijecture."

Superimposed on this State legislation are Federal laws prohibiting #he impor-
tation, $ malling,t or Interstate transportation,tl and, in all places subject to
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, the preparation, advertisement,
and distribution,"9 of contraceptive information and materials. There are no
exewptionx.

The Federal laws are Indispensable to any State attempting complete suppres-
sion of birth control. Without them the States could not constitutionally pro-
hibit the receipt of articles shipped from other States 80 or sent through the mails, 1

or even for sae within the State in "original packages." " On the other hand,
they conflict with the policies of all other States by hampering the interchange
of ideas and materials among members of the medical profession and thus Imped-
ing the do-elopment and dissemination of new technique. Proponents of birth
control have accordingly centered their efforts at modification on the Federal
laws. Various types of bills have been proposed."3 None, however suggests
the enactment In this field of legislation similar to that which the Webb-Ken on
Act 2 ' established with respect to intoxicating liquors. By making the legaity
of mailing or interstate transportation of liquor depend on the legality of its
receipt in the State of destination, that act gave Federal support to local pro-
hibitive policies without interfering with the nonrestrictive policies of other Statee.
To seek the enactment of similar legislation in this field might be a shrewd move
on the part of birth-control advocates. It would remove Federal restrictions
over a large part of the country, and by raising the issue of States rights might
gain greater support than any of the bills providing for repeal or modification
yet proposed.

i Ale. Code (MlIle 19M8). sec. 5014; DeL Rev. Code (1916), ch. 70. me. 40; Fla. Comp. Laws (1927),
smu. 7581-7364; Okia. damp. Stat. Ann. (Dunn, 1911) oe. 18M R.I. Gem. Laws (192)0. b M sec. 13;
S.C. Crim. Code (1IM), on. 384; i.Dnk. Comp. Stat. ( 2) s-a 3884 Tenn. Code (162). see. I1ifoi Tel.
Rev. Pen. Code (1026) art. M26; Utah Comp. Laws (t917) se. 8144; t. Gan. Laws (1917). sec. 7021; Va.
Code Ann. (Michie, 190), ec. 4549; W.Va. Code (1931). ch. 61, art. , see. 11; Wis. Stat. (925),se. 351.38.
These acts do not violate constitutional guarants of freedom of se and pe. U Med ses v. Her.
mot, 45 Fed. 414 (D. Kan, 101); 8W v McKe#. 73 Conn. 1 .45 At. 409 (1900; 8fe v. Wares, 13 N.C.
am is. .496 (1893); se Scbodeld, freedom of the Pres In the United States (1914), 9 Pub. Am. Sociot
sec. 67, 82.

" Ga. Pen. Code Ann. (19) w. 385; Ill. Rev. Stat. (Cah11, 1931) e. 36, se. 45-86; Ky. Stat. (Carron,
10) ees. 136. 12; Md. Ann. Code (Begby, 192) art. 27, m. 411; N.D. Comp. Laws Ann. (1913) sPe.0654; N.H. Pub. Laws (1w2) c. 379, sees. 14-17; Ore. Cods Ann. (1930) sec. 14.729.

England has no laws specifically mentioning birth control, but prohibits the Importation, mailing.advertisement, sale, o gratuitous distribution of indecent literature or articles. 39 and 40Vict. c. 38, se. 42
(17)8 Edw. e.. 48 e, ., 63(109); 20 and 21 Vct. c. 83 (187.

"Te determination of wht ontitutes obscnty rests primarily with uds through their pwer to
reverse jury verdicts s unraonable. E.g.o rafrd . v. Deet l 39 .(2d) 864 (C.C.A. 26, 1930).

e note (1 C 1o. L. v. 950. Birth-control liteture was held to he obsene in hemmoeues v;AWfoe, 27 MWe. 67.11!6 N.E. 285 (191 , and Petter v. Smfth, 2 N.S.W. St. H. 220(1909); see In re Deast.
Slh. D. iJ, 514 (i87)Brem,rwv. Welr, O .S.W. St. R.25 61. 2822 (18); ci. etrd&,ugh v. T11. Queen°3 Q.1.D. 507 (128). [t was held not to be per e obsne in Ualfed Soles v. O Ie Boot heoid (wfre-
etloe", 51 F. (26)65 (S.D).N.Y. 11, ande at Co~lins,9 N.8.W. St. H. 497 (186); se United Safesv. Oee d5,eeee Rook Eutled fsrribd L ," E 8 . (2d) 821,as 23 (8.D.N.Y. 1931). So determinative are

the moral ideas of the Individual judge that the cases of one jurisdiction area p oor basis for predicting results
in another, or even In the same |Jurisdictio In s different court. Each case Is little more than a decision ofparticular judgesuponthe obscenity of a particula book..

sectionon 305 of tme Tariff Act of 1930 Includes obscene literature end ontrateptive matertea amon8
matters whose importation is forbidden. but does not setl(clly include birth-control information. 46Slat. 085 (1930).. Contraceptive information has been hednot to he parse obscene, end hence not subject
te forfeiture under this aCt. Uite aes v. Oe root eflled " Colepfton", supra note 15. The ap-
pAli ty of sec. 245 of the Penal Code, which provides for the punishment of anyone who either brings
r .auses to he brought into the United States contraceptive articles or Information was not involved.

41 Stat. 1 0 (1920). 15 U.8.C. s ac. 396 (192 CS).t36 Stat. 1339 (1911). I u..C.. sec. 334 (192). This section Is prtioularly comprehensive. Non-
mailable matter i ncludes every article "designed, adapted or Intended, for preventIng conception" or "ad-
vertised or described in a manner calculated to lesd another to use or apply It for preventing onception 4,
sad every description "calculated to induce e a person to so use ne. any SUch articles."

"41 Stat. 100(120). 18 U..C.. se. 396 (192).
",35 Stst. 1349 (109). 1 U..C.. see. 512 (192).
m Biomen v. thr'apo & ,Vorfseve lrn R., 125 U..45 (1885); Rhode, v.. Iea, 170 U.8. 412 (189).
"ee Rogers. Posq i Powers of conearles (19l)d 146.
* Leeuv. Iver.ln, 135 U. . 100 (Not 0)se c.. 2un v. Tn(e,18M. 179 U.8.343 l1700).

" See Dennett, op. cit. supra note 1, at 200 et seq.; Cummins-Valle bill, Infra note 30; Gillett bill, iefra
note 28.
37 Stat. 1 (1913). This act prohibited the shipment into any State of Intoxicating liquor" intended by

any person interested therein to be received, possessed. sold, or in any manner used. either in the original
afe or otherwise, in violation of any law of such State." Its constitutionality was upheld In Clark11811ag Co. v. Western M arland Ry., 242 U.S. 311 (1917). Compare the Wilson Act, 26 Stat. 313 (1890).

which enabled States to prohibit the sale of liquor In original packages, but was held not to permit State
Interference with Interstate shipments before they reached the consignee, or with personal use by the con-
signes. Rhode# v. Iowa, 170 U.S. 412 (1898).
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Assuming Federal cooperation? States attempting to suppress the use of con.
traceptives can diminish the reliability of Information and materials available,
but to hope-for complete suppression would be far too sanguine. Oral informa.
tion and some circulation of bootlegged publications cannot be prevented. Sup,
pression of materials is even inore difficult because of the impossibility of defining
the prohibited articles. Prohibiting all antiseptics which can be used for contra.
ceptive purposes is out of the question. Under a less sweeping provision many
materials usable for preventing conception remain- perfectly legad; and material's
intended primarily for contraceptive use may easily be advertised and sold cainou.
flaged as antiseptics or preventives of disease.16 the circuit court of appeals for
the second circuit has recently interpreted the comprehensive Federal statutes to
exempt such bi-functional articles, thereby permitting virtual nullification.N

If the desirability of birth control is recognized, the best protection against
unreliable or harmful materials or information is doubtless ready availability
of the best there are. Further safeguards, however, may be thought desirable.
Attempts to insure reliability by limiting the distribution of Information and
materials to reliable sources are not likely to be successful; any statutory deft.
nition of permissible sources, if broad enough not to hamper the distribution of
good materials and Information, io too broad to be selective. Thus, requiring that
Information to he circulable must be published "in standard medical works" of
or "by a governmental agency, medical school, medical society, or medical Jour.
nal" is leaves uncertain what comes within the sources defined, and the sources
themselves provide no certain guaranty of quality. So. also, physicians and
druggists vary widely in training and ethical standards and the protection
afforded by intrustilg them with the distribution of material is correspondingly
limited. Requiring the approval of men known to be competent presents sa
escape from such inevitably vague Ptatutorv definitions. Endorsement by any
five licensed physicians, as suggested by the Cummins-Vaile bill,' 0 is too uncertain
& test. Certification by the State board of health or board of medical examiners ii
might give greater assurance. Unless the dicta of Youngs Rubber Corp. v.
C. ILee & Co. "are followed, no State program of this type can be very successful
without modification of the Federallaws. A Federal statute requiring certification
by a department of the National Public Health Servicen for the mailing or inter.
state transportation of information and materials would tend to establish high
standards even in States with no pio'tective legislation.iC If such bureaucratic
control be deemed undesirable, prescribing general standards of reliability by
amending the Pure Food and Drug Act 3 ' and leaving enforcement to the criminal
and penal measures there provided is another solution.
u See. e.g.. (1932) 20 True Confessions. no. 11, 63; (1932) 87 Love Story .Magazine, no.6. VIII. The usual

provision of the existing State laws is against advertising or selling articles "designed for preventing con-
ception" or "to be used for the purpose of preventing conception." E.g., Colo. Ann. tat. (Mills, 1930)
se. 1910; Kans. Rev. Stat. (1923)c. 21, see, 1101: Mass. Gen. Laws (1921) e. 272, sees. 20, 21. They nighi
easily be held inapplicable to anything which might be used '3r a purpose other than preventing conception.

I Sc. Young Rubber Corp. v. C. L Lee & Co., supra note 6. at 108. where it is suggested that if articles
can be used for preventing disease, their shipment is not illegal u,.der the Federal statutes unless an intent
is proved on the part of the sender that they be used for contraception not necessary to prevent disease.
Cottpare the definition of "prevention of disease" in People v. Byrne, supra note 4. See Ernst, lc. cit.
Supre note 7.

See statutes, supra note 12.
u See Ollett bill (S.4582), hearings before a subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary, 71st

Con ., 3d sees. (Feb. 13, 14, 1931)I. This recent proposal for amendment of the Federal laws would per.
mit Free circulation of information published either within or without the United States b 'any ov-
mental agency, medical society, medical school or medical Journal, or reprinted after such publiatlo.
Information not so published would be importable, mailable, and transportable only !f sent by one phyd.
clan, hospital or clinic to another, or to a patient. Contraceptive materials would be 4mportable, mailable
or transportable only if sent either to a bons Ade dealer In medical supplies or a physician, hospital or
clinic, or by aphysiclan, hospital or clinic to a patient. The administrative objections to such a statute
are obvious. Compare the earlier propose bill discussed in Dennett, op. cit. supra note I at 212 et seq.

3See statutes, supra note 12 and the Olilett bill, supra note 28.
", H.R. 642, 8.2290. See Joint hearings before, subcommittes of the Committee on the Judiciary, 48th

Cong., Ist sas. (Apr. 8, May 9, 1924) 1.
"C Certification by city health commissioners or county boards of health are other possibilities, though

the ma be les well Informed. Of 17 birth-control clinics in California, 11 are controlled by county pub.
lie health departments. See Oillett bill, hearings, supra note 28, at 24.

Is Loc. cit. supra note 26.
is It has been suggested that the Department of Medical and Chemical Research might perform such a

function. See Dennett, op. cit. supra note 1, at 238.
Of Information and materials which did not come up to Federal standards, and hence could not be mailed

or circulated outside the State, would have difficulty competing with those which did.
u 34 stat. 768(1906), 37 stat. 736 (1913), 21 U.S r'., se 1-(1928). This act which prohibits the ImpX-

tation and interstate transportation of misbranded or adulterated drugs, would In its present form be ap-
pliable to all conti-aceptives containing drugs or chemicals. See Dennett. op. cit. supra note I, at 235.
A bill providing that it be amended to apply to all contraceptives might meet with less oppoItion than
one which would give the Government so active a part In the distribution of materials as certification by
a Federal admintstrative body would require. States might effectuate protective policies by similar
amendment of laws prohibiting the manufacture or sale of misbranded or adulterated drugs. E.g., KenW.
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A further policy of making information and materials available only to certain
lsss of persons 36 is far less likely to be successful. Their distribution may be

prohibited except to physicians and by physicians to members of the favored
classes.0 But all the difficulties of complete suppression are here presented,
greatly accentuated by the necessity of making good Information and materials
available to those who are entitled to them. Assuming that some laws are
advisable, the real choice seems to lie between complete suppression and protective
legislation such as that suggested.

Mrs. HEPBURN. Our next speaker will be Dr. J. S. Klwnpp, of
Huntington, W.Va., surgeon and gynecologist.

STATEMENT OF JAMES S. KLUMPP, M.D., F.A.C.S., OF HUNTING-
TON, W.VA.

Dr. ]LUMPP. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen: As a physician, I am
interested in birth control from three aspects, that of the factors
affecting maternal health, the economic status of the family, and a
proper psychologic and physiologic conception between husband and
Wfe of the rights and privileges of marriage. Let me briefly discuss
the subject under these three divisions.

Medical authorities are agreed that the presence of any one of
several diseases affecting thr prospective mother, constitutes a definite
indication against pregnancy. Among those most commonly en-
countered are tuberculosis, syphilis, heart, and kidney disease. Tu-
berculosis is a disease which may affect divergent body tissues. but in
this phase of the discussion, we are interested primarily in the pulmo-
nary type. Tuberculosis is a wasting disease. Its. presence in an
active state markedly decreases the ability of the body to excrete
wastes and to absorb the much needed oxygen necessary to the
normal functioning man or women. At one time it was thought
that prenancy had a beneficis.i effect upon tuberculosis, inasmuch as
few women died of the disease during pregnancy, and delivered
healthy babies; but with continued observation we are generally
agreed that the effect is almost always harmful. In addition to the
extra load carried during the 9 months of pregnancy, the added
strain caused by delivery and nursing usually hastens the final result.
In the presence of an active or quiescent pulmonary tuberculosis,
we insist upon our patients avoiding pregnancy until they have been
symptom-free for 2 years. In view of the fact that tuberculosis
usually becomes exaggerated during pregnancy or after delivery,
it is a general procedure to terminate conception in its presence,
although the ideal way would be toward the prevention of preg-
nancy rather than termination.

In the presence of a known maternal syphilis, pregnancy is con-
traindicated for two reasons: First, because of the danger of trans-
mitting the infection to the unborn child, and second, because of the
fact that this disease is the most common cause of repeated abortion
or premature labor.

In discussing the effect upon cardiac disease by pregnancy, we
must first of all recognize the fact that there are changes produced
by pregnancy in the normal circulatory apparatus. This is evi-
denced y a limitation in the normal response of the heart to exercise,
Rev. Stat. (1926), c. 65, sees 601-613; Ky. Stat. Ann. (Carroll, 1030) sec. 2060; N.H. Oen. Laws, 1929, c. 45.Protection against obscenely written information would then be afforded by obscene literature statutes.
Protection against Information which was merely unreliable would perhaps be unnecessary.

OfSee statutes, supra note 5.
V Compare the statute. In notes 5 and 12, supra; the Oillett bill, supra note 28; Dennett, op. cit. supra

note i, at a1.
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b changes in rhythm and rate, by the tendency to stagnation of
bloo flow in the lower extremities, and by the production ofa marked
pulsation in the veins of the neck. These changes in the normal
circulatory system are certainly evidence of what may occur to a
damaged heart in the pregnant woman. The death rate in heart
disease complicating pregnancy varies from 28 to 60 percent accord.
ing to different observers. It is our opinion that no woman with
the slightest degree of decompensated heart disease should be sub.
jected to pregnancy. We might go further and state that evidence
of decompensation occurring after conception is very often a direct
indication for the termination of that pregnancy.

During pregnancy a double load is placed upon the maternal
urinary excretory organs, and in the presence 4)f chronic or acute
disease of the kidneys, health and even life itself is frequently threat.
ened. This danger may be evidenced in several degrees from that of
headache, disturbance in vision, and swollen extremities, to occur.
rence of convulsions and coma, occurring at any time during preg.
nancy, sometimes during labor, and at intervals, following delivery.
The presence of any type of kidney disease which is activated by
pregnancy is a contraindication of the same.

In the interest of maternal health it is essential that we, as phy-
sicians, be given the legal right to advise these women in control.
ling conception according to the physical needs of the individual
case.

At this time I wish to present to you gentlemen a specific instance
of how birth-control work is affected by the present state of economic
distress. I live in a city of 75,000 people, which is about the average
size American city, so I think the conditions as I present them to you
will be indicative of conditions very general throughout the country.

In discussing the economic phase of this problem, I might state that
since July 1, 1932, I have had a very interesting experience with the
class of people who, due to economic distress, have been dependent
upon either public or private relief for the barest sustenance. I will
submit at the conclusion of my statement a report of over two hundred
cases, all of the so-called "charity class", who were sent to me for contra-
ceptive advice between July 1, 1932, and December 31, 1933. During
this 18-month period I saw 212 patients. The average age of husband
and wife was 36 and 33 years respectively, the average number of
living children in each family was 4.7, the number of children dead was
1.1 per family, and the number of abortions averaged 1.4 per family.
In the entire series, there was a pregnancy occurring every 14 months.
Nine months of pregnancy and labor; 4 to 5 months to nurse her
baby; and then another pregnancy. Now, of this total of 212, the
supporting member of 88 families had been without work for an aver-
age of a little more than 2 years. The remaining 124 had averaged
two days weekly only since the inception of R.F.C. relief. Gentle-
men, the citizens of our community were the sole support of these
families, either by direct donation, subscription to community chest
and other welfare organizations, or through local or Federal taxation.
These parents had not the means, nor was the amount of relief afforded
them sufficient, to feed and clothe themselves and four children, let
alone care for the additional baby which was being born every 14
months. I might state at this* point that during these times of eco-
nomic stress the birth rate in our indigent classes always tends to in-
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crease, because a of the fact that a man accustomed to working 8,10, or
12 hours a dpy is usually much physically fatigued at nighttime and
his sexual instincts are not as strong as when he is out of work, when
because of lack of work, with no funds to spend for enjoyment and
relaxation elsewhere, he spends most of his time at home, with one
result-an increase in sexual activity, and an increase in birth rate.

This gentlemen, is the problem we are faced with today, and f
think the inception of the C.W.A. and P.W A with an average wage
of $50 per month for a laborer, does not ahow tle expense of unlimited
propagation in these classes. In the 212 cases just reported, there
have been no unwanted or unneeded children for the community to
support, but at the same time, this control of conception has been
practiced in such a way as to improve the psychic and physiologic
elements of marriage, rather than to increase t e misery and unhap-
piness so prevalent in many families.

The solution of this problem, which is distinctly economic in its
nature, is of direct interest to every taxpayer. The citation of 212
cases in the city of Huntington gives but a slight conception of the
situation as a whole. In the year 1933 there was a peak load of over
6,500 families upon the relief rolls in our city. Although not all of
these 40,000 people were confronted with the problem of control of
conception, either by reason of physical condition or age, by far a
large majority fall within the age limits of sexual activity, and this
activity, unless controlled, always results in an increased birth rate.
I might state that in nearly 90 percent of the cases mentioned some
form of birth control had already been attempted, but because of
ignorance or faulty technique, the proper results, either as concerns
the physical or psychic health of the parents, were not obtained.
What we did in these cases was to substitute a sane, safe, and satis-
factory procedure for the previous unsafe, unhealthy, and unrqatis-
factory methods.

Gentlemen, my last point brings out the unfairness of the law as it
now stands. In order to carry on this work, I am classed as a crimi-
nal in the eyes of the Federal Government with no more legal status
than the bootlegger and the kidnaper. Al we, as physicians, ask is
that we be given an opportunity to carry on in our obligations to
mankind, in such a way as to retain our respect for ourselves and for
the laws of this Nation. I thank you.

Mr. CONDON. Did I understand you to say that the birth rate had
increased during this period of unemployment?

Dr. KLUMPP. In ihe indigent classes.
Mr. CONDON. Where did you get those figures?
Dr. KLUMPp. From my own personal record of cases.
Mr. CONDON. You have no figures from official statistics gathered

by any Government agency, Federal or State, on that point, have you?
Dr. KLUMPP. I am discussing the situation on an economic basis

only as it concerns my own community.
Mr. CONDON. And not the situation throughout the country?
Dr. KLUMPP. Those figures are given to me by the family welfare

society, tuberculosis society, Huntington Baby Clinic, the Salvation
Army, together with what I know from my own private practice.

Mr. BROWNING. The information you gave out, with regard to
contraception, was within the rights that you had under your State
law, was it not?
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. Dr. KLUMPP. I can give the information, i can give the patient
advice. I Cannot sell or give things to them; I break the law when
I obtain them from the manufacturer.

Mr. BROWNINO. You cannot write a letter to them?
Dr. KLUMPp. No, sir. I appeared before the Senate committee

on May 12, 1932, regarding the same legislation, and mention was
made of it throughout the, country, in the press. About 10 days
later I received a letter, written on just 5-cent stationery, from a lady
in Lmuisiana who said she had picked up a paper in the post office,
the New Orleans Times-Picayune and read the names of some of
these men who had testified in Washington, and inasmuch as our com.
munity was closer she wrote to me. She was 34 years of age and
had 11 children, and her husband had had no work for the best part of
2 years. She said, "For God's sake doctor, can't you tell me what
to do?" I had to write back and tefl her: "I am sorry, madam, but
Lhe law forbids me to give you information of any kind." I could not
even refer her to a doctor in New Orleans.

Mr. CONDON. You would not professionally assist anyone through
the mail?

Dr. KLUMPP. I cannot, in this matter.
Mr. CONDON. No: but you would not on anything, would you?
Dr. KLUMPE. 'Yes, sir.
Mr. CONDON. You would?
Dr. KLUMPP. Yes, sir. I very often have patients from out of the

city, and when they are released from treatment and sent home, I ask
them to report back.

Mr. CONDON. People that you have never seen?
Dr. KLTIMPP. Oh, no.
Mr. CONDON. Well, I say you would not advise them professionally?
Dr. KLUMPP. No; but I would have referred this woman to a physi-

cian near her had it not been against the law to send her name of
physician giving birth-control information.

Mr. HEALEY. As a matter of fact, we have had a decline in birth
rate of about 30 percent in this country in the last decade?

Dr. KLUMPP. It is in two classes, decline in birth rate and increase
in marriage rate.

Mr. HEALEY. The figures which are quoted and published by official
Government sources show about 28 percent decline in the birth rate,
and also that there were less children under 5 years of age in 1930
than in 1920. Don't you believe that that trend will point toward a
stationary population in the next two decades?

Dr. KLUMPP. I am not an expert on that sort of proposition; I am
just a plain pill-peddler. But it seems to me it iF a question of pyra-
miding; that is, you are either getting iucreasea in individual families,
or en increased birth rate in a number of families, and you reach the
same peak by one of two methods.

Mr. HEALEY. Now, this bill does not prevent this information
being imparted to unmarried persons, does it? In other words, if it
is passed, this information may be given to unmarried persons, too?

Dr. KLuMPP. Most ')eople have a certain amount of respect for the
family physician, and they respect him because he is essentially honest
in his actions toward his patients, and to the public at large. You
gentlemen gave the physicians the right to prescribe alcohol and whisky
m the treatment of their patients. Certainly this would seem to be
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much more a prerogative that belongi to the profession than something
Of Lhat type; and we have to. depend on a certain degree of integrity
on the part of the profession.

Mr. H EALEY. You do not believe it would have a very good moral
effect on the community if this information and these devices were
open to unmarried people?

Dr. KLUMPP. I will tell you the effect. upon the community in
Huntington. There are 9 drug stores in the downtown district, in a
radius of 3 blocks. In 7 of those drug stores, you, or any man or
woman, boy or girl, can go and buy contraceptive supplies. In all
7 of those stores, at some time of day, in the past year or so, a display
of those supplies has been made in the window with advertlsi81
placards. Now, in my own practice I use three different types of
contraceptive devices, from 5 to 8 size. It takes a detailed examina-
tion to determine the actual needs in each individual case. These peo-
ple go right in the drug tore and get these devices. An unmarried
girl or a bride might require one type or one size, but she does not know
what to ask for, and she is handed onz that is taken from the stock
at random, and exVected to get results Irom it. To get away from
the bootleg traffic in thero things, is one. reason why we would like
to keep it under the control of tle medical profession.

Mir. CONDON. The enactment of this law would not do it?
Dr. KLUMPP. Not any more than the enactment of the twenty-first

amendment would prevent bootlegging.
Mr. CONDON. Those are not parallel cases.
Dr. KLUMPP. Our condition at present is very much parallel to

conditions under the prohibition law.
Mr. HEALEY. You have told us about the effect in your com-

munity, and the display in drug-store windows there. Wolild not this
result in a display of all these things in similar places throughout the
country?

Dr. KLUMPP. Well, we are not perfect. We will have a certain
amount of disrespect for law, but I do not think that ought to prevent
the enactment of a proper law. I think wo should enect a law which
would result in the me-t good to the greatest number.

(Several statements Sy authorities follow:)

F.EPORT OF CLINICAL RESEARCH BUREAU
'HUNTINGTON, W.VA., June 1, 198, to Decembcr 81, 1988.

Average age of mother ------------------.----------------- years.. - 83. 6
Average age of father ---------------------- ............. -- do 3--- 86
Number of patients with R.F.C. employment, average 2 days weekly ------ 124
Number of patients without employment of any kind ----------------- 88
Average number of children living ---------------------- per famly.. 4.7
Average number of children dead ---------------------------- do ..-- 1. 1
Average number of miscarriages ------------------------------ do --- 1.4
Pelvic pathology present in --------------------------------- c ases. - 165
Pelvic pathology requiring surgery in ------------------------ do ---- 149
Surgery done in -----------.------------------------------- do .... 9
Condoms advised in .........--" --.................... . ..... do .... 1
Sponge and jelly advised ir ....................... : .......... do ---- 1
Diaphragm and jelly advised in ---------------------------- do ---- 201
Number of cases advised t) report for recheck ---------------------- 2 201
Number of cases reporting for recheck ------------------------------ 101
Total number of cases -------------------------------------------- 212
Number of pregnancies in entire series after receiving contraceptive in-

struction ------------------------------------------------------ 0
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INTRODUCTION

The control of conception and the spacing of childbirth have long been rc.
ognied as beneficial to the individual mother and family, but to the community
at large, as well to the individual, the f ral results of contraeeption, to a
re extent, have been assumed to effective. This follows frequently,
euse many of the benefits to te community are of a type that defy objective

measurement. Maternal health, however as indicated in the extent of indi.
vidual registrations and the duration anA cost of services to the community ;
hospitals, clinics, etc., lends itself to the purpose of objectively determining the
value ot oontraceptives as an aspect of a public health program.

The per capital cost of providing hospital, health, and nursing services to a
group of mothers who had received contraceptive advice was found by this
measure to have been reduced about 82 percent.

M3TRODOLOOT

In order to determine the public health value of contraceptives 107 patients
of a birth control clinic, operating In a large eastern city, were chosen. This
group was selected since the patients had all been referred to the clinic by one
of the various welfare agencies operating in the city, as apart of their program
in the economic and social rehabilitation of the family. Records for this group
were more readily avalsUble than for those mothers who were treated privately
at the clinic.

TA L I.-Naionaily of group and awrage number of marred year# per pregnant

Native bom I r born

White Colored Italan Jewish OthersI

Numbw of 6att................... 40 9 19 n 5 II
Yomsrsa lklfPe Prqnay...... .. 1.60 1.2 1.82 129 L U

I Othe Include the "owlg Wam groups: Austrian I, Dutch 1, Geman 2, IrM 5, Slav i, sad
Wglsh 1.

TAna Il.--Oter ,haraderislkc of t group sludd

Clcrsse reporting
A W Nvr r ue ofA ontacepttive

Years of married life per pregnancy gn m ar. WIa N li
dlildren Number Ptet

l yrtbu le 0 .thn ................. 2 27.0 l&0 1.5 100
Syar but lem than ..................... 0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0 0OOL0

yar but lMl than 4 ................. 2 2 .8 16.0 3.8 2 '00.0
yest but le them 3 ..................... 10 1.8 14.6 3.5 9060

3y but Im than L .................... 22 19.0 14.2 &S 16 55.6
2yam but lea than I ..................... .7 20 11.1 4.9 31 84.4

year and lm ............................ 13 3 4.8 29 5 S
A patle t.................... 107 20.3 13.6 4L 5 o0.7

It was possible to secure for 71 patients complete registrations of the mother
with the organizations which had for the entire period of the study suppled free
hospital, clinical or dispensary services. There was for this group a total of 140
registrations which were distributed over 16 hospitals and 14 clinics, health cen-
ters, and visiting-nurse associations. The dollar costs of the services provided
these patients were reported for 77 percent of the total registrations. These
costs were then assembled according to table IV.
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CRARACT3IUM CS OF TER GO1 OF 107 PATIENTS

Some of the more important che teristics of the 107 patients studied an
revealed in the first two tables. In table I the patients are distributed according
to nationality and the table also shown the average number of year of married
life per pregnancy before the receipt of contraceptive information.

Table II resents other characteristics of the group studied. It Is Important
to note that this table distributes the individual mothers on the basis of the
frequency of reported pregnancies per year f married life.

%he large use, by the mothers of this guup of dependent families of methods
of consciously controlling conceptions is of real' significance to the birth-control
movement. It may be noted here that the Italian mothers were the only group
who as a whole, reported no attempts to control conception. This group was
entirely Catholic. In this group also failures in the use of the method taught at
the clinic were highest. This wide use of contraceptives is taken, therefore, to
indicate the real desire of the mothers of these dependent families to avoid the
physical as well as the economic burden of large families.

TALZ IlI.--Average number of years of married life per pregnancy after reeiptf
contraceptive advice

Nativs born Forei n born

White Colored Italian Jewish Others

Number in So'op .................................... 40 9 19 28 it
Year of married 11 per pregnancy .................. 8.66 .02 4.74 6.99 7.36

TAnt.! IV.--Dolar and per capital cose ofservices

18 months before 16 months after
visit to clinic visit to clinic

Numberof Dollar Per Dollar Per
coo capita cost capital

aIm but hm than 9 ......... .................... ....................
Symrs but le thn .................... .......... ....................

&yamrs but lma thaa 4 ........................ I...... .....................
4 years but ie than ........................ 7 126.0 17.71 ........ ..........
3 yes but lem than 2 ............................... 18 307.83 2042 70.2. &93
Syears but IM tlam ............................... 37 1, 12. 41 31' 1 37.70 10.43
1 year and les. ...................................... I 1,293.00 18471 7140 10.41

Allcam ...................................... .71 %Z07 40.91 831.78 7.49

Unfortunately, however, the use of the more generally known contraceptive
measures frequently results in failure. This Is Indicated by the high rate of
pregnancy as shown in table I. After pregnancy, abortion Is frequently prac-
ticed. For the entire group of 107 patients there was reported 86 induced, 19
spontaneous, and 2 therapeutic aortions. Even by the use of these two meth-
ods of spacing childbirth the normal biological rate of childbearing yielded but
slightly to efforts of control.

On the basis of these established facts it is valid to believe that the rate of
pregnancy for the group am a whole would have continued to prevail for the
3-year period covered by the study. Any change, therefore in the years of
married life per pregnancy may be attributed to the success of the method taught
by the birth-control clinic.

Table III presents the average number of years of married life per pregnancy
based upon reported pregnancies during the 18 months after the receipt of
contraceptive adv!e by the mothers of this group.

Ideally, of course, the rate of pregnancy should have been reduced to zero for
the period which table III covers. Failures occurred here, even after a most
careful and patient individual course of training which the clinic provides (About
20 percent of the 107 patients reported failures.) I But this reduction in the rate

'Failures a used herse hm b d upon reported pregasels which resulted from either negligence
refusal to use method taught.

37496--34---4
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of pregnancy for the mothers of this group to a frequency of but. one pregnancy
in about 7 years of married life must be regarded as a godsend, both from the
physical as well as the economic point of view. Does this relief from too frequent
childbearing reflect itself in maternal health?

THE PURL'% -HEALTH VALUE ON CONTRACHPTIVH8

The costs of providing hospital, clinical, and dispensary services for 71 of the
Mothers, for which data could be obtained, are given In table IV.
Tho individual mothers are distributed in table IV on the basis of the number

of years of married life per pregnancy before their visit to the clinic. The meth.
od of obtaining the data upon which these costs of services are based has been
explained. These costs were reported over a 3-year period. This period %w
then divided into two equal intervals of 18 months each, according to the date
of the mothers' Initial visit to the clinic. The first Interval covers all costs of
services received 18 months before her visit to the clinic, the second for the same
period after her visit to the clinic.

The savings to the c immunity in the costs of the services received by thesis
patients is apparent from the table. Actually the per capita costs of caring for
this group has beet reduced from $40.91 to $7.49. This is but 18 percent of the
original cost. Furthermore, since these savings have been effected during a
period marked by one of the most severe depression in business, its significance
becomes even greater.

It is not claimed, however, that the provision of contraceptive information can
by itself account for these results. There %re, of course, other factors operating.
A partial reduction in these costs might readily follow from effective gynecological
attention. But often the mother either would not undertake such treatment or
would not be aware of her need for such thorough repair unless there was an
inducement to do so. Such an examination and subsequent treatment are
provided the patients of this clinic.

There are also illnesses the origin of which is not to be associated with child.
birth. Contraception cannot In such cases greatly affect the occurrence of these
diseases.. The progressive increase in costs of medical care as the period between
pregnancies becomes less is interesting. It seems probable from this evidence
that very great frequency of childbearing is a trauma to the mother's health. A
large part of this, of course, is the result of gynecological conditions following
delivery, although some part may be due to general debility following the strain
of rapidly succeeding pregnancies.

The fact remains, however, that the very great reduction in costs of medical
and hospital care which follows the receipt of contraceptive information is no
mere coincidence. And although the sample may be a small one and a com.
parable group not having received contraceptive advice is unavailable, the con.
delusion is inescapable. Contraception as a public health measure pays for its
costs a most handsome dividend in improved maternal health and reduced costs
of medical and hospital care for the communities' dependent poor.

BIRTH CONTROL IN TuBhRcUL08e AND OTHER SuERous DISEASE

A radio talk over WEVD, New York by 8. Adolphus Knopf, M.D. (New
York University and Paris), formerly professor of tuterculosis at the New York
Po t Graduate Medical School (Columbia University); consulting physician to
the New York Health Department, Riverside Hospital for Tuberculosis
Sanatorium Gabriel, N.Y., West Mountain Sanatorium, Scranton, Pa., Bruchesi
Tuberculosis Institute, Montreal, honorary member of National Tubercu-
losis Association, et cetera.

BIRTH CONTROL IN TUBERCULOSIS AND OTHER Sunsous DIsEAsEs I S. ADOLPHUS
KNOPF, M.D. (NEw YORK UNIVERSITY AND PARIS)

In my life-long work for the prevention and cure of tuberculosis, I have seen
many a woman afflicted with this disease who became pregnant, and whose-lung
condition was seriously aggravated thereby, causing premature death, leaving
a widowed husband and motherless children. These experiences caused me to
become an ardent advocate of scientific, judicious,and ethical birth control. Had
timely and careful prevention of conception been instituted, those mothers might
have lived many more years, because uncomplicated tuberculosis is curable in
most instances.

The tuberculosis germ is everywhere, and only when we are strong and healthy
does it fail to do us any harm; but too frequently repeated pregnancies, even in

I Radio talk over station WEVD, New York, No;. 5, 1931.
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strong women will undermine the system and make it less resistant. To prevent
tuberculosis, every married woman should have an annual health examination
and at least a 2-year Interval to recover from one pregnancy before getting into
that condition again.

When there are already too many children and the husband's earnings are
small, the result is underfeeding, overcrowding and often Insufficient clothing in
winter. These three causes undermine the system, so that the germ of tuber
culosis will get easy hold. In large families children are often compelled to add
to the family budget. If there Is anything which predisposes young people
between 15 and 20 to tuberculosis, it is child labor which stunts their rwth arod
general development. Too many children elude the supervision of the over-
burdened mother and alas too often stray hm the path of virtue, and in later
years the boys are Inclined to joln gangs and become lawbreakers. Or, because
of the enfeebled condition of the mother, who could not transmit much physical
strength to the latter born, these are the children who, with the additional inevi-
table underfeeding, so frequently become victims to tuberculosis.

Everybody knows that sun, good air and food are helpful in the prevention and
cure of tuberculosis. It must be evident how little of these can be had in an
overcrowded tenement house with six to ten people living in two or three rooms.
Underfeeding and overcrowding are responsible for many cases of tuberculosis.
It is a disease of the masses because it attacks rich and poor alike, and every con-
sumptive Is a source of Infection unless he is careful to destroy his infectious
sputum. When the tuberpulous mother becomes pregnant it Is exceedingly diffi.
cult to prevent the baby which she carries under her heart from becoming infected.
Although the disease is not usually considered hereditary, the circulation of the
mother's blood with that of the unborn child is so Intimate that the secretions of
the bacilli In the blood render the child more susceptible to tuberculosis. Even
if the mother is careful and does not kiss the new-born child, the close contact
will usually result In the direct infection of the child. Thus, if the tuberculous
wife becomes pregnant, her own life and that of her child are seriously jeopardized.
Such catastrophes can be avoided by the proper and timely application of con-
traceptives. Prevention of conception in tuberculous or strongly predisposed
women is one of the important factors in the reduction of the tuberculosis mor-
tality rate. How much greater would this reduction be if birth control would
become more universal if all physicians were properly educated In the prevention
of conception, and If all women would know that by applying to their physicians
or birth-control clinics for advice, their lives, If in danger, would be spared.
However, it is not only tuberculosis which becomes aggravated by an added
pregnancy; many other ailments, such as kidney, heart, nervous, and mental
diseases often cause the untimely death of mothers whose lives could have been
preserved if proper contraceptive methods had been Instituted In time. One con-
dition which often leads to serious mental trouble is so-called "atoxietv neurosis";
the woman's constant fear of becoming pregnant when her physical or economic
condition will not permit any addition to the family. When pregnancy does occur,
the women in desperation often resort to abortion, which frequently leads to
chronic invalidism or death. These criminal abortions are largely responsible
for our country's fearful maternal mortality rate. One would tlink that the
whole American medical profession would be aroused to prevent such conditions.

While there are now quite a few States where physicians may give contraceptive
advice, there are strict Federal laws which make interstate exchange of medical
information or the importation of scientific literature or articles helpful In saving
women's lives impossible. Five years fi Federal prison or $5,000 fine or both,
await the violator of this inhuman law.

What misery and suffering would be spared to women and children if all laws
against birth control would be annulled and its practice under medical supervision
considered a public utility as in Holland, and not a public menace as our oppo-
nents maintain. If one wants to get an Idea of what women stiffer because of
those man-made laws, one should read My Fight for Birth Control by that
heroic woman, Margaret Sanger, who, in her battle for the rights and freedom of
womanhood, suffered humiliation, Imprisonment, privations of all kinds, and the
most brutal treatment In the name of the law. Let us all help her in her pres.-nt
endeavor to have these unjust Federal anti-birth control laws repealed.

What would not be gained if wo followed the example of Holland, where birth
control has been officially sanctioned for over 50 years? Fewer mothers would
die from tuberculosis and other diseases, leaving orphaned children. Young
people who now hesitate to marry for fear of too large families would not hesitate
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if they knew that they could spe the arrival of children according to their seo.
nomlo condition. There would be fewer marital maladjustments, fewer divorces,
les illegitimacy; prostitution, syphilis a I crime woald dimins. If morons
the hopelesly insane and idiotic, would be event. d from procreating by steriliss.
tion, which is a dsfe and not a mutilatngeraon, our asylms would be les
overcrowded. oar taxes would be lower, and the general heWlth of the Nation
would be better. There would be decided physical, material, moral, and even
spiritual progress. Lot us also think of future generations and prevent over popul.
tion, with all its dire consequences of disease, crime, war, famie, and, hstbut not
leau, those dreadful periods of unemployment.

in the little land of Holland there is a gradual increase of population although
birth control is legalized. There quality counts more than quantity. here is a
better economic and physical well-being of the people at large. The men calld
to military duty are 2 inches taller than 50 years ago. There is no unemploy.
meant, and the maternal and general mortality rates are the lowest of all civled
countries. Let us do likewise and also become a model for other nations.

Dr. Woodbury, of the United States Children's Bureau, published somo very
Interesting data where he clearly shows that too short an interval between child.
births markedly affects the infant death rate. Where the interval between births
is 3 years, the Infant death rate I 86.5 (per 1,000 births); when the interval is 2
ears, the rate is 98.6; and when it is only 1 year, the infant mortality goes up

14.7. Certainly a very striking increase.
Family overerowdng and poverty are also important factors in infant mortality

as shown by Dr. Woodbury's findings. In homes, for instance, where the average
number of persons per room i les than 1, the infant death rate Is 62 1, whereit
is 2 or more per room, the death rate is 135.7. Furthermore In families where
the per capita income from the father's earnings was les than $50 the Infant
mortality -te was 216.9 as compared with a rate of only 60.5 where the per
capita amount averaged $400 or over. These figures clearly and strikingly mdi.
cats the influence of family overcrowding upon family well-being.

STATEMENT FROM ALICE HAMILTON, M.D., HARVARD UNIvZnerrY SCHOOL OF
PUBLIC HEALTH

I wish to go on record absolutely In favor of birth-control legislation. Its
lage will remove the stigma of obscenity from a department of preventive
inedi' e which should never have been no characterized. It will enable poor
women to enjoy the same sort of protection that has long been available only
to the well-tomdo, or to the poor in a few large cities and it wll give the physician
freedom to use his own judgment In a field in which, up to now, he has been
Intolerably controlled by nonmedleal authority.

(Signed) ALIcE HAMILTON, M.D.

STATEMENT FROM HARPER HOSPITAL, DETROIT, Mica.

We, who ate working so closely with families who are In great need and who
suffer profound discouragement during these trying times, realize what a tragedy
the prospect of a new baby can be. We believe the birth-control clinic which was
organized last ear at Harper Hospital to be one of the most constructive social
measures that has been ado ted.

We heartily endorse bill A.R. 5978 and urge your utmost support of It.
(Signed) ALICE H. WALKER,

Director of Social Serdie.

STATEMENT FROM KATnMYN TRENT, PRESIDENT, WEST VIRGINIA STATE NURSE's
ASSOCIATION'

I am expressing my own conviction as well as that of many of my professional
friends and asociates In endorsing H.R. 5978. Surely our National Congress
can no longer turn a deaf ear to the facts which not only justify the passage of this
bill but which demand it In the spirit of fair play.

FuM obtained from: Woodbury, Robert Morse, Infant Mortality and Its Causes, Baltimore, IVA
Wtiam * wowkns.
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8'TaURNur PROM B. L. SuLvoN, M.D., BArLE CREEK, Mxci.

Correct information regarding family limitation supplied by physicians Is
much needed now in the homes of the dependent classes and those homes
which are handicapped by extreme poverty. The cause of child welfare Ls not
served when more eh;ldren are born in this type of home. Then, increase in
dependency places a heavy burden on other clssies.

Each year in the United States more than 16,000 women ihe because of crim-
iral abortions. Many of these know no other way to escape motherhood, when
they already have more children than they can properly feed and clotbe. Last
week I gave advice to a mother of seven living children. Nine other times this
woman bad induced abortion on herself with the result that she is broken in
health. In broken health she works as a scrub woman to support her family.
The husband has no Job. Should not such a woman be proticted? There are
thousands of others like her. Should the doctor who gives contraceptive advice
to these women, and in so doing supplies prevention which will reduce the num-
ber of frightful abortion deaths, be compelled, technically, to break the Federal
statute?

(Copyi

LUTHER MussoN Boiras, M.D., BERKELEY, CALIF.

My DEAR MRs. SANoma: I am unqualifiedly in favor of your bill amending
sections 211 and 245 of the United States Pnal Code; also amending section
312 affecting Territories and Districts of the United States.

Not the people themselves but the situation itself i Idiotic, when one has
frequently the experience of meeting both young and middle-aged individuals
who know more in terms of birth control than the physician Is permitted by law
to do. When leaders by actual law are not permitted to lead, but one thing
can ensue: That is demoralization and chaos.

Very truly yours, (Signed) L. M. Boyns, M.D.

Naw YORK CITY, January 10, 193f.
To the Honorable Members of the House Judiciary Committee:

It is socially significant that birthrates throughout the world are falling.
Contraception Is widely practiced in the United States and our Federal laws relat-
lng to contraceptive information and instruments are in process of nullification.
The official records of the United States Government indicate that the late
Dr. Billings of the Bureau of Census long ago recognized that a large measure of
the decrease of the population of this country was due to the voluntary control of
parenthood.

There has been a large measure of hoiman wastage during the past 30 years
incidental to abortions. These criminal operations were employed because the
lawb had made contraceptive knowledge difficult to obtain and bootlegging contra-
ceptive knowledge or instruments was at the doctors' risk of fine or imprisonment.
Our Federal laws, especially section 211 of the Penal Laws, are obsolete and
oppressive and opposed to current needs and contrary to human rights.

Regardless of the high mortality rate from abortions It Is equally significant
that, in the United States, the mortality of women from conditions connected
with childbirth is shockingly high, particularly when the Interval between births
is exceedingly short. Voluntary birth control or the proper spacing of infants
becomes important in protecting the welfare of infants and children. Woodbury's
report on infant mortality comments, "The Infants who were born at the shortest
Interval had the highest mortality rate (146.7) as compared with those who were
born after an Interval of 4 years or more, who had the lowest mortality rate
(84 9)." "Evidently some factor that is intimately connected with the short
interval-perhaps through the influence of frequent births upon the mother's
health, affects adversely the chance of life of the infants who followed closely after
preceding births."

The birth rate of the United States has fallen from 25.1 in 1915 to 19 in 1928.
The average number of children born to mothers in the United States since 1924
has approximated 3.3. If this is not a voluntarily checked birthrate, consider the
contrast in the birth rate of France in 1926 of 19.2 with that of French West Africa
of 35.77. England and Wales in 1926 had a birth rate of 18.8 but in British India
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it was 33. If the birth rate had not been contraoeptiveyor otherwise controlled
In the United States it never would have fallen to 19 in 1928.
. It is significant that with the falling birth rate there Is a falling infant mortality
rate. Let me illustrate this from the Bureau of Census Report for 1928, on Births

till Births, and Infant Mortality Statistics.

United Unte
United states United statesyou States Infant Year SMtates lntat

birik rate mortality bhth rate mortaty
t rate

1923 ............. 2 4 771 192 ...... .......... 20.6 n
124 ........... 2 7 ............ 6 a
1I=6.............. 21.41  72 19M.................... 19? I

And figures since 1928 corroborate the significant relation between the birth and
death rates of infants.

This down,. ard trend becomes evident from a contrast of birth rates and infant
mortality rates In this and other countries. The infant mortality rate in conti.
nental United States in 1928 was 68.7, with a birth rate in the birth registration
area of 19.7. In Japan the birth rate was 33.6 in 1927 and the infant mortality
rate was 141.7 in that year. British Guiana had a birth rate of 28.3 In 1928 and
an infant mortality rate of 184.7. In Netherlands the birth rate was 23.3 in
1928 and the infant mortality rate was 52.3. New Zealand the birth rate was
19.6 in 1928 and the infant mortality rate was 36.2. It is patent that the higher
birth rate the greater the sacrifice of infant liver. In rapid breeding countries
like China 40 percent of the children fail to pass their first birthday. It is evident
that the larger the number of children in our present economic systerv the greater
difficulty there is in maintaining health standards and in diminishing mortality
rates. The infant mortality rate is highest in America in families with the largest
number of children.

The United States has a higher mortality rate from puerperal causes than other
civilized countries. In 1926 it approximated 6.6 per thousand live births, as
compared with 2.9 for Netherlands, 2.6 for Denmark, with equally low figures for
Norway and Sweden. In these countries birth control Is now an old story.

The maternal mortality increases with the number of children born and the
death rate among children increases when there is no mother to give them natural
and normal care. The United States figure for 1924 reveals that for every
thousand women who died from causes connected with childbirths 00 of their
babies died within the first year of life. In Publication 142 of United States
Children's Bureau, Woodbury states "Of the children whose mother dies within
a year after the birth, the infant mortality was 450 per thousand living births.
If the mother died from I month to 1 year after the birth of the infant the
mortality was 367 per thousand."

Children by choice, as the result of intelligent determination of time as well as
of numbers, will lessen the shocking evil of abortion, lower infant mortality,
diminish maternal mortality, promote the development of wedlock, especially at
this time of economic dcpreision, and tend to stabilize our population. A
diminished birthrate enhances the life values of a population and raises the level
of health of the community. Physicians are now forbidden to act as intelligence
and conscience dictates in the interest of communal health and welfare.

A considerable amount of mental ill health, not to mention the production of
mental detectives and epileptics, and the propagation of dvsgenic elements in
our population, arise from the fact that contraceptive information is not available
for those most requiring it. The vast majority of people In this country live on
incomes below $2,000 a year, and their opportdnites tor general education con-
cerning parenthood Is limited. One can readily understand that in the group
of our population with the least income there is the highest birthrate, the highest
infant mortality cate, and the largest number of difficulties in connection with
delinquency, c~ime, and mental Impairment.

The size of the population is not an index of its state of health. The com-
munity is more interested in diminished disease, lower Infant mortality rates, a
lessening of familial anxiety, a decrease of communal distress, and raised levels
of capacity for living. Quality not quantity-is today of more importance than
ever before. A considerable amount of our charity, a large measure of our eco-
nomic distress is incidental to uncontrolled propagation. The faultliesnotinalack
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of desire for knowledge of contraception but from governmental mandates based
upon ignorance of the seriousness of the situation. The unwanted child and the
rejected child play a sad part in human affairs. Many of their potentials are
hampered by virtue of beginning life rejected by parents.

I would call attention of the committee to the fact that all crimes, including
kidnapping, are fostered in the process of law nullification. Disrespect for law is a
fundamental basis of ridicule of the American people. The maintenance of the
present Federal law in the face of current facts and practice is arrant hypocrisy,
so well as a shocking injustice to the community. Physicians should nGt be ,m-
paired in their opportunity to give knowledge which will protect sick women Irrni
Te threat of death. In fact the people of this country are disregarding the Federal
law as well as the State law. I need only cal attention to the striking illustration
of the ridiculous situation in the State of Conecticut where it is forbidden by law
"to use any drug, medical article or Instrument for the purpose of preventing
conception," andyet in 1929 the birthrate in the State of Connecticut was only
17.7 as against 20.6 for the entire United States. It is also interesting to learn
that in those States where doctors are not permitted by law to give contraceptive
information the birthrates are lower than elsewhere. Must bootlegging continue
as an exhibit of national hypocrisy? Prohibition may prohibit but it does not
control personal behavior.

Permission to give contraceptive advice is not mandatory any more than con-
traception is identical with abortions. A voluntary limitation of offspring through
contraception is a natural mode of solving numerous problems bound up in out
social considerations of defectiv6s,d elinquents, and dependents. Birth control
and birth release are in the interest of quality rather'than quantity.

I desire to stress the fact that birth control plays a definite part in the lives of
Catholics as well as of Protestants, Jews, and Agnostics. I would call attention
to the fact that the birth rates in America are definitely higher in the States
where Catholics are fewest as, for example, North Carolina, Alabama, Kentucky,
and Arkansas.

In the Catholic journal "America", March 28 1925, Father Kelly makes note
of the lower birth rates in the cities to which Uatholicsgo. In the Baltimore
Catholic Review, May 21, 1926, occurs the statement, "The evil of race suicide
is not restricted to Protestants nor Is it common to Pagans." In the Homiletic
and Pastoral Review, November 1928, Father Schaefer refers to the declining
birth rates of Catholics in the United States and quotes these figures for Catholic
birth rates: 1907, 41.5; 1917 37.8; 1927, 34.1.

In slipport of this contention and fact that birth control is actively practiced
by Catholics, I call attention to their declining birth rates as given in the Report
of the Bureau of Census on births, stil!blirths and infant mortality statistics
for the birth registration area of the United States in 1928. Herein it is stated
that the birth rate per thousand population for the Continental United States
birth registration area was 25.1 in 1915 and 19.7 in 1928. It will be admitted
that Italy is generically a Catholic nation and its birth rate has fallen from 30.5
in 1915 to 26.1 in 1928. The Irish Free State was 22 in 1915 and 20.1 in 1928
This, incidentally, Is lower than the rate in Northern Ireland-20.8. Spain's
rate was 30.8 in 1915 and 29.7 In 1928.

It is likewise worthy of notice that the number of illegitimate births among
foreign-born white mothers in the United States during 1928 indicates that 623
out of 1,750 recorded must be credited to women from the Catholic countries of
Austria-Huagary, Ireland, Italy and Poland.

It is furtfier significant that during the same year, 1928, the infant mortality
rate in the United States registration area as measured by the country of birt
of the mother, indicates the order of infant mortality from the highest to the
lowest as follows: Poland, Austria-Hungary, Canada, Ireland, Italy, United
States, Germany, England, Scotland and Wales, Denmark, Norway and Sweden,
and Russia. Thus it appears again that in terms of foreign-born mothers the
nationals of very predominately Catholic countries have the highest birth rate
and the highest infant mortality rate.

It is worth while noting likewise that IP Italy itself, a Catholic country, the
birth rate of 1927 was 27 and its Infant mortality rate for that year was 120.2.
France, with a birth rate of 18.8 in 1926 had, for the same year, an infant mor-
tality rate of 97.

One might point out generically In this country and elsewhere, wherever birth
control clinics exists that the Catholic group makes use of them, either to the
same extent as, or slightly more proportionately than the non-Catholic part ofthe population.
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This is quite in harmony with the statement of the Hevered Leo Lehman a(
the American Catholic Church, who stated in the Birth Control Review of jisy
1920, "It leaves questions like birth control to be decided by the individual, and
lays down no dogmatic rule for mankind as a whole. * * * Man is a rationAl
animal, who has a right to consider freely snd to decide for himself on the wise
ruling of the animal functos within him. To forbid him this Is to deny him
the exercise of his highest faculties in favor of his lower animal Instincts."-

This statement, I grant, Is not in harmony with the implications of the Panel
Encyclical dealing with the subject. It is, however, somewhat in harmony wijt
the Implications of an article in the Catholic News of March 9, l92W discussion
the German birthrates In which the decrease is attributed to the high cost oi
living, unemployment,and lackof religious convictions. In the words of Cardinal,
Mundelein, "The church has never said that people must have large families".
And obviously, the members of the church are exercising their rights and choice as
fra beings.

A knowledge concerning contraception does not in Itself make contraception
mandatory. To limit the growth of an Intelligent knowledge concerning man
and his welfare is irrational and undemocratic. In further support of the relt.
tIonship of contraception to public health and soial welfare I submit herewith a
pamphlet, Health Officers Contraception, and Public Health, replete with
athentic and incontrovert ble facts and figures.

If there is any form of action more likely to increase a belief that Catholicism
has the power to control political opinions and to limit freedom of speech than the
efforts of the Catholic Church to hamper l egston demanded by the great
majority of the ppe of this commonwealth, I cannot Imagine what It is. No
one can gainsay the right of Catholics topractice or not to practice contraception
a their conscience or their convictions demand. The same right belongs to all
people. That any minority group of our population should be able to bring
about a situation stultifying to intelligent cities Is a sad commentary upon our
boasted democracy, our intellectual honesty and our pretensions to ,:fer tim"new deal".

The regulation of population Is by no means a new theme. The development
of our civilization has taken us far from infanticide, has frowned upon the earlier
accepted mode of abortion, and now stands firmly for the prevention of concep.
tion as opposed to the destruction of life already created.

I firmly bieve that it Is time we face our national legislation problems honestly,
view them objectively and act upon them rationally and dispassionately. In this
belief I dare to hope that the House Judiciary Committee will report favorably
upon the bill now before it in the interest of mothers and children, as well as in
the pursuit of national honesty, economic recovery, and social welfare.

Respectfully submitted. IRA S. WILE, M.D.

STATEMENT OF DR. WALTER TimuM, Nmw YORK CITY

It has been at times suggested to me that the proper type of birth control
would be represented by either abstinence or continence.

Either suggestion fails to consider properly the normal functioning glands of
internal secretion which control all the elements entering into the sexual relation
and secondarily activating the brain and nervous system. The secretion of these
glands can no more be controlled by abstinence or continence than can the
secretion of the salivary glands or of the peptic glands of the stomach, and the
result of this activity on their part ought normally to be responded to at the
time of their activity. To endeavor to suppress their activity Is unphysiological
and has far-reaching detrimental effects on both the brain and on the nervous
system.

STATEMENT FROM LEWELLYs F. BARKER, M.D.

BALTIMORE, MD., May 14, 1932.
I should have liked to appear in person before the committee considering the

birth-control legislation, but unfortunately a previous engagement here prevents
my attendance.

I understand that a general objection to birth-control methods when recom-
mended by physicians has been advocated on moral grounds. The argument
has been brought forward that if people fear pregnancies, or do not desire pregnan-
Cltq, they should, even though happily married, have no sexual intercourse.
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in my experience as a medical man I have oen very grave injury follow

continence in married people when they should be having regular sexual inter-
course, though there were reasons why there should be no pregnancies.

It seems to me very Important that physicians should have the privilege of
instructing married people in birth-control methods in such cases. Many severe
nervous symptoms nave followed enforced continence by married people who
feared pregnancy or who could not afford, for the time being, to have children.

I know of a good many patients who are married and who, f they had children,
would almost certainly transmit & serious or incurable disease to the children.
It would seem to me very reprehensible for such patients to have children and yet
also very harmful to prevent them during the'r lifetime from having sexual inter-
course as normal married people do. LZWELLYS F. BARKER, M.D.

STATEMENT Or DR. ADOLF MEYER, PROFESSOR OF PSYCHIATRY, JOHNS HOPKINS
UNIVERSITY, BALTIMORE1, MD.

Dr. MEvn. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I come before
you as a physician who has to see a good many people on account of difficulties
with their iersonality, vkith their emotional I fe, with their mental health and
naturally also with their physical status.

Somehow, there is probably no one factor as problematic and difficult for us at
the present time as the confusion and bewilderment that still exists between
married people with regard to their climaxes of affection, with regard to their
thought of each other, with regard to the handling of situations during states of
ill health or where there are doubts about the individual's being well enough to
have progeny, either permanently, when they have found who they are and what
they are according to our present culture, after marriage, or because they have
hope that under proper conditions they may be in a fit condition to have progeny.

I feel that a tremendous amount of bewilderment is shown i,3 the records of
patients whom we see. Mrs. Sanger has mentioned the problem of continence,
and the advice that ib given from certain organizations with regard to what is
looked upon as the moral code in the handling of their natures.

What I see in fact is that the idea of continence is an exceedingly problematic
issue in the actual marital relations. When a woman gets into the difficult posi-
tion of being told by a physician that during her last pregnancy she has a!bumen
in the urine, high-blood pressure, and so forth, conditions that we know will
ultimately lead to disaster, she naturally becomes hesitant, and then where does
she stand?

Physicians at present are only vem poorly instructed with regard to any actual
guidance in matters of this sort. they are poorly instructed, because our Fed-
eral statutes make everybody believe that it is contrary tv the law, that it can, be
a serious offense, that it may mean the jeopardy of one's freedom to give any in-
formation concerning these things.

The consequence is that as long as we have any prohibitive statute there will
be hesitation with regard to teaching, and without wanting to be critical and
without wanting to make statements about the whole profession I can only say
of myself that most of the information I have been able to get with respect to any
guidance, the giving of which is legal to patients who need advice, I have had to
obtain tender conditions which are contraband, which are taboo, which are, in
fact, bootlcggig. Anything of that sort which stands in the way of the educa-
tion of the advisers to whom people naturally go is a terrible hiindrance. We
have had plenty of experience with regard to the legal efficiency of prohibition.
If we want to teach morals by prohibition we are on the wrong track.

It seems to me that if we could pass this hill, what would happen would be that
the rank and file of physicians would have an opportunity to get instruction in a
legitimate way, which* instruction Is absolutely necessary. Instead of wanting
to teach people by fear it would be possible to have sensible instruction and to
put helpful data into the hands of those who ask for it instead of the present
general confusion and bewilderment.

I am sure that what is most detrimental in the present situation is the con-
fusion that exists among the physicians who are not taught, or who are very
inadequately taught, because of the fear that they might be reached under the
statute at the present time.

Therefore, what is happening now is that there is before you a bill whicl has
for its purpose the elimination of the attempt to get salvation by fear. The
purpose of the bill is to put tile i.f.orwation in such shape that the medical pro-
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fesslon can obtain it and give it to those they feel should have it. If I at the
present time want to keep abreast of what Is being done elsewhere, of what is
available in countries which are not under such prohibitions, I have to do it con.
trary to the law, and I do not like to do that.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not wish to take any more of your thne,
but I should be glad to answer any questions that you consider pertinent to the
remarks I have made, or any other questions, Inasmuch as I have put myself in
the responsible position of taking a definite stand for this bill.

STATEMENT OF SMITH ELY JELLIFFZ, M.D., NEW YORK CITY

Human beings have been on this earth now some million or more years.
They have come through the process of sexual reproduction, which is but one
of the unnumerable forms through which the creative Instinct acts. Inasmuch
as there could be no human beings except through such a principle, naturally
the Instinct for mating and Its accompaniment nest building Is the strongest
of all man's activities and will go on so long as there are human beings, no
matter who tries to stop it.

The instinct cannot be legislated out of existence any more than the sun can
be prohibited from shining. Plants that are deprived of sunlight become stunted,impossible things if they live at all-as fungi in a dark cellar. Human beings
who are unduly inhibited or repressed from a creative use of their reproductive

talents in na kin and fusing to us them.

fu ctios thrive C betr. Thyete eoeprverts, or neurotic, or pay.
Ct ente~ l' r a n n r e sn ouete en deveo le d 1 o 0 i disease by putting their creative

The unh thi t of ahI people in the community are those whose reproductive
activities are thwarted by sick conscience and other forms of outgrown efforts
of prohibition of a priest-ridden hypocritical civilization.

My experience of 40 years' study of medicine, especially in nervous and
mental disease, and I believe practically all disease, save the Infectious disor.
ders, leads me to the sincere conviction that there is no really healthy life with-
out a corresponding healthy sexual life.

Economic control of the size of a family is the highest kind of morality.
The immorality of the so-called "loose woman" or "free lovers" is not something
that is or can be caused by the use of contraceptions. Such products are due
to a failure of development of the psychosexual life of the individual which has
resulted from the kind of faulty training that thinks of sex as sin; a supersti-
tion that began with so-called Adam and has been kept alive for centuries to
frighten and maim human beitgs.

I have worked in free dispensaries and clinics for 30 years of my life, seeing
hundreds of thousands of sick people of all classes and kinds. I know the
apple as they exist in all levels of society of education of birth, of breeding.
I have known their real intimate lives and am prepared to state on the basis
of this knowledge that most people are moral and right-seeking In the Inner-
most parts of their being and that the vast majority of all kinds of suffering
and disease are directly due to a failure to allow the'psychosexual life to come
to the perfection that Is within the individual in a healthy, happy, and jovous
family life. They are maimed in their childhood by hobgoblins of prohibition
which are masked under the hypocricles of "morality."

STATEMENT FROM THE INDIANA SOCIETY FOR MENTAL HYGIENE

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., April 27, 1932.
Many of us are interested In the proposed birth-control legislation and hope

to see It enacted. Its need Is manifest in a great degree by striking examples
of serious and often terrible results revealed to those who work with and for
the dependent and defective classes.

As secretary tf the Indiana Board of State Charities for 25 years I was brought
in contact with a large number of cases each year who were neglected and many
of them became public charges supported by the taxpayer. Many such could
be saved suffering and misery and the public saved great expense if proper
legislation is adopted. Amos . BUTLER, LL.D.,

President Emeritus.
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STATEMENT or ELIAS POTTER LYON, DEAN MEDICAL SCHOOL, MINNEAPOLIS
UNIVERSITY, MINN.

As a socially minded citizen trained in the biological sciences, I am aware of
the possibilities of using those sciences fo- "Auman welfare releasing the medical'
, ;sson from legal constraint in the matter of birth control.

I know so well the ideals and character of the great majority of this profes-
sion that I am certain this legislation is safe. That it is desirable from the
standpoint of social policy, I am also entirely convinced. EL.IAS POTTER LYON.

STATEMENT FROM ALABAMA TUBERCULOSIS ASSOCIATION, BIRMINOHAM, ALA.

MAT 9, 1932.
It seems to me that there could be no possible objections to the proposed change

in Senate bill 4436. Social and health workers are constantly confronted with
problems involving birth-contro! information. If these legal restrictions were
removed, as Is sought in the proposed legislation, it would enable them to better
serve the individual and the community. No one realizes more than we, the
importance of being able to refer individuals to responsible medical authorities
for information and advice.

It seems that the proposed legislation is both wise and expedient and makes
possible a very genuine and legal service to many people, which has as its motive
a larger degree of happiness among all the people. RICHARD F. HUDSON,

Executive Secretary.

STATEMENT FROM RICHARD N. PIERSON, M.D., OF NEW YORK CITY

1 am attending obstetrician and gynecologist at the Sloane Hospital for
Women, part of the medical center, and of Columbia University in the city of
New York.

I have practiced obstetrics and gynecology in New York City for over 10
years.

It is my opinion, based on a large clinical experience with the poor in dis-
pensary practice, as well as upon my experience with private patients, that
there is an urgent need that this 4ll (S. 4436) be passed. It seems to me that
no one who has had extensive experience in sociology and in the practice of
medicine can have any other than a liberal opinion about such matters.

RICHARD N. PIERSON, M.D.

STATEMENT FROM M. F. GUYER, PROFESSOR OF ZOOLOGY, UNIVERSITY OF WIS-
CONSIN, MADISON, WIS.

With the least intelligent sixth of our population begetting half of the next
generation, and with many of this able group already on the verge of starvation,
certainly we have never before so needed intelligent birth-control procedure.
Let us hope for enlightened congressional action. M. F. (OUTER.

STATEMENT FROM THOMAS N. CARVER, PH.D., PROFESSOR HARVARD UNIVEkSITY,
DEPARTMENT OF EcoNoMics

MAY 11, 1932.
I am in favor of the proposed birth-control legislation.

This legislation cannot possibly endanger public morals, since It places the
responsibility for giving contraceptive advice upon the medical profession,
where it belongs. T. N. CARVER.
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STATIMZNT FROM JOHN 8. HARRISON, DEPARTMENT or ENoLS, Bums
UNIVERSITY

INDIANAPOLIS, INk., April 19, 19s8.
I should like to express my approval of the proposed birth-control legislation,

There seems to be no hesitancy on the part of our Government to spread its
best and most accurate information regarding the breeding of domestlo animal
.nd the culture of trees, plant., and grilns. More precious than such materiW
things are human lives; and no Government should for an instant hesitate to
remove any artificial barrier to the spread of scientific information regarding
birth control, so that all desiring such information can obtain it to guide them in
the highly important work of bringing into the world children physically and
mentally equipped to live happy lives and in an environment of a family into
which their advent is welcomed, not merely tolerated or "dly bemoaned. We
need a population of happy persons. not a mere unregulaterl mass of swarming
humanity. JOHN . HARRISON.

Mrs. HEPBURN. The next speaker will be Dr. James L. McCartney,
psychiatrist, classification clinic and health service, Elmira Reforms.
tory, Elmira, N.Y.

STATEMENT OF JAMES L. M'CARTNEY, M.D., PSYCHIATRIST,
ELMIRA REFORMATORY, ELMIRA, N.Y.

Dr. MCCARTNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
we have all been very much concerned with the steady increase in
crime. The Government is taking definite steps to study this prob-
lem. For many years I have been working with delinquent and
criminal individuals; and after a detailed study of 2,500 prisoners
committed to the New York State reformatory, I have found that
large and unwanted families are a major factor in the cause of crime.
We have found that over 55 percent of our prisoners came from
families in which there were over 5 children, and over 10 percent
came from families of 10 to 21 children. This is brought out in the-
annual report, from which I have tables showing these facts. The
first, second, and. third children in these large families accounted for
' percent of rdr criminals. We further found that 88 percent of

the fathers of ouir prisoners were tradesmen and laborers who made
a very small v--we, and consequently had to live on a low economic
scale. About 20 percent of the mothers had to work outside of the
home in order to make enough to support the family. The children,
being without the supervision of the mother and the father, were
allowed to roam the streets and join the local gang at. a very early
age. Although our laws require that our children go to school until
they are 16, over 65 percent of our criminals quit school before they
were 15; and invariably they said they had to quit and go to work
to help support aa ever-increasing family. Only 14 percent gradu-
ated from grade school, as a consequence; and yet education is a
birthright of every American citizen. In spite of the fac. that these
large families, families from which our criminals came, were starving,
and yet unwantedly increasing in size, jobs were not available. We
found that for every job open there were nine applicants. Our
prisoners tell us that they are too proud to beg. They will not
starve for their families must live. So, of course, they must steal.
That is what they tell us. This is borne out by the fact that of
all crimes committed last year, 90 percent were crimes against prop-
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erty. What do we do to prevent the criminal from returning to a
life of wrongdoing, at an expense to the Government amounting to
$500 and more a year per pisoner? We send him back to the un-
bearable existence of a crowded home. The law does not allow us to
lighten the burden or help keep him out of temptation. There are
go his many brothers and sisters to clothe and feed, and his worn-
out mother to care for, if she has not already died. If he is married,
and 10 percent of our prisoners are married, he is faced with the
insoluble problem of his own increasing number of children, whom
he cannot be a rightful father to, even if he would. If he is single,
and is advised to marry and settle down, he says that he cannot
afford to have children, for he has learned his bitter lesson from
being a member of an uncontrolled and unwanted family; and he
prefers to take his chances in promiscuous sex existence. Eighty-
eight percent of our criminals have lived such a promiscuous sex
existence since they were 15 years of age. Having been without
the responsibility of marriage and children, they are loath to take
on the added burden, without assurance of scientific assistance; but
we cannot give it to them. I thank you.

(The following is the data referred to and submitted by Dr. Mc-
Cartney:)

FINDINGS BASED ON 2,800 PRISONERS IN NEW YORK STATE

TARLE .- Children in the family

Number 11981-2 1032-3 1932-33 Number 103142 1012.33 -3

Number Percent Percent Numer Percent Pacent
......................... 7 9.0 7.9 10 ........................ 40 1.5 4.1

L ........................ 122 8.6 1 It ........................ 0 30 .0
3 ................. 43 6.0 C4 12 ........................ 40 2.0 4.1
4 .......... ......... t1 11.0 131 14 ........................ 1 1.0 1.6
L ........................ 1107 9.8 11 18 ............. I ........ .
6 ........................ 11.0 . .8.1.................... .0 .2

.. . ..... 101 9.6 10.4 20 ....................... 0 .8 .0
S.................... 5? 8.8 &9 21 ........................ 0 1.0 .0
" ........................ 44 7.0 4.5 Unknown ................ 30 11.0 3.1

TABLE 2.-Sequence of birth of inmate

Number 10312-310. 193-3 Number 1031-32 10- 1032-33

Percent Number Percent Percent Number Percent
Oldest ................... 22.16 21 .22.1 Eigbth .................. I 48 4.9
second ................... 1&0 259 26.7 Twel .......................... 7 .7
rd .................... 90 9.8 Yonet.............. 1.0 2 .

Tourth ................... 8.0 13 1.1 Younget .......... .1 0 146 .
Fifth .................... 6. 0 101 10 4 Oaly ehUd..............8.5 79 8.1

TABLE9 3.-Mother's occupation

ber II"I_ 1 IW-33 Pe1r3 IQ$

Dressmaker ..............
Ie. oprtor ......
Nurse .............

P.erct Perl
2 0.8 .2

36 &5 3.7
2 .8 .2

Factory.............
Deauty-parioroperstor...
HousewH lb...........
Unknown............. .3

percent
103

1

I
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TAUsL 4.-Moats heA*

--.-.. .-.. -14

DlPa ...................................... 0 176

Gestelo u ........................ ..6...............

Cause t deis"o adi9 o Cof iat deth omr

Ntubw Pa~m offt~f Pr

otMi ......... 9... 0.7 Tubonl ................ 0 14 1.

d . .6 Notsa ....................... .. . 3

Health of mother on admission of innate to re/otormatory

I, I.

Pot halth .............. 9., 0., orrbO ............... 0 1.0 oasHad dasse, ............ 7 1o0r u . igp ........... 3
.l@ bladder trouble 1 .5 1 Invalid ............... 13 5.0 IL1

Naroue ....... 2 7 6.0 2 8 gelty........ .... .61 4.5 .
Insane ......... 8 1.0 .8

TADLU 6.-SeZUta history

First sex experience (based on 849 cases)
I

Never had sex intercourse .......................................
10 years ........................................................
2 years ........................................................

13 years-...................................-------------------
14 years ......................................................
15 years ........................................................
6 years ........................................................

17 years ........................................................
18 years .......................................................
19 years . . ....................................................
20 years ........................................................
22 years --------------------------------------------------------
23 years ........................................................

17. 19
.58

2.24
1.40
6.73

10. 88
1& 05
14. 32
6.73
4.01
1. 12
.28
. 28

i [For iametas
For stateFo na.

Civil ate8 is awbole
ront percentage p,1-2tumo

Married ....................................... 63 a &61 94 .7
Single ........................................ 3 4 01.4 876 901
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The CHATRMAN. The committee will recess for 5 minutes.
(Thereupon a recess was taken for 5 minutes, after which the

committee reconvened and the hearing was resumed.)
Mrs. HzPBuv. Our next speaker will be Dr. Henry Fairchild

professor of sociology, New York University. He is not on our list of
speakers, but I have asked him to reply to the question in regard to
population.

STATEMINT OF DR. HENRY FAIRCHILD, PROFESSOR OF
SOCIOLOGY, NEW YORK UNIVERSITY

Dr. FAnicmIn. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I
want to take just a minute to answer the very pertinent question that
was asked by the gentlemen on my right as to the significance of a
decn birth rate upon this whole problem. I have spoken at
similar hearings more than once in the past, and my views, such as
they are, are on record. In the early days I emphasized the necessity
of checking the undue increase of population. at is already taking
place The birth rate is actually on the decline; and I think we may
ook forward, in a reasonably short time, to a stabilized or balanced
population in this country. I, for one, should say that that is one of
the most desirable accomplishments that we could possibly work for,
because I think it would help to eliminate not only the evils of depend-
ency and crime, but many of the underlying causes of international
friction that often lead to war. This decline of population growth or
birth rate is evider Lo hat birth control is already having its effect.
I think practically evry student of the question today recognizes that
this very rapid change is not fundamentally biological, or a sociological
phenomenon, but due to definite action on the part of the families
concerned. The significant point is that that decline is taking place
largely in those classes which have easier access, under preseLt condi-
tions, to that information, and are the very classes which are more able
intrinsically to support large families, but are in a situation to limit
the size of the family more effectively, of their own choice.

Not a single speaker this morning has stressed in any way the
present danger of excessive population. The emphasis has been
upon the readjustment of the growth of population, in order that this
differential may be corrected, whereas under present conditions the
rat increase comes not from-I do not say the "upper classes",

because that is a term that has very little meaning in modern life-
not from classes which are better situated to control the size of their
families, but the greater increase comes from the classes that have less
information, less ability to get that information, and who have a
greater desire to limit their families within the number that they feel
they can take care of. So that our plea today is a plea for equality,
a plea for Justice, a plea for democracy, a plea for those families who
some of them because of the depression, some of them because R
general economic or social conditions, are deprived of the opportunities
which other types of families have, and who for that very reason do,
in point of fact, lay a heavier burden upon the community as well as
upon themselves. Our whole hope is that the repeal of this section
of the Federal law will result in equalization of opportunities and
privileges, as well as duties and obligations, and furthermore, as has
been so emphatically pointed out, will give these families of this
type the same opportunity to get the best possible medical advice,



and the best possible scientific distance and appliances and direct.
tions, that other families are already able to secure. I thank you.

Mr. HEALEY. By stabilized population, do you mean a stationarypopulation?r. FAIRCHIL. I think we ar heading toward a stationary
population.

Ivr. HEALEY. In which the births and deaths will be equalized?
Dr. FAIRCHILD. Yes, sir.
Mr. HEALEY. Do you think that is healthy?
Dr. FAIRCHILD. I think it is absolutely healthy t fundamentally.
Mr. HEALEY. How about going beyond that point, and declining?
Dr. FAIRCHILD. That is a statistical possibility. Personally I have

no fear of that because I am convinced that most families want S
large number oR children if they are not thrown in competition with
families of undue size. That is, I think most families today want a
sufficient number of children to maintain a stationary population.
Furthermore, I am convinced that if at any time an actual decline
should set in, society has at its command ample resources to chan
the attitude of the public toward a reasonably large family, so as to
secure a response from all classes of society.

Mr. HEALEY. Well, a decline in birthrate, of course, means a
decrease in consumption of products?

DR. FAIRCHILD. Yes, sir; and also a decrease in production.
Mr. HEALEY. Do you think that is a desirable thing, in the present

state of affairs?
Dr. FAIRCHILD. All these things have to be interpreted in the light

of the social system. I think we will all agree that there is a certain
amount of adjustment in our social system at any time.

Mr. CONDON. You would not stand by that statement which you
just added to your reply to the question in regard to a decrease in
consumption, that a decline in population also means a decline in
production? Because, you see, production could still go on, even
though population declines; for we have learned that men are being
thrown out of industry and production, and machines are takia
their places; so that you could still have this country greatly over.
manned, to use that expression, for production purposes, in Cthe face
of a steadily declnin population, could you not?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Yes, you could. But under the existing system,
rightly or wrongly, production is governed by consumption, at least
theoretically- and as consumption diminishes, production is likely
to respond also, or even in advance, in anticipation.

Mr. CoNDoN. But it causes a very critical problem, such as we are
confronted with at the present time, requiring a period of years to
readjust ourselves.

Dr. FAIRCHILD. I aree with you, and I hope the time will come
when, in families and m society alike, the growth of population and
the production of goods will be adjusted to each other m a rational
and intelligent way. One reason why v ; have favored this type of
legislation for years is that we believe the only safe and human thing
to do is to put this matter of reproduction on a basis of forethought,
reason, andjustice, as we have done with other interests of human
life. And I hope we will also put out problems of production and
consumption on the same basis.

W BIRTH CONTROL
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Mr. LEHn. Do you believe the ultimate result of this would be a
managed birthrate, similar to a manapd currency?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. I might ask you first what you mean by a managed
currency. If by a mansd birthrate you mean a birthrate adjusted
to the needs of society and the needs of the family, I should say that
would be the result.

Mr. GUYER. Would you say France is an outstanding example,
among the modem civilized nations of the world, of a decline in the
birthrate for the last hundred years?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. In the last hundred years France has been an
outstanding example of a stationary population.

Mr.GU.YR. I was wondering whether in France it has been shown
by statistics that production kept pace or ran along with the decline
of population or the stationary population. In other words, was
there a stationary production during that period, or a decline in
production, or do you know?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Probably neither stationary nor declining; prob-
ably an increasing production. I think the French population, taken
as a whole is probably the best supplied population, with the most
even standard of living, of any country situated, in general, as
France is.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How does the birthrate of Paris compare with
the death rate?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. In Paris or France?
Mr. MONTAGUE. Paxris.
Dr. FAIRCHILD. I have not the figures precisely for Paris. The

birthrate in France, according to the last figures, was still higher than
the death rate.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Is it no,. lower in Paris? Does it not show a
tendency to be lower in all great cities?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. There is a slight difference, yes; in the large cities.
There are several cities in Germany now where the birthrate is
definitely lower than the death rate. As a general thing, the birthrate
in cities is slightly lower than in the country.

Mr. CONDON. Have you any information on this point? Is the
proportion of older people greater in the cities than in the rural areas
of our country? In other words, are there more children in the rural
areas, in proportion to the total population, than in the cities?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. The size of the family, I think, on the whole, is
shtly larger in the rural areas.

r. CONDON. Have you found from any of your studies that condi-
tions are bid in the rural areas? We have hid some testimony here
as to the cities, about the condition of large families. Have you any
information of the condition of large families in rural sections?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. You mean from the point of view of dependency?
There is plenty of it; yes, sir. Of course, the modern city is par-
ticularly sensitive to economic conditions; and aggravated and
unfortunate conditions of life are likely to become more marked in
the city than in the country.

Mr. CONDON. So that a good part of this problem that we are con-
fronted with, in reference to the dependence of large families on
public aid, is due to the economic conditions in the country, where we
have large concentrations of people in our large cities, rather than

CO--4---4
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merely to the fact that there are large families among the poorer
classes of the population, as such?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Well, I believe we would probably agee that there
is more or less of a maladjustment in our situation in the city as well
as the country. I am afraid if I say it was the city that was the
cause of the trouble, the farmer might have something to say about
it later on. There are shocking, conditions of immorality in the
country areas as well as in the cities.

Mr. CONDON. I presume your side will have some facts to submit
for the rceord along that line?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Undoubtedly, yes.
Mr. BROWNiNG. Did France reach their stability of population in

somewhat the same method as is expected to come about by thisproposed law?Dr. FAICILD. The presumption has been advanced that France

checked the population deliberately. I have heard other reasons or
causes given; Ihave heard of extreme alcoholism; I have heard of
extreme syphilism, and so on; but I am inclined rather to discredit
that. In the mean time we have to admit that information is lack.

g on a great many of these fundamental points that we ought to
ave.
Mr. HEALZY. You said the decline in population would reach some

adjustment that might be brought about. Do you care to follow out
that staterr.'2t-through what method?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Personally I think that the size of the family is
very, very sensitive to public opinion and I firmly believe that a
chane of public opinion which woufd result from certain social
condo itions-I will go a ste p further back-I am convinced that there
is nothing that will disturb society as much As an actual decline in
population. The one thing that society wants and insists upon is
that its numbers shall be maintained; and if there was actual evidence
of a decline in the number of American pecple in this country, the
American people would respond tremendously.

Mr. HEALEY. You mean as a patriotic idea, that the women who
had become accustomed to not bearing children, would suddenly
turn around and because of the serious condition of the country,
bq•n bearing children again?

Dr. FAIRCHIL. No, I would not ay suddenly, because these
things do not happen suddenly. It might not be in one generation,
but it would be their daughters in the next generation. I do not
believe it would be primarily brought about by trade conditions.
I believe it would be a response to the social need, as transmitted to
the individual through various means by public opinion. We are
conscious of the way the public operates all around us, and the way
we respond to public opinion. We do not always know why. If it
becomes fashionable to have a reasonably large family, people will
have them; and I mean by that, families of three or four children.
I think that trend is already on the way. I cannot support this
with statistics, but I have much incidental and personal evidencethat among many of the well-to-do, more fortunate elements of society,
many of the younger families of today are saying; " We want three
children, or four cluldren." Now, I could name a number of such
families that I know personally; and I have had the testimony from
it large number of my friends who are in that great group of young
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married people from 25 to 30 years of age. There is a distinct reac-
tion from the old idea, in fanles in the levels of society where they
have sufficient resources, a reaction from the idea that children are a
burden and the home is coming back into its own again.

Mr. itEALEY. You approve of that?
Dr. FAIRCHILD. And very highly.
Mr. CELLER. If, as stated in the legal brief submitted, France and

Italy have enacted measures modeled to some extent on our own law,
how doyou reconcile the fact that there is a practical birth stabiliza-
tion in France with the fact that the French law is similar to our own?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. I think the law is somewhat similar to our own;
I am not familiar with the details.

Mr. CELLER. So you would say there is probably more a breach of
the statute than otherwise, and that is the reason you have this birth
stabilization in France?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. I would not say "more". The whole thing is
governed by rather intricate complexes. The density of the popula-
tion on the land has something to do with it. Of course, one big factor
in France is the system of inheritance of property, which must be
equally divided among the children. I believe it is a fact that the
sharp decline in tha growth of population in France was a reaction to
that law which required the French to distribute their property
evenly among the children. Cf course, there would be means for
doing it. The French undoubtedly have had a wider dissemination
of some kind of fundamental information on this subject, along with
the nations of western Europe, and they have devised ways of getting
around the law.

Mr. HEALEY. How about the English-speaking countries, aside
from the United States?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. I cannot speak with authority except as to England.
England has been modifying its restrictive attitude on this subject for
at least half a century.

Mr. HEALEY. Are they tllowed to transmit this sort of information
through the mail?

Dr. FAIRCHILD. Very much more freely than we do.

STATEMENT or Guy IRVINO BURCH, OF TEN POPULATION REFERENCE BUREAU,
Nzw YORK CITY

Birth control does not necessarily change the growth of population. Gen-
erally it replaces cruder, more savage, and less convenient methods of popula-
tion control. By making it possible for parents to have the number of children
best in keeping with their incomes birth control will enable nations to have the
number of people which the natural resources and economic and social conditions
warrant.

Fifty years' experience with the most modern methods of birth control has
enabled 11olland to now increase at a faster rate than any country in northern
and western Europe, and Italy may be included. On the other hand, birth con-
trol in France has been accompanied by a slow growth, but not a decreasing
population. In one case economic and social conditions warranted a faster
growth, and in the other they warranted a slower growth.

During the nineteenth century France was torn by revolution and repeate.:ly
defeated in war, having her colonies and high mineral resources of the Rhine
legion taken from her. The French inheritance laws which required the peasant
to distribute his estate equally among his children forced him to have fewer
children. Under such conditions the French could not increase as rapidly as
her neighbors and still preserve their standard of living.

Birth control will not only give nations the size of populations warranted by
their resourcc3 and economic and social conditions, but it will give classes within
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each nation the birthrate which the economic and social position of each warra.
If birth control in permitted to spread to all economic and social classes, unfor.
tunate conditions among the Negro population will be accompanied by a slower
growth, while the more favorable conditions among the more fortunate will be
accompanied by a more rapid increase in population. That birth control ea
accomplish these results is demonstrated by the fact that in cities of northern ad
western Europe, where birth control has found its way to the lower economic and
social classes, Dr. Karl Edin of Sweden and Dr. Friedrich Burgdorfer of Germaa
have discovered that the more fortunate cleuses are now having more child.
in the family than the less fortunate.

In Stockholm where birth control has been made available to all classes of tie
population, Dr. Edin found the following results:.That the fertility of the upper classes has increased with the ,neome deehuaw
In the census: couples having an income of at least 10,000 Swedish crowns in 1O
hada brthrate 50 percent above the rate for couples with an income of less tm
4 000 crowns, and yet even this last-mentioned group had a birthrate perceptibly

hger than that of the working lsm, especially among young couples." (Pri.
seedings, World Population Conference, Geneva, 1927, p. 205.)

Sinee br. Edin's conclusions were published in 1927 he hs gathered more data
to substantate these conclusions and Dr. Burgdorfer has reached similar ce.
cludon, eoeerning the birthrates of large German cities where it is knows
that birth control has reached the lower classes.

"On the basis of statistics taken from the income tax", says Dr. Burgdofu,
"I have recently been able to prove that today-in contradistinction to lhs
earlier obsmervations on which were based the so-called "well.bein"theor-
the number of chidren of families with large incomes is not di 1ni:hi1 L1
increasing. At least this is so in large cities. While on the average, in lWr
cities, up to every 100 married taxpayer In the income group "under 1,500 rele
marks,' there belong only 96 children, this number increased from income group
to income group, until the largest value was reached at the highest income group
(over 80,000 reichsmarks) with 140 children to every 100 married taxpayers.
(Bulletin, International Population Union, Sept. 30, 1930, p. 12.)

Birth control enables population go grow orderly and effectively at a high
standard of living and on a high moral pane. This is possible because birA
control reduces the size of overly large families but Increases the number of
medium-sized families. Dr. William F. Ogburn and Dr. Warren S. Thompson
have discovered that birth control increases the maTled population, especialy
among young people. ,, , c

"Interest n birth control, ys Professor 0gburn, ts iagely concerned with
the speculations to its effects upon morality, as C whether It eot d be expected to
encourage or discourage marriage * * *. The evidence which I have sol-
lected on the Rubject indicates that birth control ineases marriage. * * * If
the evidence bears out the assumption that birth control encourages marriage,
and if we accept the other evidence which indicates that marriage is the more
desirable social state, logically we must regard )rth control as a moral force of
prime importance." (New York Times, signed article, Mar. 29, 1925; also on

American Marriage and Family Relationships", Groves and Ogburn.$
Professors Warren 8. Thompson and P. K. Whelptom, In their exhaustive work

"Population Trends in the United States," conclude in their summary of the
chapter on Martial condition:
The trend toward early marriage no doubt arises from a complex social

condition, but the authors wish to call attention to the fact that earlier marriage
has been taking place concomitantly with the rapid spread of contraceptive
information. It seems reasonable to believe that young people, knowing that
marriage does not necessarily involve continence, parenthood, abortion are more
ready to marry than they would be were they reasonably certain that they would
have children born at regular and frequent intervals If they do not practice con-
tinence or abortion. * a * When all other factors making for early marriage
are given due weight, it seems highly probably that the spread of contraceptive
practices is a factor of considerable Importance." (Pp. 226-227.)

Birth control reduces the size of the overly large families, especially among the
unfortunate classes, but as it increases the married population it enables a more
equal distribution of the pleasures and responsibilities of rearing the Nation's
children among the entire adult population. In Ireland, where both Church and
State have denounced birth control, we find very !arge families but perhaps the
lowest marriage rate and proportion of population married in the civilized world.
On the other hand, in Holland, where the Government has encouraged birth con-
trol, we find medium-sized families, but so many of them that the Dutch iK .reas
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at a faster rate than either Ireland or Italy. In 1930, the marriage rate in
Holland was nearly twice as high as that in Ireland, about 8 to 4.5 respectively,
per thousand population.

When the pleasures and responsibilities of rearing the Nation's children are
more evenly distributed among the entire adult population it not only makes for
a higher standard of living, greater purchasing power per family, and more moral
conditions, but more separate family units stimulate business activity by creating
a demand for a greater number and variety of the products of the factory and the
farm.

By the Immigration Act of 1917, the United States Government recognizes
that there is a population problem In this country; that the resources of the land
are limited; that unrestricted population increase through unrestricted immigra-
tion Is bound to Invite disaster to the social and racial life of the country. Conse-
quently, a bar is raised to the free entrance of aliens into this country, and even,
when by the "quota", such aliens are given permission to enter our'gates, there
are still social considerations to be grappled with.

The Government claims the right to exclude immigrants whose condition is
likely to be a source of danger to the well-being and happiness of the country.
Thus there are. excluded all idiots, imbeciles, feeble-minded persons, epileptics,
Insane persons, persons of psychop&thic inferiority, persons afflicted with tuber-
culosis in any frm or with any loathsome, dangerous or contagious disease,
paupers, professlona beggars, vagabonds, persons likely to become a public charge,
polygamists, criminals, prostitutes, or persons coming to United States for pur-
Poses of prostitution, or for any other immoral purpose. There are also pro-
visions for the exclusion of illiterates, or of persons 16 years of age, physically
capable of reading but who cannot read English or some other language. All are
refused admission Into United States of America. The procedure for the enforce-
ment of these restrictive and selective measures is mandatory. Detailed regula-
tions are laid down for the examination of these immigrants before entry, and for
their deportation in case of exclusion.

The Government goes even further than this, for even after entrance the
Government reserves the right to pursue the policy of selection in such cases of
criminals or those who have become a public charge even 5 years after entry-
deportation.

8TATEMENTS FROM MEMnBES OF TH3 RESEARCH COMMITTEE ox RECENT SOCIAL
TRENDS APPROVING BIRTH-CONTROL BiLt.,

One of the most striking illustrations of how the layman can misunderstand the
social and economic consequences of birth control may be found in the fact that
certain passages in the Report of the Recent Research Committee on Social
Trends have been misunderstood by a Member of Congrems as evidence against
the birth-control bill.

When this fact was brought to the attention of the members of this Committee
on Social Trends, and the authors of the passages of the report dealing with
the matter in question, these authorities emphatically denied that the social
trends data ware intended as evidence against the birth-control 1)11, or could
be interpreted correctly as such.

Furthermore these authorities expressed their personal approval of birth
control and the birth-control bill.

8?ATaMeNwT FROM WESLUY C. MITCHELL, CHAIRMAN RESEARCH COMMITTEE ON
SOCIAL TRENDS

I do not see that a declining rate of population growth need threaten the eco-
noile interests of agriculture, industry, or labor. If the demand for consumners'
goods grows at a retarded rate in the future, the number of farmer-, manufacturers
and wage carneri should likewise grow at a retarded rate. But there is danger
that lBgal obitacles to the democratic spread of birth-control information may
confine the slower growth in numbers mainly to the relatively well-to-do classes.
Farmers and wage earners surely will have trouble if they continue to increase at
the present rate while the growth of the total population declines.

(Signed) *WESLEY C. MITCHELL, Chairman.
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STATEMENT Or WILLIAM F. OusUEN, UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO, DIRXCTo op
RESEARCH, THU RECENT RESEARCH COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL TRENDS

Regarding the report on Recent Social Trends, I .,hould like to state that the
committee made no recommendations on the subject of birth control or on any
other social question, nor will it do so. Perhaps I may say, speaking as an ind.
vidual, thatI would not consider the data listed In the Trends report as strong
support against birth control. I should rather think the material there presented
might be interpreted as sup porting this bill.

The population policies o the united States turn on two fundamental point,
the quality and the quantity of the population. As to the quantity, It does seem
to be true that the rate of increase is blowing up but the effect of this should be to
raise the standard of living of the people, a point that should not be difficult to
see at a time like this when there are so many unemployed and when machines
are replacing man so rapidly in industry. A rapid increase in the populatos
would slow up any efforts to raise the standard of living. A diminishing rate o
population increase would have the effect of diminishing the market for the
products of industry, but the Increased standard of living would tend to offet
this tendency. It is a slaow process of course to which industry will make adjust.
ment. I don't feel that there would be any danger to "the great group caled
labor." I should rather think that their improvement would be marked.

As to the quality of the population, it would seem that the wider diffusion of
methods of family limitation is desirable. The high birth rate among those
whose mental ability Is close to the feeble-minded borderline is deplorable.
I should myself tirge the passage of the birth-control bill.

STATEMENT FROM WARREN S. TnOMPSON, SCRIPPS FOUNDATION FOR RESEARCh
I!V POPULATION PROBLEMS, AND AUTHOR, POPULATION SECTION OF TE
RECENT REPORT OF RESEAUCKi CoMMIrTE ON SOCIAL TRENDS

I do not believe that keeping the laws as they are will have any appreciable
effect in preventing the decline of the birth rate * * *. I regard contracep.
tion as one of those great movements toward human freedom and the rationalis.
tion of life. Such mass movements can only be impeded for a shor. time at most.
If the members of Congress could only be'made to feel the inevitability of this
great movement toward human freedom they would certainly not oppose it.

STATEMENT OF ALICE HAMILTON, M.D., HARVARD SCHOOL oF PUBLIC HEALTH,
BOSTON, MASS. (MEMBER OF THE RECENT RESEARCH COMMITTEE ON
SOCIAL TRENDS)

-The chapter on Population quoted would not in the opinion of the committee,
and I feel sure in the minds of the authors, constitute a denial of the benefits of a
policy of deliberate family limitation by the control of conception, rather the
contrary. It was not the" fiction of the committee to advocate any measures,
only to assemble facts with regard to certain trends. A careful reading of the
chapter however will show that the authors do not hold that a rapidly increasing
population is in itself an unquestioned good tor that a falling population Is
"izi all ways damaging." Thus they say, "The optimum size of a population is a
high controversial topic. Militarists have always believed that a large and rapidly
rowinigpopulAtion is desirable * * * on'the other hand there have always

fJeen iidividuals who believed that personal, development and the service of God
and nant are better performed by those having few or no children; and today there
is a rapidly gioviug body of persotts who are convinced that the population should
be adjusted to the economic resmrces available for its support."

The authors find that one of the most important consequences of a falling birth-
rate is likely to be a change in mnential attitude toward the importance of size as
compared to quality, and think that we Imy come to measure progress less in
terms of increased iumberA than in terms of higher quality of living. An ilhus-
trative setitence i8 the following: "Though the supply of children is being
restricted, the demand for them continues. The valtie of children to society may
be ex pected to rise and more attentipn will be given to their well-being and train-
ilg." They criticize not the use of birth-control mneasoires but the fact that these
have been evenly applied as a result of which the decline in the birth rate has
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been much greater in the educated, well-to-do class than in the poorer and ler
educated. "Had no restrictions been placed on the spread of birth-control
information and had clinics been permitted to function freely it is probable that
birth control would have spread more evenly through social classes."

Some stress Is laid upon the loss to agriculture and labor that results from a
lsened increase In population but the authors of this chapter show that the
national attitude toward population increase has changed radically during the
post 50 years.

The exhaustion of desirable free lands and the fear of competition in the Ibor
market have led to drastic restriction of immigration. If it Is desirable to return
to the former rate of population increase it Is within the power of legislators to
make important steps in that direction. However, the authors observe that the
los of consumers caused by a falling population might be offset by a policy which
would Increase per capita purchasing power by raising salaries and wages rather
than by Increasing plant capacity.

As to the bearing of all this on the proposed bill, it seems to me not very perti-
sent. The built authorized physicians to give advice and to provide means for
carrying out their advice In cases which they believe require such advice. Surely
we should be willing to entrust this matter to a profession to which we entrust
ill other questions affecting the control of diseases and the promotion of health.

8TATzuzN YROM RoBER 8. LYND, COLUMBIA UNIVRSITYi, AUTHOR or CHAP-
Tza ON "Tin PEOPLE AS CONSUMERS" IN REPORT RESEARCH CoMMarire3 ON
SOCIAL, TansND

Both as a scientist and as a human being I am very hopeful that Congress will
see its way clear to act favorably upon the birth-control bill. In my intensive
study of families in Muncie, Ind., selected as a fairly representative small Amer-
ican city and reported in my research study, "Middletown", I said after careful
study of many phases of family life:

"The behavior of the community in this matter of the voluntary limitation of
parenthood-in this period of rapidly changing standards of living, Irregular em-
ployment, the increasing isolatlon and mobility of the individual family growing
emphasis upon child training, and other long-term family plans such as inurance
nd enforced home ownerslp on a time-payment basis--presents the appearance

of a pyramid. At the top, among most of the business group, the use of relatively
efficacious contraceptive methods appears practically universal, while eloping
down from this peak Is a mixed array of knowledge and ignorance, until the base
of ignorance is reached. Here fear and worry over pregnancy frequently walk
hand in hand with discouragement as to the future of the husband's job and the
dreaded lay-off."

This view In lieu of a situation confronting us on a Nation-wide scale appears
to me to be overwhelmingly confirmed by the struggles of American families
during the resent de session. My work as director of the section on "Con-
sumption Habit" of 'he recently published report of the Research Committee
on tcentkSocial Trends has abundantly confirmed m conviction that immediate
ato, cook ng toward the making avaable of ad uate contraceptive information

to all the people rather than merely to the mosfavored economically and edu-
cationally is urgently desirable. Unemployment is likely to remain a permanent
part of our national economy--at leat for many years to come. There is nodearth of population. In fact, if we are to regain a high general standard of
living as a nation a limited opulaton of the best quality wilbe a material factor

in achieving that end. If Ipopulation policy" of the United States runs counter
to such a policy, thore would appear to be ever reason for our representatives in
Washington to give immediate and careful consideration to the changing of our
official population policy.

From the humane point of view, one of the appalling aspects of the unemployed
is their inability to prevent, in cases where every reason of family planning and
effective living argues for caution in increasing family size, the arrival of more
children. Our new knowledge of child welfare leaves no ground for argument as
to the national and personal hazards of unwanted children. The time has gone
by when a policy, public or private, of laissez-faire in such matters Is tolerable.

Truly yours, (Signed) ROBET LYNn,

Professor of Socio ty.
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8TATEMENr ST GUSTAV PECK, COLLzOs or Tmu CrrT or Nuw Yoar, Co.
DOCTOR CHAPTER XVI "LAOR GRouPs IN THE SOCIAL 8VTrUCTU",
RrEaRn CoMumrz ON SOCIAL TREmNs

Speaking only as an individual and as part author of the section of the report
on labor groups, I should like to have you know that there Is nothing in it ol
lead anyone to oppose the birth-control bill. While we have not addressed our.
selves definitely to that problem, we had come to the conclusion that the decrease
In the number of people to be supported by a given earner has had an Import.
ant influence upon improving standards of living. Moreover, a consideration of
wage rates and the movement of real wages would disclose a positive relation.
ship between restricted numbers and higher incomes. One reason for the per.
stnee of higher earnings In the professional groups is the lower birth rate Ia
those groups, while the higher birthrates among unskilled workers tend to keep
them unskilled and poorly paid.

The declining size of families is not the result of Just one factor; but If there
is one outstanding force behind It, it Is the laudable desire to improve the stand.
ard of living of one's family and increase the well-being of those to whom our
obligations are higher than to the unknown. Nor Is the more complete develop.
ment of womankind and the manifest desire to control our own destinies of Ieg
consequence.

One would think that legislators who are interested in increasing our population
would apply themselves to the basic causes and would concentrate their efforts
uponplans to increase the incomes of werners, secure continuity of earniup.
provide adequate care for childbirth and te earlyyears. Then at least those wh0would like to have larger families could afford what is rapidly becoming a luxury.
Workers who restrict their families to the size the can support In a standardwell-being which they are trying heroically to maintain are serving their nation

better than those who still believe that the Lord wiD provide. Workers in
latter group furnish a steady supply of unskilled labor, with its weakening effect
upon l wage standards. Surely no one would contend in these times that more
size of population should be the aim of national policy. Large populations I
India and China are n^# their particular glory and small populations in Canada
and Australia have not prevented-indeed, tey have been important reasons
for-standards of living In those countries which are among the highest in the
world, higher even than in populous Germany and England.

I sincerely hope that the Congressional committee will report favorably upon
thisbill. It willserve to place the relatively weaker groups of workers in a better
position to improve the quality of their lives. For, as everyone knows, such
information Is already at the disposal of those who are in a more favorable
economic position.

TELZORAPHIC STATEMENT FROM R. D. McKENZIE, UNIVERSITYY OF MICHIGAN,
RESEARCH CoMMITTE. oN SOCIAL TRENDS, DIRECTOR OF CHAPTER IX, "TAs

- Riss or METROPOLITAN COMMUNITIES"

There is nothing in social trends study to support conclusion that passage of
birth control bill would injure labor or effect growth of population in United
States. Should measure have any effect it would be decidedly In favor of labor.

TRLEORAPHIC STATEMENT FROM CHARLES . CLARK, RESEARCH COMMITTEE ON
SOCIAL TRENDS, DIRECTOR OF CIIAPrTER XXVIII, "LAW AND LEOAL INSTI-
TUTIONS" 0

While not immediately responsible for social trends conclusions uoted by
committee I see nothing In them to justify opposition to birth controlbili. Per-
sonally I strongly favor bill. The laws should approximate habits and thought
of educated people and should not stim-date population growth only from those
least able to support it. CHARLES R CLARK,

Dean of Yale University Law School.
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STATEMENT OR TELEGRAM FROM C. E. GELKz PROFESSOR OF SOCIOLOGY,
WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY, CLEVELAND, Bi, DIRECTOR OF CHAPTER
0ox CRIME .AND PU.InnMEz"r, PRESIDENT'S REToRT ON SOCIAL TREND DS

Regarding opposition birth control bill partly because it would injure the
great group called "labor." In a period of Increasing obsolescence of human
labor because of machines does the laboring class need more members or fewer
members. Either stop multiplying machines or stop multiplying human beings.

STATEMENT FROM HORNELL HART, PROFESSOR OF SOCIAL ECONOMY, BRYN
MAWR, PA.I DIRECTOR OF CHAPTER VIII, "CHANGING SOCIAL ATTITUDES AND
INTERESTS' -RECENT REPORT ON SOCIAL TRENDS

The most fundamental trend which I have found in the evolution of human
culture has been the trend toward increasing power for men and women to con-
trol their own destinies purposefully Instead of being at the mercy of bUni acci-
dent. The development of agriculture gave man increasing control over his
food supply. The development of medicine gave him increasing control over
disease. The growth of science has given him more and more control over the
force of nature. Contraception should give him control over the processes of
birth, so that children shall not be born more close together or in greater numbers
in any family than shall make it possible for them to have adequate eare from a
healthy mother and to be free from the course of extreme poverty.

In the present economic emergency it Is certainly heartless and short-sighted
to take the position that unemployed fathers shall either live celibate lives or
keep on bringing into the world children, to support whom the community denies
them the opportunity for self-respecting employment.

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman would like to suggest, before the
next witness goes on, that it is the desire of the committee that 3
hours be used today. Three hours have been allocated to each side.
That would make it necessary for those who are opposed to this pro-
posed Iegslation to be prepared to consume as much as 30 minutes.

Mrs. HEPBURN. Do we have rebuttal after the opposition?
The CHAIRMAN. Yes- 45 minutes.
Mrs. HEPBURN. So that we would have 3 hours now, and rebuttal?
The CHAIRMAN. No; you have 2 hours and 15 minutes, and 45

minutes rebuttal.
Mrs. HEPBURN. Rebuttal late today?
The CHAIRMAN. I do not think you will get to it today. I think

we will consume 3 hours today. The time taken up by questioning
by members of the committee will be eliminated and not charged to
either side; so i. is going to take us most of today, after we havelunch.

Mrs. HEP1oURN. I am glad we have the opportunity of talking to
you first.

The CHAIRMAN. Well, you have the opportunity last, also.
Mrs. HEPBURN. It seems very funny to me, just as a lay person,

that the members of this committee, who are obviously against us,
are so concerned about the birth rate when we already have about
12 million people on public support. I thought that was the last thing
we had to worry about now.

The next speaker will be Dr. Joseph J. Spengler of the University
of Arizona, department of economics, sociology and business adminis-
tration.
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STATEMENT OF JOSEPH 3. SPENOLER, PH.D., UNIVERSITY 01
ARIZONA

Dr. SPENGLER. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee
I should say first that I have an article coming out in the Busineu
Review which I think deals quite thoroughly with the question of
stationary population. If it comes out soon enough, I will make it
available to the committee. I have several other things which I
could bring along dealing with the same subject. But today I am not
going to engage in any abstruse economic reasoning. I am siniply
going to state a few economic truths in terms of common sense, in
terms that have the support of all unprejudiced economists and social
scientists.

Every Member of Congress, I think, wants to provide the American
people with as high a standard of living as is attainable in the United
States. I think that every Congressman wants that standard to be
m!'de accessible to the population throughout the United States, that
it should not be confined to just a few. That is. what democratic
government stands for. Economics teaches us that a high standard of
living can be made available to al, only on condition that birth con.
trol is made available to the masses. fn support of this view I wish
to make three points.

First: A high standard of living can be achieved and preserved
only if a balance is maintained between a country's population and
its natural resources. In the preservation of that balance lies the key
to perpetual prosperity. Put in somewhat different words, which are
applicable to the present situation, a high standard can be achieved
and preserved by all only insofar as every American citizen is enabled
to limit the size of his fainly. Why is it that we find so much poverty
in modern Europe? Why is it that even in our own United States 60
percent af our people were at or below a minimum comfort level even
in the ,rosperous year of 1928? Why is it that the depression found
so many without savings against the rainy day, which we have had
since 1929? Gentlemen, it comes back in alarge degree to the problem
of population, the relationship between a country's population and its
resources. Europe is poor in large part because Europe did not, until
recently, limit its fantdly size. Shall we follow Europe's example?
In our own country the rapid and uneven growth of the population,
that is, of families, and the different segments of the population, has
visited poverty ipon many. Too frequent visits of the stork have
prevented many from saving. Even in this rich United States not
over one third of our population 'an raise families of more than three
children and give these children and the mothers who bore thein the
rights and blessings which are their rightful due. We cain plan until
doomsday, but, wo shall plan in vain'if we fail to control the size of
families and the size of our population.

Second: For years to come the united States is going to be bur-
dened with unemployment. The same technological progress which
during the preceding decade created a surplus unemployable popula-
tion is still going on and will continue to go on. It is going to tat ke us
years to work out methods of providing employment for this surplus
population. Even in prosperous 1928 we had several millions of
unemployed. The unemployed no longer have a great West to
retreat to. The frontier is gone. Good land is no longer to be had
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for the asking. No longer can our natural resources lighten the
burden. For today we live in an urban country and not in a simple
agricultural land. Since we are going to be burdened with this
surplus unemployable population, it is essential that we make the
buren as light as possible. We must limit the natural increase of
these unemployed. The taxpayer is squeezed eough to take care of
the unemployed without taking care of the extra children they bring
into the world. Birth control is the only effective means of protect-
ing the interests of both the taxpayer and the unemployed.

Third: Even more important is the fact that birth-control informna-
tion is denied to the very people who need it, those who have eco-
nomic need for it, namely, the poor, the inferior, the incompetent,
the weak, and the sick. Poverty is common among those with fainilier
of 4 to 10 or more children. Poverty is much less frequent among
those with families of three or less children. Poverty is the common
curse of that vast group of wage earners who earn less than $25 a
week, even in good times, and are compelled, because of ignora::ce of
birth control, because of the Comstock law, to shoulder the impossi-
ble burden of 4, 5, 6, 7 or how many children hale you? Is it sur-
prising that these families produce sick, care-riddren mothers, badly
nourished and badly educated children, and it-equipped citizens.
The upshot of it ell is simply that lack of birth-control information
creates a vast, group of persons who cannot paddle their own economic
canoe--and if you cannot paddle it yourself, somebody else paddles
it for you-who cannot care for themselves and their offspring, and
who imust therefore be aided by the Government, by the taxpayer.
You and I, the taxpayers, pay a goodly portion of the expense of
these large families among the poor, the incompetent, and the sick.
Upon them we spend money that had better go for education, for the
general improvement of our civilization. Gentlemen, those who
oj ,. se this bill are holding up the taxpayer while the big-family
groups rifle his pockets.

It is for these reasons that the bill should be passed. We are no
longer in the oaken-bucket, horse-and-bulg" stage of national develop.
ment. We must make birth control available, for it is one thing that
helps both the privileged and the unprivileged, both the taxpayer and
the tax-consumer. i without scientific birth control, the "new deal"
will be a fizzle. Without scientific birth control available to those
who want it, prosperity and a hicgli and diffused standard of living are
impossible. Birth control should be made accessible to those' who
need it, who want it.. Those who do not want it do not have to take
it. It is not compulsory. Nothing of the sort. Let us give those
who need it, and the tax ayer, a new deal.

I should like to make one observation in addition. In Weld
County, Colo.-that is, in Greeley, Colo.-the county formerly had
to spend SbO on every confinement case among the poor. Of course,
some of themn miscarried, and the rest of them were abortions. That
is what they stztrted uith, and the county continued to take care of
them: thev kept on paying, fIm, them ,nd linking cire of them. Then
they intri,;dleed a hir&h-conltrol c.lilic, i branch of the )enver bith-
control clinic. What dos it cost now? They are noe w spending a
dollar and a half for contraceptives in ealc h case instead of .,$;,50 for
delivery of an unwanted child. r'hat is one illustration of what we
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can do with a certain group in order to protect the taxpayer. It seem
the taxpayer has something to say about this proposition, too.

Mr. LEn. You mean to say that they used to spend $50 for a
birth, and now they .pend a dollar and a half for disseminating in.
formation?

Dr. SPENGLER. It costs on the average a dollar and a half to protect
these people against conceptiort.

Mr. LEHR. But the difference is that the $50 was for a birth?
Dr. SPENGLER. The $50 was for the expense of the birth, confine.

ment or miscarriage
Mr. HANCOCK. Would you stop all immigration?
Dr. SPENOLER. You might stop most of it. I would not like to

answer that in just one short statement. Of course, I think it is good
for us to have people come in; I mean, not laboring clam, but pro.
fessional people that come in and exchange information. I cannot
see any advantage in preventing all immigration into the country.

Mr.'HANcOcK. If you favor lessening the population by birth con.
trol, therefore you would be opposed to increasing it by immigration?

Dr. SPENGLER. I am opposed to immigration, if you have people
coming in freely, if it is excessive. If it is confined to professioual
people and that classification, all right; but in general, I would be very
vigorously opposed to immigration.

Mr. MOiTAGUE. Will the gentleman speak a little louder? We
cannot hear him down here.

Dr. SPENOLER. I say, I would be opposed to immigration very
seriously, except as stated. I thank you.

Dr. Spengler submitted the following:

SPECIAL REPORT OF RELIEF EXPENDITURZS sY GOVERNMENTAL AND PRIVATE
OROANIZA-IONB, 1929 AN) 1931

(U.S. Department of Commere Bureau of the Census, Washington D.C.,
U.S. Government Printing Otfce, Washington 1932.) (Compie for the
President's organization on unemployment relief.)

INTRODUCTION

" * * The earlier period (first 3 months of 1929) was one in which Indus-
trial conditions were good, while the later period represented probably the peak
relief load for any 3-mcnth period up and to the time when the inquiry wes
begun in August 1931 * * ."

SPECIAL REPORT

Completeness of reports, or the grand total. Returns were received from:
All of the 93 cities of 100,000 population or over; all but one of the 217 cities of
from 30,000 to 100,000; 4,863 out of 5,938 cities or incorporated places of from
1,000 to 30,000; 6,353 smaller Incorporated places.

(The cities and other Incorporated places from which reports were received
cover 89.2 percent of the total population living in cities and incorporated place
places and 57.4 percent of the total population of the United States.)
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Special report '--Rdie in cities of over 30,000 population

Geographic Avislons First 3 First 3
months of months of

I9 1931

Increase 1929 to 1931

Amount Peroent

Total............................................ 621.341 W eft9124 M40L 9

Cities In:Now England ............................... 3. 0.,842 7. 684.3 4.484.701 14. 7
MiddleAtlantic ......................... .611.877 21.20.354 13.634"7 27&87
East North C rntrae ................................ 3877.753 17,9345310 14,0.757 362.3
West North Central ...................r........... 1,142443 2219126 1.076.683 94.2
South Athmte ..................................... 587.031 1, 40 687 819.656 139. 6
East South Centr n r ................................ 213 666 65. 418 481.752 22.
West South V'entral ........... 28I I3 O6t156 6K6367 2u& 7
Mount oa ............................. 29. 111 447,477 178366 66.3
Paciic ............................................. 1.539,079 4,264, 853 2 72S.774 177.1

I p. a. special report.

TABLE I.--Total expenditures for relief to families outside of institutions and to
homeless men in the first $ months of 19*9 ard in the first 3 months of 11031, with
percentage of increase and population

[Special report, p. 8 and following pAges]

Geographic division and State

Grand totalI ..................

Cities of over 30,000 .................

Private. ...............
Iorporated places of less than

3000 ................. .... ....

Counties (1.710 out of 3.073) .........
Arkansas ........................
Colorado ........................

Iowa .........................
MIcg...................Iwsu r.......................

MuuE buitt .................... :M&Ls :bn::::::::::::::::::..
New Jersey ...............
New York ...............
North Carolina .................
Oblo ............................
Oklahoma .......................
Pennsylvania ...................
Rhode Island ...................
Tnnee .....................
TVe a ............. ..........
Virginis. ........................
(Dis'rict of Columbia) ..........

Total pepu-
lation. #pr.

1, 195'

122 77& 040

48,58m.939
oooo...........
oooo......•.....

.o.............
1.SK 482
1. 03& 791

7,6306654
%.470939
1,N80,999
4,614.589
4,249.614
4.842,325
3,629.367
4,041.334

12.88,%066
3,170,276
464.6972 3 9400
9.e3i. ,50

687. 44?
2.614865
5. 82 715
2 421,851

484.69

Population or In-
oorporatsd places

Population

70. 4A W87

...........

21.931,04

1.011.368

m. o~@839.0o9
699.899

3.00S322
3& K93
1. 94946
3.1IX337,

10. N1. 749

4.406.6%3
970.601

-6.328236
407.180
88&.096

2646%.734
83K469
43.8

Per.
oent of
total

87.4

713

21.6
6

34.8
74.0
40.4
44.6
3 4
S8
64.7
77.6
84.7
29.4
66.3
40665.7
b9.2
33.8
42.2
34.6

100.0

a Grand total Is for the reporting area or continental United States.

Summary of expenditures for
relief to famlies and to home-
If"s men

First quarter of-

I 9 1931 0

14,623,341 64 ^ 124
10.82102 34.200.963
6.819,M9 22 4 8,161

2.543.556 8,039.396
3,171,247 9,04& 780

46,777 1. 5092
267.209 33356

4. 967 248.316
1, 329. 67 4. 961106

479,4 741.600
Z%.130 438
IX6 32s 79.32

29^8 744 4211.659
1,640,776 8. 38& 924

47%504 1.45k. 64
611.97v 2004.238

4.23780 16. I4 601
I2 955 290154

1,343.662 3.991,006
194. 921 1.92. 947

1.13.403 3.107,207
123.493 3.59702
127.45 4M I4
223,.59 Is033.262
132. V-0 29 035
89.694 188,873

Per-
ent In-

2302

240. 9
21&4

215. 8185.3
3,215. 1

39.7
192.2

54.7
64.0

484.2
11&6
444.3
2K). 2
227. 5
2F2.
136.0
197.0
87L 1
287.5
191.3
27& 1
357. 7
123.4
110.
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TABLE ll.-Average number per month of families outside o.f iutiudions recei.itr
and average number su fraon. i auiamily; and average number per month of
loa ngs. .en and o/mesh "erved to homekse men during te fi 3 months o$
11, tn percent o increase

Relief to families outside of Institutons, monthly average

Number of families first Number of psesons in fani=les
Eeograllhic division and State quarter of- I first quarter of-

_ _ _ _ __ 1929

tlrandl total ' .................. 3 861

citiess of over 30.000 ............. 2021,26
(toveron lentsl 1--------------- . 6.- I 3
Private .............................. 30

Incorporated plaes of less I ban 30,000.....
Counties (3,716 out of 3.072) ..............

Arkans u ...........................
Colorado .............................
Georgia ............................
Illinois ............................
Iowa .......................
Kasm t ..............................
Kentucky ............................
Mmassachuset ........................
M ichlean ............................
Mlsot.ri ..........................
New Jwy .......................
New York ..........................
North Caroline ......................
Ohio ........... ............
Oklahoma ............................
Pennsylvania .......................
Rhode Island .......................
Tennessee ............................
Teaiq ..............................
Virgini ......... ..................
(Dli.trket of Columhia) ................

6.404
67 1 38

1. SA44.630
4"712

2 372
10.048
7,3713,111

I. 834
7. eGNS
9.462

41.234
4.6 06

17.440
.191

2D, 1162.0,3

4.474

3.1119

1931 aerse

. W7,. IS 25.7

690.266 243.0
373.35 240.3
314.91g L.itP 4

2V9.1021 32&.2

71.978 71161.6
7,56 64.3

10.313 267.6
a. VM 2W.a
17.9P, 79.1

26. "76 7643. V
5W, 944 112.7
97.312 391.6
31,604 312.3
•xS6 279.0

118,800 IS& I
17."16 290.8
74. 217 326.9
73.,00 1.319.8
8M.290 329.0
9.614 m28

19.290 330.9
51.200 63.5
10. 10 I. 2

.58 1288

1.340.349 6,2,s.817

812.937 2,S%63527
452 821 I,4Mtb,36
30.016 !311.6%1

2f0. 916
265.694

7.531
17, 246
106823
400"6
40.064
30,694
11.011

107, 596
78.607
32,847
377.61

161% 425
16.497
73.837
21,049
60,366
7.704

1s. S"
29.241
13.326
3.006

1.149.380

43.402
6.276

102,617
220.M12
403.824
129.V&
147.529
448.,900

72. 483
336.77
316.944
343.465
43.160
81,340
00. 74!
44.311
0.904

Relief to homeless men. monthly average

,Number of lodgings given Number of meals served firs
;eovraphlc division and State AMt quarter of- quarter of-

1929 1931 Percent 1929 1931 Pereent
incree i m 93 increaw

(irand totals ....................... 421,103 1.482,342 252.0 671.419 4.170.315 52LI

('itii of over 30,0.0........ .......... .3W,779 1.377.070" 257.9' 612,W 3. SWVW Ski
flovernmentsl ........................ 2.6091 480. 35 45K7 109.020 1,308.422 1.1113
Private ............................... 302066 916, 711 203.S $ 0 2, 578 47 411.0

Incorporated places of lees than 30,000 -... 76 25.7 . 259 203.4 34.338 210.214 512.

Couni ils (1.716 out of 3(r2) ............... 10.6528 27.013 33t 6 24.493 73,136 ,18.6

Arks ns .............................. 216 % 182 447.2 745 4,984 5690
Colorado ........................... 1.212 3.052 131.6 2.162 34.833 SA1

eori .............. ......... 1.776 5649 21& 1 3, 655 27,930 664.?
Illinoi ............. ............ 21,200 206966 76.3 41.050 46.396 1,024.0

Iowa ................................ 221% 4.666 11&9 2.32 8.017 2431
Kansas ................................ 3.36. 3.617 &3 3.470 3.824 67.1

Kentucky ............................ 1.766 3640 100.6 2 729 2.023 61 9
Massachusetts ................... 12906 206172 3&62 22.616 63.671 1816
Michigan ............................ 17. 3 19,499 1, 02& 6 24.721 649,462 2,1216

Mlsourl ....................... 2%56 48.354 77. 68,220 106.072 612

Nwerey........................... 146 As* 1 31,0211 43.08 452
N.ew York ....... ............... 64.620 ! 7 134 I. 49.364 W0.34 917.4

North Carolina ...................... .676 4.141 147.1 1.964 SI3 33 1

Ohio ................................ 2.664 100,486 326.6 0 2 25646 W. 1

Oklahoma ............................. 63 6s2,= 1,114.6 6an 374 2,096.3

Peonsylvtnala ........................ 7.643 206.881 256.9 72,017 660764 8&

Rhode Itland ........................ 3.128 3.33? 70.6 633 23309 W1.6

Tenntesee ............................. 1,986 14.116 611.1 3,661 31.012 747.1

Texas ................................. 4.11 2A. 314 613.6 4.494 73.064 1,676.3

VirUI ......................... 260 8.119 181.9 3,420 1.%217 16l

(D)istrictof Columbia) ............... 7,83, 23.962, 204.3. 9.92. 74,664. 6614

I Table I1. .-peclal report, pp. 16 and following.

This table inel ids for each tale the following:. Cities of over 30,000 population, governmental, private;

Incorporated plaes of less than 30.000 counties.
Novax.-The grand total is for the reporting area of the continental United States. The other totals m

for the Indlividual SStes as spefime.

293.31

243. d
IV. I
$6.5

it !I

81.4

8SLI

11.6

2W3e
171.

3.4

814

1..9

1303
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TfAs ULLTt- apandigw'e. .for re*f of families outside of ingitutione and
rsie to Aomie.. men for first 5 m~of 1 9 frst 5 mondu of 1931t fora&#ie hawing ove 8Z.000 Populion, d by Government and private

(P. 25 and following paem, special report)

Total expended during Total expended during
geographic division, first quare of- Geogralphic division, first quarter of-

state 191 S tate
192 1931 12u lm

ur 3

Grad total ......... $16, 621,341
Governmental. . 10.80 102
Private ........... 8, 819, 0

.Olr..... .......
Iowa..................

tcky... ..........
Mica'hun ..............Michigan .............

22,991155.081
44,086

1.01%,381
18, 01940,436
78,571

2.104,217
1,0&8,00

S 6f66124
34. Mn. 9622. 468,181

104, 00
2D01,815
111,660

3 , 610

22.o192
8, 449. 70S

Missouri ..............
New Jersey ...............
New York ................
North Carolina ...........
Ohio ......................
Oklahoma ................
Pennsylvanis........
Rhoee Island ...........
Tennessn ...........
Teras ..............

6.18,,764
3, 7V3.835. 717

72,406
1.187.576

W0,24

116,457
90.651

143 220
92. 9U5
a44

9.6,875
1,77 , 322

15.131.,93
148,956

3.433,125
356,713

t,343.069
343. M1

341,272
140675
18873

1 P.25 and following pages, special report.
tP. 2S anud following' plsreot

'Grand total for reporting area of the continental United Slates.

NO. 5.-Population

[All statistics on this pae are quoted from Statistical Abstract of the UnIted St&te 1M j

Coir ntu Hawaii P

tates Canl Zone

1Mo ............ ............... 123,191,0001 371.078 1,5.o M 12,250,752 30,467
t132(estlmated) ......................... 812 1e0 W 3.000 1.950 12 00 42A100

No. 6.-Se distribution, by dases: Continental United States

Class Males per
Male Female 100

females

All cl ................................................. .62.137080 6% 637,968 102.5
white ........................................................... 5.1 & 6 4 42,70063531 102.7
, ..... 2........ ,55 8,85 e6 97.0

170.350 16%0,7 10. ICbln .............................................. 89,802 1b. 12 34. 7
81,771 57,063 143.3

-088........................ 4 8 M 8

No. 8.-Age distribution, continental United States number of child-bearing women
in the United States, 9iS0

5to J 19 years.---
20 to 24 years ......
25 to 29 years -.---
30 to 34 years ......
35 to 39 years .....

5, 794,290
6, 633, 603
4, 973, 428
4,558,635
4, 528, 785

Age DruplContinued:

45 to 49 years ....... 3,370,356

Total ........... 32,612.792
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No. 80.-AMarital conditions of Lersons 15 years of age and over, continental United
States, 1930 (p. 40)

Females 15 years and over: Females 15 years and over-Continued:
All classes ------- 42, 837, 149 Widowed ---------- 4, 734, 207

Divorced ----------- 573, 148
Single ------------ 11,306,653 Unknown ----------- 52,383
Married ---------- 26, 170, 756

Farm and Fireside in January 1930 sent a questionnaire to 13,431 readers.
Among the questions on which they were asked to vote was:

Birth conlrol.-Are you in favor of making it legally possible for doctors to
impart birth-control methods to married couples who apply jointly?

8,228 replied in favor --------------------------------------------- 67
4,019 against it -------------------------------------------------- 33

In a more recent issue Farm and Fireside commented that the results, if taken
since 1930 would no doubt show an overwhelmingly larger number of those in
favor of birth control than opposed in view\ of the greater understanding of the
Issues involved on the part of the public than existed in 1930.

SICKNESS, UNEMPLOYMENT, AND DIFFERENTIAL FERTILITY I

(By Edgar Sydenstricker and G. St. J. Perrott)

That the birthrate is highest and the family Is largest in what we term the
"lowest" social class in this country is a fact now well known. The decline in
the birth rate has occurred in all classes but this relative difference-the differ.
ential birthrate-among social classes has persisted during the depression. That
the sickness rate, the prevalence of physical impairments, and the mortality rate
Is highest in the low income and so-called "lower" social classes also has been
found to be generally true. Recently it has been discovered that wage-earning
families which suffered the greatest drop in income during the depression have
higher sickness rates than families whose economic status did not change at all or
was affected in less degree.

It Is easy to yield to the temptation to conclude from these facts that high
fertility, ill health, and loss of income during the depression are casually associated,
and to proceed to the further deduction that the "gh birthrate in families which
failed most signally in the severe economic st, uggle of the past 4 years or which
experienced the hardest luck constituted a needless handicap tZ their welfare
and rendered the problem of ill health more acute. Such a process of reasoning
would be entirely sound if a basic assumption, necessarily present in the fore-
going deduction, were found to be true. This assumption is that high fertility,
and loss of income, and ill health actually occurred in the same families within a
specified social class. What is needed, therefore, is information on births,
income, and ill health during the depression for each of a group of families
sufficient in number to yield statistically dependable results. Only in this way
can an answer be given to the highly important question: To what extent is size
of family, or, more precisely, a high fertility rate as-.ociated with inadequate
Income and ill health during the economic depression?

This brief paper is a preliminary report upon an attempt to fulfill these require-
ments in a study of several thousand families. The report Is preliminary because
not all of the desired analyses of the data have been completed. It does not
presume finality or universality In its conclusions because the information upon
which it is based is not as detailed nor as complete in every respect as we would
have liked, and because it relates only to a group which may not be thoroughly
typical in spite of every effort to make It so. The data were collected with cae
and are, so far as we know, the only information of the kind at present available.
the number of families included constitute a not inconsiderable sample of urban
wage-earners' families during a most unusual period, 1929-32.

The data were collected in a study of health among those elements of the
population which have borne the brunt of the depression. The Milbank Memorial
Fund, in cooperation with the United States Public Health Service, undertook
a special house-to-house canvass of severely affected districts in 10 localities.

I From the Division of Research, Milbank PMemorial Fund.
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No attempt was made to select sections that would be representative of any
city as a whole; only the poorer districts, exclusive of slums, were canvassed in
order to include families of the wage-earning class. In the blocks or streets
that were surveyed, every white family was covered, whether employed or unem-
ployed, and whether recently poor or never self-supporting. Those families
whose breadwinners still had their )obs were to serve an important role in the
study, viz, a control group whose illness and birth rates would be a yardstick
which would be essential in interpreting similar rates found for those who had
suffered economic reverses.

For the families the following information was secured, in addition to other data
that are not relevant here: (1) A record of occupation, wage earners, regularity
of employment, and amount of income in each year from 1929 through 1932 in
sufficient detail to compute family income; (2) a record of births, with dates, to
each mother, the exact age and date of marriage of the mother (3) a record
of illness during a period of 3 months in the late spring of 1933. he method of
this study has been described elsewhere and we shall not refer to it in further
detail here. The re-ults, so far as they relate to the subject under discussion may
be summarized ar ,*,lows:

First, as regards income and Income changes in 1929-32: The average annual
income of this group of urban wage-earning families in 1929 was a p proximately
$1,700, only one third of them having incomes of less than $1,200. In 1932, these
families averaged only $900 three fourths of them had less than $1,200, about
one fifth were actually on relief, and many others had no means of support.

Second, as regards ill health as indicated by sickness: The highly significant
fact was revealed by the surveys in each of the localities that the sickness rate in
1933 was more than 50 percent higher in families whose incomes had dropped most
sharply during the receding 4 years than In families with low incomes throughout
this period. The illness rate was also found to be relatively great in families
without employed workers less in families with part-time workers only, and still
less in families with full-time workers. It may be remarked that these illness
rates excluded sicknesses beginning before the period of record, in the late spring
of 1933, and thus had little If any connection with any ill health that caused
unemployment in earlier years. In fact, Ill health as a cause of unemployment
was relatively unimportant in comparison with lack of work.

The differential illness rates appeared at each age period and for both respira-
tory and nonrespiratory conditions with the exception of communicable diseases.
A further inquiry into the diets of samples of these families showed that the food
supply of wage-earning families with low incomes due to the depression was found
to be considerably under the minimum recommended by most nutritional author-
itie3. In fact, carefully conducted medical examinations of about 1,000 school
children from families in areas severely affected by the depression in New York
City and Pittsburgh showed there was a direct association between malnutrition
andlow income and drop in income.

The findings In this study as regards loss of income and sickness, which have
been summarized only in bare outline here, point definitely to the conclusion that,
insofar as illness is an indication, the health of persons comprising families seri-
ously affected by the depression is being impaired.

In the third place, then, let us consider the birth rates during the depression
in these families which have had various economic experiences and which were.
found to differ so widely with respect to condition of health in 1933.

The records for 8,000 families in eight cities have been tabulated to a point where
we may state in general terms the relationship between birth rate, economic and
social class, and change in economic status during the fo'ir years 1929-32. It
should be kept in mind that these 8,000 families all belong to the social classes
ordinarily designated as unskilled laborers, skilled laborers, and the white-collar
group. Relatively few had incomes of over $3,000 even in 1929. This group, as
may be expected, has a birth rate which is higher than that of the general popula-
tion and probably higher than that of the general urban population. Its average
annual birth rate per 1,000 married women aged 15-44 years for 1929-32 was 152
as compared with 126 for the United States birth registration area.

All of the birthrates here used are the average annual number of births per
1,000 married women in the age period 15-44 years, standardized for age accord-
ing to the 1930 age distribution of total married women in the United States who
were aged 15-44 years.

The differential rate according to social class was found to persist. The birth-
rate in families of unskilled laborers was 184, in families of skilled laborers 150,

37495...---4
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and in the white-collar elms 129. If income be used as a general Index of eta.
ciency and success as well as social class it was found that the birthrate in families
with less than $1,200 annual income in 1929 was 175 as compared with 115 in
families having $2,500 or more. The lower income class thus had a birthrate
over 134 times that of the higher.

Considering now the birthrate in relation to change in Income and employment
status, some extremely interesting facts are revealed. They may be summarized
SR follows:

(1) Classifying families with $2,000 annual itteome or more as "comfortable,"
those from $1,200 to $2,000 as "moderate," and those with less than $1,200 as
"poor," we find that the highest birth- &'e (172) was in families which were poor
i 1929, and continued in that condit .: through 1932, a rate 64 percent hi her
than that in families who staved in relatively comfortable circumstances. How-
ever, the rather significant indication also appeared that the birthrate in families
whose economic status dropped from "moderate" to "poor" during the de.
pression was highe; (152) than that In families who continued in "moderate"
circumstances (110) throughout the 4 years. This difference is considerable, the
rate for families whose Income changed being 38 percent higher 'than that for
families whose income did not change. Even that group of families whose
economic status changed from "comfortable" to "poor' apparently had a some.
what higher birthrate (119) than those who in 1932 were found to be it, the
"comfortable" class (105).

(2) When the employment status of the families in 1932 is considered, it is
found that the birthrate in families without employed workers was 198 as com.
pared with 155 in families with part-time workers only, and 134 in families with
one or more full-time workers. Thus, the families without any employed work.
en id 1932 had a birthrate during the depression 48 percent higher than those
which had one or more full-time %orkers in 1932.

This situation appeared for both the wage-earning and the salaried or white
collar classes.

(3) We were able to make a further tabulation, for presentation in this paper
of families in four cities with less than $1,200 in 1932 from the point of view 0
the receipt or nonreceipt of relief. The birthrate In families which were re-
ceiving relief in 1932 was 211 as against 138 in families which were not receiving
relief. Thus, the average annual birthrate in families on relief was 63 percent
higher than in those not on relief, even in this low income class. Doubtless
failies with more children, especially infants, were singled out by welfare
agencies for greater attention than smaller families or families without infants,
but the fact rr *as that the higher birthrate in these poor families is directly
related to the L .essity for public and private charity.

To summarize the findings in the surveyed group of families show that the birth-
rate was highest during the depression in families which were without employment
or on part-time work in 1932. Furthermore, if birthrate is studied in connection
with income changes during the depression, it appears that high fertility was associ-
ated with inability to succeed in the severe competition for jobs brought about by
the dqpresslon. Thus If the economic history of families in a given income
group in 1929 is followed through to 1932, we find that those which had dropped
from comparative comfort in 1929 to conditions of poverty in 1932 were families
having a higher birthrate than those which did not suffer a drop in income.

Low social status, unemployment, and low income in 1932 went hand in hand
with a high illness rate and increased malnutrition among children. It was In
these same groups of families that a high birthrate prevailed. Whatever the
broad implications of the findings it is evident that a high birthrate during the,
depression prevailed in families which could least afford, from any point of view
to assume this added responsibility.

Statistical findings such as these merely defiqe more precisely the conclusion
to which Margaret Sanger, as an observant social worker among the poor, came
years ago. For those families In the least fortunate least efficient group of the
population whose problems are aggravated by heedless fertility, birth control
should take its proper place not only as a medical prescription but as an impor-
tant social means, along with preventive medicine, education, and economic
readjustment.
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BRan CONTROL--A BALANCE SKEET

(By Ray Erwin Baber, New York University, in Forum, November 1932)

When a meritorious idea once gets loose In the world there is no recalling it. It
leeds not entreaty, and threats merely hasten its course.

A search down the pathways of time reveals the starting place of matiy such
ideas, and a glance about us today shows some of them still spreading inexorably
over the earth. At times their advance is retarded by stubborn opposing %us-
toms, but their march Is not stopped. Thus has It been with democracy, power
machinery popular education, the emancipation of women, and a host of other
ideas that have forged to the front In the face of powerful opposition. These are
now fixed in the history of mankind's thought; they can never be recalled, but
may be overcome. How? Certainly not by prejudice and hate-those sorry
blunderers who follow impotently In the wake of every advance-but only by the
substitution of an idea of greater merit.

Is birth control such an idea? Will it come to rank among the great ideas of
the world, Let us be slow to answer. It has honest friends who see its faults and
honest foes who see its merits, as well as proponents and opponents so blinded by
prejudice that they can see only one side of the question. Today birth control
holds the spotlight not only of public attention, but of public concern, for it has
incalculable power for either social benefit or harm. Thus far is it friend or foe?
Let us strike a balance sheet and see how it stands on the ledger of human welfare.'
Then maybe we can jodlge it.

HEALTH ASPECTS

Birth control is first of all a medical question, involving mental and physical
health. To the laymar, it may therefore seem strange that doctors disagree
regarding Its merits. 'Jut doctors often base their opinions in this field on their
economic and religious views rather than on professional knowledge. Very few
of our medical school's teach the scientific prevention of conception, and many
doctors know little about it. Oly since 1923, when the NSational Committee o'n
Maternal Health was organized, has there been any large-scale scientific research
on the subject. The unbiased work of this committee, under the vigorous leader-
ship of Dr. Robert L. Dickinson, a distinguished gynecologist, has won the
sanction of various medical societies. Questionnaires sent out to physicans have
shown a large majority in favor of birth control, and the favor is steadily increas-
Inl elow are opposing views on the main points of contention between medical

men regarding the merits or demerits of centraception.
1. S&Lriiiy.-The practice of birth control has frequently been accused of

causing sterility. It is true that one long condemned method has produced a few
such cases, but the committee on maternal health has for years sought in vain for a
single case resulting in sterility when approved methods were used. In a number
of alleged cases it was found that there was sterility to begin with.

2. Drug poisoning.-It is claimed that there are deleterious effects on the body
from the use of strong drugs. But even if this were proved for strong drugs, ft
would not apply to the milder ones, scarcely stronger that body secretions,
which have been fond effective.

3. Cancer.-Pelvic itifection and eveti cancer due to chronic irritation, have
been charged to certain contraceptives. It is true that one or two obsolete
and condemned methods cause irritation and might, in rare instances, cause
cancer, though this claim is based more on supposition than proof. However,
there Is no excuse for using such methods when harmless ones are available.

4. Fase security.-Complete reliance on contraceptives, by women to whom
pregnancy is sure to be fatal, is said to cause needless deaths, for even the best
methods are not infallible. For such women sterilization would be safer, but
those who prefer contraceptives should be warned that they cannot expect abso-
lute protection. However, clinically approved methods, when instructions are
conscientiously followed, show success in 95 percent of the cases, which compares
favorably with medical results in other fields. Certainly such protection is
better than no protection at all.
ITe turm "birth control" has had many interpretations. A mone definitive term is "eontraceptlon."

but because the former Is more famllIs In this country It Is retained in this discusIon, but limited to owe
meaning only-te prevention of conception, except when desired, by the use of chemical or mechanial
devices.
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5. Neurosis.-Sex excitement for women, without maternity, is frequently
named as a cause of neurosis. Even if this were proved, such cases would be
rare compared with known cases of mental disorder (in the less stable amounting
to actual insanity) due to the ever haunting fear of pregnancy.

6. Contraception versus childbirh.-It is argued that a woman's general health is
usually much better if she bears one or more children, thus allowing her whole
body to function normally, and that the total physiological effect of contracep.
tion Is more dangerous than is childbirth. It Is admitted that childbirth often
Improves a woman's general health, but so also does a normal sex life without
maternity. But that birth control Is more dangerous to health than Is child.
birth cannot be accepted. Approximately every 30 minutes W the United
States a mother dies in childbrith. True, some of these deaths are due to abor.
tion, many more to Inadequate medical care, but far too many to pregnancy by
women who could not hope for successful delivery, and whose lives could have
been saved if they had received proper information. Thousands more, who
survive, are seriously crippled, some permanently disabled.

7. Child spa'eF.- Birth control permits the mother to safeguard her health
by properly spacing her children. Various studies have revealed cases of "6
children in 6 years', and sometimes either a child or a miscarriage In every
year for a much longer period. No one will deny the drain on the vitality of the
mother who must face a confinement each year. Close spacing also means higher
Infant mortality. A recent study shows the death rate for infants born less than
2 years after the preceding child to be 50 percent higher than for those born
after a longer interval.

8. Pregnancy during diease.-Certain diseases make pregnancy very hazardous,
and in many cases fatal. Three such, according to the late Dr. J. Whitridge
Williams, obstetrician-n-chief at Johns Hopkins University, are chronic nephritis,
organic heart disease, and tuberculosis. Testifying before the Senate subcom-
mittee last year, he stated that it was the duty of a physician not only to warn
patients suffering from these diseases against pregnancy, but to instruct them
now to prevent It. Syphilis, also, Is frequently an impossible team mate for
pregnancy. Clinical studies at Johns Hopskins, of pregnant women having
either syphilis or nephritis, shows a distressingly high loss of life.

9. Abortion.-Induced abortion causes the death of at least 6,000 women in
this country every year. Laying aside for the moment the moral issue Involved,
it is apparent that an adequate knowledge Of birth control would wipe out most
of this ghastly toll of adtat life, to say nothing of the Infinitely greater toll o
hais-formed ai e.

From the above points it is clear that contraceptives vary all the way from
condemned methods which are unquestionably harmful to some persons, to
clinically approved methods which are highly successful, and not injurious when
properly used. But even approved types can be misused, through ignorance or
carelessness, and with as bad results as when medicine is misused. For this
reason "bootleg" contraceptives, many of them Ineffective and some dangerous
to health, constitute a public menance. If contraceptives are to be used they
should be prescribed by a physician, and medical schools should equip their
graduates to handle the problem intelligently.

SOCIAL LSD ECONOMIC FACTORS

Tke foregoing factors are not entirely exclusive of health or morals, but their
main emphasis is on the social and economic.

1. Standard of living.-An income large enough to cover a family of 4 cannot
be magically stretched to cover a family of 7 or 8-somebody's feet are bourd
to stick out. When President Harding wrote a congratulatory letter to the
New York couple who had 16 children, he doubtless did not Inquire how
they could maintain an American standard of ltving on the father's earnings of
$20 a week as a porter, or how many of the children had to work to supplement
this pittance. The prolificacy of the poor is common knowledge, and all too
frequently another visit from the stork must be followed by a visit from the
Family Welfare Agency.

2. Atarriage rate and age.-It Is claimed that if the knowledge of birth control
were made available to all classes and ages, marriage would decrease and the
age at marriage increase. Men could satisfy their sex hunger through intimate
association with their women friends, thus avoiding the responsibilities of a
family as well as the risks of consorting with professional prostitutes. But in
general the result thus far seems to have been just the opposite. In the last 40
years, in spite of the rapid rise of birth control, the percentage of the population
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15 years of age and over who are married has steadily increased from 55.3 in
1890 to 60.6 in 1930. This does not look as if marriage were becoming less
popular. Furthermore, in a survey of several cities, William F. Ogburn found
that when the same age groups were compared, the cities with the lowest birth
rates had also the highest marriage rate among the young people. He concludes
that birth control probably encourages rather than discourages early marriage.

3. Marital happtness.-The opponents of birth control assert that it is un-
esthetic, robbing the mating act of its beauty and spontaneity by compelling a
cautious, calculating preparation for it. The emotional satisfaction of perfect
union is thus destroyed, the act cheapened, and mutual regard so lessened that
satisfaction may be sought elsewhere. It is admitted that any use of contra-
ceptives detracts somewhat from complete spontancity, but stuch loss is tiot a
tithe of the gain in freedom from the gripping fear of pregnancy. And, as science
improves the technique, the unesthetic feature may fade from the picture.
On the whole, thinks Dr. William Allen Pusey, formerly president of the American
Medical Association, birth control decreases marital unhappiness and infidelity,
for a normal sex life at home makes either mate less likely to seek gratification
elsewhere.
.34. legitimacy and aborion.-The foes of birth control assert that it will
Increase both illegitimacy and abortion by luring Into Illicit relations, with the
false promise of security, many girls and women who would otherwise not yield.
This may be true, to a limited extent, though any such increase would be only
temporary if reliable information became freely available. Illegitimate children,
with few exceptions, are unwanted children, and would not be born if their
mothers knew how to prevent it short of abortion. There are more than thirty
thousand illegitimate white births a year In the United States-60,000 mothers
and children whose lives are darkened by public scorni.

We have about a million abortions each year. At the Jewish center in Chicago,
which deals with dependent families, almost half of the group of 104 women
studied were found to be practicing abortion. Women frequently admit six or
seven abortions. Birth-control clinics are seeking to substitute contraception
for abortion. Would not such a change constitute a social gain?

5. Unemployment.-Birth control does not claim to be the only solution to
unemployment, but only that it would help in its solution. Our modern machines
have hands but no heart, and technological unemployment plays havoc with a
fast-growing labor supply. A decreasing population might be unfavorable to
prosperity, but with the machine on the throne a static population might be more
prosperous than one that is rapidly increasing. Certainly France, with her
almost stationary population, has suffered less from unemployment than have
we with our fast growing numbers. In the 1920-30 decade France increased
less than three fourths of a million, while we increased 17,000,000, less than
one fifth of which was due to net immigration.

6. Delinquency and crinie.-When a family outgrows its income two results
are common: First, the family moves to a cheaper community where frequently
the social environment is bad; second, the mother starts working out. Both
factors contribute largely to the neglect and delinquency of children. Miriam
Van Waters, an authority on juvenile delinquency, asserts that unplanned-for,
unwelcome births account for a large part of the boys and girls who find their way
into our juvenile courts and correctional Institutions.

7. Child labor.-It is only natural that parents who have more children than
they can support should put them to work. Owen R. Lovejoy, when executive
secretary of the National Child Labor Committee, selected over-large families as
the greatest cause contributing to child labor.

8. Population pressure.-The foes of birth control contend that a rapidly
increasing world population, which stimulates production and promotes inter.
national trade, makts for prosperity, and that birth control inevitably leads to
decline. That population pressure causes war they admit, but some even argue
that war invigorates a people and saves it from stagnation. Let us consider the
case. In the nineteenth century the population of the world doubled, a feat
never before equaled. Ik 100 years mankind increased more than it had in all
previous human history. Such a rate cannot long continue if we are to have
room to stand and somethIng to cat. In the last few decades most western
nations have sharply checked their increase. Kuczynski and Dublin assert that
in Europe and the United States the change in age distribution has already
proceeded to such a point that we will have no increase in population beyond the
few years necessary for our present age grouping to take effect. Their prediction
may be upset by other factors which can easily become operative, but even so we
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have greatly checked our growth, while many other peoples are increasing at an
astounding rate. What if these others do not fall in line? Even now (1900-24)
world population is increasing about I percent a year. Must we go back to
competitive breeding and make sheer numbers rather than standard of living the
goal?

9. Diffe. --lial birtA rate.-That some of our best stock is dying out is a matter
of real concern. Generations do not breed true, for a half of one generation
produces three fourths of the next-mazd that half is hic%13y weighted with the
less desirable. For this reason it is argued that we steed not birth control but
birth selection. But granting the inestimable value of bith selection, can we
ge# it soon enough to warrant dependence on it alone? Our best stock (based on
leadership, not wealth) has greatly lowered its rate of increase, mm e of it going
too low. Our less desirable stock has somewhat reduced its rate, but it is still too
high. The distant ideal is a population that breeds mostly from tile top, but no
nation, least of all America, has made even a serious start toward such a goal.
We do not punish childless and one-child families with the scorn of public opinion.
Nor do we use rewards. Our tax exemption for each child is entirely negligible
compared with the cost of rearing a child. We tse no differential wage scale
based on family size, grant no birth bonus, and even withhold public recognition-
with the exception of such touching letters as President Harding's. Both bonut
and recognition have been tried somewhat in Italy and France, but apparently
not on a selective basis--just a reward for numbers, regardless of cranial contents.

If, then, birth release among the better classes is still a dream of the future, do
not the birth selectionists, in opposing the further spread of contraceptive knowl.
edge, merely help perpetuate the dysgenie birth rate which they deplore? When
two variables are at different levels there are only three way3 of evening them:
by lowering the higher one, raising the lower one, or both. We are making no
appreciable effort to raise the one that is too low; even if future effort brings
results, the over-high one should still be lowered, amid would be if given oppor-
tunity. This would bring the level of the two birth rates somewhat closer
together, and to that extent would be eugenic.

MORAL AND RELI(SCUS FACTORS

The moral and religious aspects of birth control are very sharply debated, for
from this angle comes most of the active opposition. Belov are the chief conten-
tions which have been cited:

i. Relation to the universe.-Ith control is condemned as natural. It
thwarts the Creator's will by drying up the springs of life. But so are houses
natural, also clothes, automobiles, vaccination, eye glasses, surgical opera-
tions, canned food, and a thousand other benefactors of mankind. The whole
march of civilization has been from the natural to the artificial, a substitution
of man-made methods for nature's methods.

2. Relation to murder.-Birth control is called "anticipatory murder," depriv-
ing innumerable infants of the right to live both here and hereafter, for even, to
live in hardship is better than not to live at all. Bit by no possible juggling
of terms, reply the defenders of birth control, can the pre;'ention of the concep-
"!-t of life be made the same as the taking of life once started. It is mere murder
to re;..:- to conceive children who could be conceived, then. every wife who did
not bear lo or 20 children-up to the linsit of her capacity-would be a murderer.
The point reduces to an absurdity.

3. Effects on the maital relationehip.-Birtli control is charged with degrading
marriage. It changes love to lust, enthrones the carnal fn place of the spiritual,
amid makes of marriage mere legalized prostitution. It weakens self-control,
looses passion, and leads to bestiality. The reply is that the use of contracep-
tives requires more, not less self-control. For the indulgence of uncontrolled
passion it substitutes a thoughtful regard for the welfare of wife and children.
It permits that intimate communion of husband amid wife so prodicti.! of
tenderness and understanding. To demand abstinesice of the married, says Lord
Dawson of Penn, is to "ask two people surrounded by the intiniacies of love riot
to be lovers'," eeii though their married life would be'tiutually nriched thereby.

4. Effects on the morale of youth.-lBirth control, think its opponents, wuill
remove the fear of consequences, thereby encouraging premarital relations, and
leading toward sexual promiscuity. Now, the knowledge of contraception is
admittedly dangerous. Such a powerful device can easily be misused. But so
also can dynamite, acids, guns, and poisons, yet we have no thought of abolishing
them. We seek rather to train people to use them rightly. fit spite of society's
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disapproval of premarital intercourse, there are always some youths who indulge
in it. The availability of reliable contraceptive knowledge would undoubtedly
increase this number somewhat, but the extent to which immorality would
thereby be increased is problematical. For those who now refrain wholly be-
cause of fcar can hardly credit their motives to morality. Moreover, there is no
reason to think that most youths are ruled by fear rather than by training and
ideals. As Harry Emerson Fosdick pointed out, a generation trained in the right
use of birth control will be more likely than their mid-Victorian parents to regard
it thoughtfully and make it conform to social welfare.

Several religious organizations have taken an official stand on birth control.
In the statements given below it Is not intended to imply that all of the adherents
of a particular faith have endorsed or condemned birth control because such
action was taken by some official body of their organization. Yet the views
here given are those of official representatives of our three great faiths, and as
such carry more weight than do individual utterances.

1. Roman Catholic.-The Catholic clergy has !ong been outspoken against birth
control but not until the Encyclical of Pope Pius XI (December 1930) was there
any official pronouncement from the Vatican oz. the subject. This utterance
completely c osed the question for orthodox Catholics, for the Pope declared
birth control to be unnatural and Intrinsically evil, and therefore not be to justi-
fied for any reason however grave. But restricting the size of the family by
limiting Intercourse to the so-called "safe period" is permitted. To non-Catholics
this seems Illogical, for the desired result-the prevention of conception-is
exactly the same as when contraceptives are used.

2. Jewish.-The prevailing Jewish sentiment seems to be favorable to birth
control. The Central Conference of American Rabbis, meeting in Detroit in
1929, adopted the report of its Soeal Justice CommAdon which urged the recog-
nition of birth control se a necessity in coping with social problems. At the 1930
Conference further recommendations were adopted. In a later statement the
Chairman of the Commission, Rabbi Edward B. Israel, asserted that birth control
was not only a permissible course for the modern religionlt, but a divine mandate,
and that church and synagogue should not trail the social conscience on this Issue
as they have on important social questions of tie past.

3. ProeLtant.-Perhaps the best measure of Protestant opinion on birth control
is the report of the Commission on Marriage and the Home appointed by the
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America. The Council is composed of
400 members elected or appointed by the 27 denominations cooperating. The
report of their committee was the result of more than a year of study with the
assistance of eminent physicians and psychologists, including leaders from the
New York Academy of Medicine. The report declares that sex has a divinely
instituted two-fold function; the reproduction of life and the expression of affec-
tion and comradeship. The majority report (signed by 21 of the 24 on the com-
mittee) holds that "the careful and restrained use of contraceptives by married
people is valid and moral." This position is taken oi the grounds that "it is
important to provide for the proper spacing of children, the control of the size
of family, and the protection of mothers and children; and because intercourse
between the mates, when an expression of their spiritual union and affection, is
right in itself." The committee recognizes that extramarital relations nmy be
increased by a general knowledge of contraceptives, but holds that a scientific
discovery so revolutionary is bound to carry dangers as well as benefits, and that
education and religion must- teach the proper use of knowledge.

THE BALANCE SHEET

Let us now see where we stand. From the point of view of health there is
little question. The great saving in maternal life and the vast benefits to mental
and physical health accruing front voluntary parenthood far overbalance any
Injury to those who still use condemned methods. From the social and economic
standpoint the case is almost as strong. Birth control is not the one solution of
all economic problems, but it will do Its full share in the struggle with standard
of living, unemployment, child labor and sinillar questions. The social lose
resulting from some of the elite stepping below the survival line should not be
minimized. Both upper and lower classes need educating on the proper use of
birth control. But to leave the birth rate of the lower classes unduly high
accentuates the difficulty. We need not birth selection instead of birth control,
but birth selection and birth control. In the moral and religious realm emoticr
is likely to befog vision. But when considered rationally, birth control emerges
as a moral gain. Which is more immoral: a limited increase in extra-martial
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relations, or a million abortions a year; the artificial limitation of births, or the
ghastly toll of war caused by population pressure; for a mother to use contra.
ceptives, or let her brood Increase far beyond the limit of her physical or financial
ability? To those whose religion Is truly social there can be but one set of
answers to these questions.

Birth c rtr i iwWa kt.-It is not a theory to be accepted or rejected in
principle, but a fact already accepted in practice. The question is not whether
man will use It, but how he will use it. It can no more be stopped than can tl6
rising tide. For years this knowledge has been available to t e educated and
the wealthy, but the ignorant and the poor have been able to get little reliable
Information. But the demand Is increasing with an insistence that will not be
denied, coming now from all parts of the world. Commercial exploitation, caring
for nought but profit, meuaces the social gains of the movement. Shall we turn
to our physicians for leadership, or put our trust In the specious claims of mail.
order houses? Shall we rely on science or quackery?

Here within man's graslp is power Immeasureable. How will he use It? He
can close the gateway to life if he will, and sit In darkness awaiting the end. Will
he thus destroy himself? Not so long as life Is worth living. Such action would
give the lie to his resolute upward march from the very dawn of intelligene.
Another course seems more probable. He may guard the sacred gate, admitting
only those for wh,,m a birthright is waiting. Such would make possible a new
physical and spiitual stature, and would grant humanity what would constitute
a new hlrter of freedom.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants to suggest, with respect to the
members of the committee-and this is uot said as reflecting on what
questions have already been asked-that we want to avoid as much
as we can making our interrogations run into too-refined directions.
The witness before this took 4 minutes and the questions took 11.

Mrs. HEPBURN. The next speaker will be Dr. George Lyford, of
the University of Cincinnati; gynecologist, medical school and com.
mittee on maternal health of the Academy of Medicine of Cincinnati.

The CHAIRMAN. Madam, some of the members of my committed
suggest that they would like very much to have lunch now.

Mrs. HEPSURN. Well, I always halieved that the way to a man's
heart is through his stomach.

The CHAIRMAN. We will come back at 2 o'clock.
(Thereupon a recess was taken until 2 p.m.)
The committee met at 2 p.m., pursuant to adjourmnent.
The CHAIRMAN. Th3 Chair would like to announce to those inter-

ested that the proponents, the Clerk advises me, have consumed an
hour. and 24 minutes. They have 51 minutes more for their presen.
tation in chief, at the expiration of which 51 minutes, plus whatever
interruptions may occur, we would be very glad for the opponents to
be prepared to go on for at least 45 minutes today. That would
equally divide the time between today and. tomorrow, 3 hours for
today and 3 hours for tomorrow.

Are you ready to proceed with the affirmative on the bill?
Mrs. HEPRURN. Mr. Chairman, the next witness is Dr. George

Lyford, gynecologist, medical school and committee on maternal
health of the Academy of Medicine of Cincinnati.

STATEMENT OF GEORGE LYFORD, M.D., OF CINCINNATI, CoAO

Dr. LYFORD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, what I have to say
will not be very long. We all like to quote statistics, but I can't.
I talk simply as a person who has had some experience in medicine in
the field limited to women, and the only statistics I can offer, which
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with your permission I would like to, are governmental statistics on
maternal death rates of women that die as the result of childbirth.

We all know they do die as the result of infections following child-
birth.

Any further statistics than these would be purely personal, my
personal experience and the experience of other persons.

As far as obstetric practice, something might be said, but of course
the law at thq present time is such that it would be impossible to get
statistics. The only plea I could make, and which I would like to, is
that that group of medical men of this country as represented by the

reviously quoted gynecologists and obstetric group of the A.M.A.,
as definitely put itself on record as agreeing with the study of methods

of birth control.
The only point I should like to make is one of analogy. If any of

you gentlemen had a toothache, you probably would go to a dentist.
The dentist would have the choice of several different methods of
anesthesia, all of which, in the history of medicine, have been fought,
because of their danger.

Granting you used the newest method, which is nerve blocking
which requires the use of novacaine, or cocaine or one of its deriva-
tives, you would find that drug is strictly controlled by the Govern-
ment itself, and put into the hands of only those who by years of
legally controlled training are admitted to be able to use it.

You do not have to take that anesthetic, you do not have to have
that tooth pulled, but all your dentist or your doctor can do is to
advise you what to do.

The method he uses he can explain to you; he can explain to you
and you have your choice whether you wil accept it or not.

Probably, if some one of you dropped over now with an acute
heart attack, if I were a doctor, you would call for help, and I would
immediately say you have so and so, in whatever technical term it
might be, and 'you need some strychnine. Then you would think
I was a swell doctor, if I didn't have any strychnine.

If you go back through medical test books on obstetrics or gynecol-
ogy, you will find lots of diseases in each one of which the doctor
will say it is advisable that this patient have no more pregnancy.

One of two things must be done. It is the experience in the coun-
tries where they have the statistics, that pregnancies are more or
less fatal and are damaging to health, and that some method must
be used one time or another. At the same time if your wife, the wife
of any one of you constantly has acute abdomen lesions, which
would be back into my field, *and suffering great agony, you would
not object at all to my using some morphine, relying on my training
to decide whether it should be used, and how much should bie used.

We grant that it produces a habit, and it is a dangerous thing to
use, but you will also grant I know how to use it in such a way as
to keep its danger at a minimum, and that after time has indicated,
as it will to a good surgeon, I will discontinue its use.

Now, that is about all I have to offer, but I do think for those of
us who have the problem to meet from a purely medical standpoint,
we are justified in having put at our disposal, under whatever restric-
tions may be necessary, the use of something which is definitely
conneetea and adequate.
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I would add this, that of all the normal women I have seen in the
last 2 years in a group of so-called "normal mothers" in connection
with which I have done nothing but gynecology, and in examining
these women, it is found that over 60 percent of them have a definite
condition which, as thp medical profession knows, is contributory to
such things as we want to prevent.

It has put me in a position of suggesting to you, if you have a sore
throat, you spray it with aspirin, without considering whether you
can get the aspirin spray or not. It is easy enough for you to say it
will take me 6 months to clear up this infection, and this is a thing I
should like to bring up. That it is taking out of the hands of the men
who are qualified to decide when, where, and how long it should be
used, a possible means of reducing the mortality statistics that the
Government has collected throughout the country.

It is not in any sense of the wojd a question of sterilization, or
preventing production of children at all. It is not a question of getting
rid of pregnancy by so-called "operations".

So far as the medical profession is concerned, it is backed up by a
group of the American Medical Association which deals with that
particular problem. It has been brought up to the association, and
it has been handled, and you gentlemen can tell me much better how
long it will take to get the necessary parliamentary moves to bring
that out in the medical association meetings and have it passed through
the customary channels.

Mr. TARVER. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman, would N permit my
asking a few questions?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
Mr. TARVER. I want to ask you whether, if certain kinds of medi-

cine cannot be sent through the mail-the States have jurisdiction
over the question of whether or not they desire to pass laws prevent-
ing the use of remedies preventing conception and other matters of
that sort, but have you round any difficulty as a physician in getting
such information as nav be needed touching on this matter, on account
of the regulation against the transmission of this matter through the
mails?

Dr. LYFORD. Certainly.
Mr. TARVER. You have had difficulty in getting desir.-d informa-

tion?
Dr. LYFORD. Surely.
Mr. TARVER. Can you give me an in-stance of it?
Dr. LYFORD. Very easily.
Mr. TARVER. I would like to know it.
Dr. ILYFORD. I was very much interested in laboratory worl.-

I would like to preface this remark by one thing, as a gynecologist I
am not necessarily called upon for ihis information, but the back-
ground I quote from is something over 2,000 cases, and nay simply
doing the gynecology work for that group of mothers, and the interest
I would hav-e in answering your question is perhaps purely academic.
I am like most medical men, rather interested in the development of
medicine, and if I would care to get samples for expem mental purposes,
regardless of what reason, but for instance take the examples I quoted
from, over 60 percent of the patients had gynecological lesions; so if
I cared to get statistics to know wliat to suggest to a particular
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patient as to what to do in a particular case, if it contains contracep-
tives, it can not go through the mail.

Mr. TARVER. %hat I am asking you is some instance whera you
have endeavored to get information and have been prevented by this
Federal statute.

Dr. LYFORD. Yes, I attempted to get some information from aclinic in Cleveland of the effect on a patient of a very particular case,
and the answer was, the next time you are in Ceveland we will dis-
cu,; !l'e question you ask mnyour last letter.

.% ,'. TARVNR. When did that occur?
Pr LYPonn. About a year ago.
Mr. TARVER. You think their failure to reply was on account of this

statute?
Dr. LYroRD. Unquestionably, because they could not answer the

question without sending it through the mails.
Mr. TARVER. The law is frequently broken?
Dr. LYFORD. Yes, very frequently, and in other cases than this.
Mr. CONDON. Are you a member of the American Gynecological

Association?
Dr. LYFORD. No.
Mr. CONDON. You know there is such a society?
Dr. LIFORD. Yes.
Mr. CONDON. Do you know whether they have taken any position

in this matter?
Dr. LYFoRD. The society quoted from by Dr. Klumpp this morning

is the one you refer to?
Mr. CONDON. Do you know at tha last meeting they held in 1927

at Stockbridge they decided to take no stand with respect to suchleiglation?Dr. LYFOD. That is correct.

Mr. CONDON. Have they had a meeting since that time to take
different action?

Dr. LYFORD. I couldn't quote the date of it, but I think they have.
Mr. CONDON. You don't know the time the society took such action?
Dr. LYFORD. I do not.
Mr. CONDON. But you do know the last regular action is not in

favor of sponsoring this legislation?
Dr. LYFORD. If that is the last meeting, yes, but I do know they

have gone on record.
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(.S. Department of Laoor, Children's Bsr-au, Washintgton, Sept. 21, 1988, Irend of maternal mortality in the United States birth-registration
area bIt Statea, 1916-32 1

State !1t

1915 1916 1917 1918

Area .......................................... co 62 Wk 92
Allaaaaa ............................................... ..........
Arizona ............................................
Arkans ..................................................California .........................................................
Colorado .....................................................
Connecticut ........................................ 66 49 
Delaware ......................................... ......
Florid l ....................................................
Georlgr .................................................i. .
Idaho ...............................................................
Illino ll ........................................................ .....
Indiana ............................................................Iowa .......................................................... ...... ... ......
Kansas ................................................................ 7 114
Kentucky .......................................................... 60 W
Louisiana .......................................................................
Maine ........................................................ - 7 iW
Maryland ........................................................... a a 95
MassachusetL ................................................ 57 60 6 92
Michigan ..................................................... 67 63 74 86
Minesota .................................................... 62 5 6 78

Montana .......................................................
Nebraska .....................................................................
Nevada ......................................................................
New Itaareire ................ .............................61 72 70 78
New Jersey .....................................................
New Mexico ........................................................
New York ................ ......................59 A 57 9
North Carolina................................................... 62 JOS
North Dakota ................................................................
Ohio ................................................................ 71
Oklahoma ...................................... .. ...... ...... ......
Oregon ............................................................
Pennsylvaniq ................................................. 64

'Souree: U.S. Bwasu of the Census.
Death from causes asociated with precmancy and childhirth per 1'1.hO0 live Mlrths.

:Provisional. Rate for are La exclualve of Utah.

Maternal mortality rats

I99 If 1921 1922 1922 19 96 1 28192 7 J 19113 .J 1931 a 81932
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64

64 -63

611 . . .1 .

ci71
82 64.. .. W 62

67 62...

76 63

43 51
67 62

69 66 66-

....... 71:ii



U.S. Department of Labor, Childre,'s Bureau, Washington, Sept. 1, 1933, trend of maternal mortality in the United Sf ec birth-regiaration
area by States, 1915-32-Continued

Maternal mortalty rates
State

1915 1916 1917 1918 1919 1= 191 1922 1923 194 1OU 192 i 1929 10 1931 1932
R odo island ...... ............................ 6 S$ .. . .) (.) 71 -3 2 64 ... 5.South c'uolina .. :: :::::: ::: ........... ............... 112 12 03 10(408) ( ,) (60 ,) 100 11 " 1 4 102 948South Dakot a. ................................................. ........... 1.12 122 107.9.10. (.) .. ) (, ) (. . .11 114 102 94

UtA ........................ ....... .............. ".-- ...... 64 .. 45... .52 49 75 49 49 49 42.Vrnt ................................................. ................................. ..... . ............. 7: 7 75 2

t ............................... 7 79 67 71 SO 75 66 72 42 62 64 AlWeqt~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~5 Vrii............................................M 71 62 3 5 38 6 5 7
Wscont ................................................ .. ..... 57 6 1 67 Y- 52 53 M 51 54 45o 44
Wmring .................................................... .6 9.6.. 71 17 OS 95 92 6 7 65 4 3 92 54 76M rhinct of ou mia7.......................................... 1.1101 122 7 77 86 3U 60 90 7 1 go

'Dropptd from birth.recistration are%.
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Maternal mortality rates (deaths 1rom puerpersl causes per 10,0(X live births), by
cause of death, in the United States birth-registration area as of 1921,1 exclusive
of South Carolina, 1921-29

Cause of death 1921 IM2 192 1192 1923 192 192 IM2 1929
-A .Cus ............................... .. .1.0 . .2 .

Aceldentsotpregnancy ...... .............. &7 6.S 6.6 60 &9 7.0 69 69 &6
Perperl hemorrhage ................... 7 .2 6.8 66 66 6.6 7.0 6.9 7.0 7.2
Other ccdents of labor ................. 6.7 7.6 7.6 6.7 7.1 7.6 7.0 7.8 6.7
puerpalalbumlnuua and convulsions ........ 17.4 17.8 161 17.0 17.1 16.2 1& 16.8 1.0

Ai other causU .............................. 32 &4 .6 38 .6 33 .4 3.3 3.2

i including California. Connecticut Delaware Indiana Kanss, Kentucky, Maie, Maryland. Mass&-
.umetU. Michigan, Minnesota MiSSissippi. Nebrasa, Rew lampahire, Now Jersey, New York North

Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Kode laland, Utah. Vermont, Virginia, Washington, Wisconsin
and the District of Co!umbia. These are all the States that were In the birth-registraton arm every year
from 1921 to 1920.

8ovaci: U.S. Burtuof the Census.

Trend of maternal mortality in urban and rural districts of the United States birth-
registration area by States, 1916-81 1

Maternal mortality

State
1915 1916 1917 191 1991 1911921 192211923 1924

S................... 62669274 166 766
.... ..... 6 96798677737473

ROral..............6 67 62 87 69 74 69 69 59 68
Alabama................. .. ........................

Urban ................. .. .........................
Rural ................. .... .....................

Alsom .................. .... ....................
Urban ................ .... .....................
Ruralo................ 

.Arkansas ....................
Urban ...................
Rural ........... . ... .

Calionia ......................... !.8 7716672
Urban ............................... 868578777163
Rural ........ .................. 6968166686364

worado ..............................
Urban ................... ...................
Rural ..................... ...... .......Connecticut.............6 49 51 75 62 68 367 .
Urban ...................63616574697868626260
Rural ....................36 42 37 79 42 88 32 37 38 43

Dlaware ................. ................ 63 66 84 77
Urban................ ............... 102 1 90 83
Rural ................. ................ 21 72 77 71

Florida ......................... .. ................... 121
Urban ...................................... .109
Rural .................... 6

org ia.................................. ..........
Urban ...................
Rural ...................

Idaho .....................

Urbal ........................ ..
Iroa ........................ .... ....

Urbani . .................... ..J..... 63 64 '2
Urban ..................I

Indiana ........... ....... ... 7 69 66 65 58
Urban..................... 87 1124 103 106 86 84 77 66
Rural..................... 619 73 751 3 5

Urban .................I ... .. .... ...
Uran ................... I...

Rural ......... j j 52
Kbnaas....................... 761141214147 68

Urban .............. I 92 152 10 1~a102 K5 108 1051 83
Rural ...................... ....-- *2!0, 1 76 N15S 1,65 5

rates I

IO 1921921 IM190 1931

68 66 68 670167 66
73 74 76 78 18 I76 76
88 87 88 62 621 S0. 8?
. .. 0 9 go90 81

..... 110 163 172 146 16

................................ .....73 8283 7864
.. 102 89 77 78 6 82

.... 106128 69 7861 1
... 101 78 80 79 66 82
. .. ..........o 88 9194 71
............................ ... 136 120177 180 114
...... 8664 84 85 66

&0 *661 68 61 67 61 62
68 69 61 64 84 65 67
63 63 82 87 46 48 64
.. 96.... 86 74 70
.. ..... 114 88 74 87

68. 66. .. 8486376 69
4 8 66 3 64 49 43

66 60 87 66 601 84 46
21 48 45 37 23 30 35
77 93 69 66 63 65 71

102 109 8570b3 78 64
12 76 33 42 42 61 719

121 17 110 101 95 102 104
131 101 98 80 92 106 112
117 110 i1S 110 96199 g9
.. ..... 107 93106 99
S.136112127 129
.. .... ** 98 87 99 91

67 60 68 61 65 61
75 63 61 73 72 94
.55160 70 60 64 4

3965 66 67 68 66 66
65 70 63 61 73 67 8
47 66 40 49 87 60 60
60) 6 66 62 70 62 61
W0 hi hi hi ?3 79 77
44 51 52 45 48 45 48
66 W0 59 46 66 59 60
hi, 8 139 16 111 85" 76
45 49 46140 41 45 36
65 70 63 77 68 73 62
83 93 65 110 94 97 96
58 61 54 164 67 62 45

I Source: U.S. Bureau of the Censu4.
I Deaths from causes a sociated ith otregnancy and childbirth per 10,000 live births.
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Trend of maternalma .at.ly in urban and rural dierids of a# United Stat. birg
regitration area by Slat"., 191--31-Continued

Maternal mortality ras

foltl 97 ol11 o r 1 7 1o totolo ty1 onII o

Kennuy ....... o..ooooo3 6 200 W I10
U ra .................... 9 119929Rural .................. 6 

6 695 1 56 6 S 47 64 sLouldsaana .......... .... *.... ... .... .... .... 91 114 so 100 16Urban .......... .... .... . .... . 13 162 136 141 in3Rural ................... ........ ...... . .
Maine ....................... 66767 6 6 674 7687NJ7b7074272 isUrb a n ................... 2619497 10410112O fNIR rurll ................... $ 9 4 64

Maryln ......................6 9 84 7 61 a 0 f "
M Uan .................... 76 n 9 90 7 70 8 3 n 4 41 f 2 6 i ddRura .................. 36496 736356 7423 4434Maeachuses. . . 57 0 65 92 71 76 6S 66 63 65 63 64 63 64 67 64 6Urban ................... 60647067678 6 6667 7167Rural ................... 4742407414437344475433
Mitca ..................676674867793699706646666662

Urba .................. 97 83 9 71 2 7372 777 7 77 7
Rur ................... 6264727671765 3 S6326 tMinnes.....t..... 82 fa56678 677967 49 00 50 5 7 4437 4353 0Urba ............. ..... 4 260 6490 1 4 1 6 7 376063Rural........... 61 315474 Of72 44 47 304943 4ss4 36 14Missipi...................p..p.... 933W88 96 98 79687 94 96 19Urban............... .... .... .... .... ... 1PD802162 149 163 130 13421 164 1T?Rural ................... .. ... 62 90 92 74796876 84 4Missoa r ......................
Urban ................... ........ 67076M 7I

. .d 
.................. ...

Montana .... 7766 1 NO "675646973Urban ................... . .. . 86 9 114101059 7Rural .. .... .... . ... 777236826954647962 6Nebraka i a.....................3576659 6 156 &4Urban ......................... 101193901019g 8919391g010191 is
NOT" ............... ... . .... .... . . .. . . . 3 1Ur......................0.

Urban .................................. ... 2 1761
Rural ........................ .. .... 568664New amplre .............. 7166517461 71 6375626Urban . .......... 76.67.74877663 70632W0 627962Rural..............5369 7382 72U62 59 W71 597171657062 62N w e ................. 06 4 3 6 6 66Urbsn ................. ................ . 4 5 7364 6 71 63 6 7Rural .......... 35 4 40 3740414443 3New Y o ..................
Urban ... ... . ... 4

.th ........ .... ........ 12..1..

Ruts] .......... .. . ... ... . ... . 4 8

New Yorkt.............. 14576.0 6269 6 79 59 6 eUrban ................ 54 567964ft6562 W 62 635W 636256576iRural ............... SSISS 64 63 56 71 53 62 2044 45 45 60 464446 48NorthCarolina .... ........... 2 10 93 100 73 8077 8788 6 78 4 3Urban................... 124 132 14 112 45 139 142Rurl . ...... 801076 19268 7 7 7079 77 76774-67
NorthDakota .................... ...... .... .... ... 57 624351575U56 49Ura ......... .. 00 62 70 4 69Uba ...... j6 ; .... 1 1 43 5852 52 46Ohol....................... el 66 6 66676264676361Urban .......................... 8391 85 7818476 82 91 76 77 017754Rural ...... 59 8762 63 53 15115A147 47 47 41 46 45 36 34Okla va.na ............... ' 7. .2..62

Urban ................... . i 114 116 101

Rural .................. .........

rot sr~u ................. .- ,** -*10 W 74 W J1" 7 94i 6 SO 9 0
..b s ........24 827..2....n.. ... 3 5 5 4

Ru ................... 103 7 77 62 60 4 6 64 0 47Pennsylvania ............ 647065 69 78e6o26683646464 6 6 6 W 6 5Urban .............. 74627311 W28964 76 b2382608379675 61
R lural ............ .. 5.... . 9.55652.4V. .44.47 47.43.4240.R d . 63ro(J)e(d1155&163.o64 60 7957 65Urban................. #-j 6170104 ()I(V) 76 h70 67 51 62 71 W6457 67

Rural .................. 36J 36 70 t)CO) 3V 41 19 42 1 4421 22 4651 29South Carolina ...:.... .. .... 112 122 % 7 I lr4;10 (a) 5 (1) 1109 114 114 102
uran .... . . :ji I61 141701. 0 193 182 177

Tenesse 16 1 V1 29 100 :M() I 1 3 103 91
Itural ..........*......... ... i ... ... I * -:: I6 4 7 I

J Dropped from birth regi~tratioa arai
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Trend of maternal mortality in urban and rural dislrica of %e United States birth-
registration area by itaes, 1915-31- 'ctntanued

Maternal mortality rates

State '

1915619711 31 120l2Il2?

uba.. .. 06114 113 W M67,,5 n5 69 771 il 57 5.3
ural.......... .......... .... 56 78 70 62 6 50 - 37 38 37 61 43 45 45 3

Wrrinnt .................... 7 1 9 M O No 7A 73 74 70 1 81 ft 67 73 56 77 66 76
rba ................ %7261 51M3398 $513490 1 5 133 106 Ii? 1O 76

hard ...................6 3MKS5 7646973 57 79'M ft A947676077
VrginlI ......................... 82 107 83 7072746570 62757171 75

Urban................. ... .... 130 161 32 1IV 113 112 9W 1010 95 123 1I1 121 100 112 111
Rurld ................... .... Te 96 07439 61167 56 3 0 62 6564

W.lngton ................ ..... 99 ll 2 8967 300756672626204
Urban ........................ W104101 99 87 64 70h6ft89M 5873 68
Rural .................... ...... 63941723 ft 73A3 55101065 59674657

WVest Virginia ............... .... ............... ... ............ 71 62 S7 M
Urban ............ ........................... 130 Wo 122 121 k
tural ......................... .. 1 47 43 45 48 46

Wlasonsln ................... .... 5 00" 1. I" 52 60 M 58 3 54 46
Urban......................1962M2746770676371 56 5 W663 I1
Rural... ................. 5 4 4o ,lW0omln ................... 0 0, 447 4

,rban ......... 14 126 139 2% I N 74 114 67,,ural................ . .:: i~ : "
Itrltl..ln. 7 :...8 9 62Q 90 84 102 M9 70 61 37 831.,>,.-, of Columbia ........ I1101 11221 7 7 1 7 I 7

Tand oif maternal mortality by color in the 'nittld States birth-regist ration area and
in States haring 1,500 or more Negro births in 1931, 1915--31 i

M eternal mortality ratei
ftaie I . I j I I ! I I ! '1,I 91

1191.,01916 1917" 191 1919 1I".wJ 11421 j3 392 1 1924 l 1tS 1921 l 27 K I 2 1 193011i31.. .... .. l-i- ' -- - -I- ---- ;- -...
Arc 11 2...............I A I 6 'Q 2 ) CA 6 67, 66 6 % 6A C 67 66

White ................ 11 L i 7 6 64 G3' 63 6 5 61 & 611 60
t 01 i ('lr .... ............. It'M'1 l i8! I.16 I 1 t 39 1.l 107 109 ' 11 ,,' lI! 1071 113 1211 1201 1171 1ot

h..... .. ... ....... . .... --,,,,+. ............. t... ..!. ... t ...... I..'.... ....... .... ,, 1 ,p 0 :
e ...... . . .... I . '. ---........ . .. I 17: 101

.Arl:ah.ia ............... ...I .... . .. .... .... .... .... .... ..... .... .... o M.. ! .. I W : 7 1 I
............ .. . .... i , 72 701 1 7"9 62

h ...- --... ... j . .102 9 1 I 151 ! 1t5 lot}'k~r~l. .. . . . . . ....... I .... .-- .' - - .. . . -I. ..... I ... I J 21. 1071 110, 101 l' 104
W hite .... .. . . . .i . ..... .... .... !.... ... -... .... Y. 12 9 0 91 NS At

I'04 ,re. I ......... .... I .... ... .... .... .... 1... .. .. b 163 1X ' 157, 12. 141 154
r i I .......... ..... I
W ile.. ........ ........ I I 104 1 8. I ... a. .. id 6. (.2 7CC 6li61

hie, . ............... . ........ 14., . t s, 6- 4 12, 1 V
('!..c................. . .. . . 1 . . l ' , 1 , 4 11112, , 1W I ItXd

White.1. C 1,02. 49; 6 d & 46I Ei,liri ................. . . . .... .... I Ill 1 1, ,' IWA G " 6 4 7 6 41
While ..................... .. $ 7;' 101 .. , ... 51 671 'I W4 3o 86s
Ctu4, ..... .. ..... .. I l I v 1 s. ' I t : i .- ta, l21! 134; MI 1 36 N) 1 4! j

K nu.ck .... ............. ". 1 , w ....' I l (0 t" (0 N, 49 CIO. 121 I 6(
v ile .. ...... .. 1. 5. -4)7 5 4' 51 7 5 17' 4 54 ' 9' I O

30;13, 114 I. i . 1

Il('.r40 ............ .. i.. . I. ' . . It s i , 0,t i:11 1' M, 2.6' I.l' IEd)O
hi e... ................... .. . . .. .. .... . ... ..I . ... 1 .. 1 3i i11' 99 W 6

('oloreI ............... . _A - 1 I 3 I . . . ! -1 I .I 32 11' 130 71 Z 9
.8 ....I7iI..... ..... ..... .. t;894 89 7 6. . ti4 ("' , 5h 5ho I 12.

i 
5(q 0

WVhite ..... ......... fll t) ,,-. al4 5 4 , 5. 51 47; , 5 4 , 4 1j a'.S
Colored ........ ........ I 9t, 5, I 1s% 1.'; s9, I I 7 10 1 ,b',M ichisni .. ........ ... . .. G ,', €., 7 1 , 77 fi, l y'+ 7,_ 0 To , <64 Ci Gs+ C-6: C6 61 .1

Whl~e .................. I 1;;: :4 o: : 6 1 .4 -6 4 (A 8 G I 6 62 59.'lor I . ........... . I) It; W''t 103 l1 134:1 I-, 1 5 -I. Z 1 6: 1l, r.i' Ila I ii' 116, 1I1 72 W0
lu e ... ............ .1 . .. ! ... .... ..I , . l, O, ..... . V4 ~l 0, vti si'to
I, q',l ..............., . .+ . .... !+ . ... i . ) ;1 V~ I t's # 1:~ 7W1 7II 7o2 i 4; . 5 s

W hile . .. ........... ... I ..... .... , .... . .... .... fi.. .... I A ' 7, 1j 5s;, 7
* "nury: U.S. lcrevi of the (ensu.

IIths from c4u.,,es ae,,4cI1tt41 with pregnancy and chilbirth per 10,"OW Ive kIrth.
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Trend of maternal mortality by color in the United Stales birth-regisiration area and
in States having 1,500 or more Negro birth* in 1931, 1915-31-Contiued

Material mortality rates

State1I r

Now Jersey .................. 7White ................... .. .... .... .. 3 2 5 3 S 9 5 4 a

Colored ............ .. .... .... 2 1 97 17 9 4 10 N 8 7
New York ................... 54' 57 57

White ................... 54 79 57M
Colored ................. V11 1 

Colored...............97 91 11North Carolina ............ .... .... 
1 08 

77 87

White ........ ..... ..... 
94 82 67 71

Colored ...................it 1311 1321 99191104 12 1
O h io ........ ... .. .. .... 7 1 9 7 74.. .64.... .. ... ..6

o lho e ................ 4

White ..........

Colored .......... . . .1 13 1 10 I li 10 1
o u t h a ro l . . . . . . . .... ............ 1. . .. . ....9 ') 1 2 f1 4 4 2

W hite ........................... . . . . . . 7
Colored .................. ........ ..4 3 .8 .... . . 32. 1 18 164 154

Tennessee .....................
W hite ...................h i a............. .... . . 7 1 71 1( 10 11 4 0

V l r In l a .. ................... 4 w 3 7 8 0 2 1 7 , 7

W hite ................... . . . .. . . . 08 9 4 () () () A 0 7

Colored .......... ..... ... .. 1 I 62 .8 1 12
W ! V rnne m . ................ . .. . . .. . . . . . . . .7 9 d 9 1 7

white................... .... .... .... .... .... .... .... Go. 59 416 73 1Colored .. . .. . .. .l... . .. .... . .. . . .. .. ~ .. .0.. 4.. 130M l151 IU 73

i 'trginia ....................... . . i S
D Cltri e of Columb ........ 7.. l. . 93 169 1 100I 117i 77 1 1 It#, 1

White. ............. 1 7.. 5..8 .9 . 667 37l

Colored ....... ...... . ... 14 1 4 1 0#' 3 11 l l SI 0

I Dropped from blrth-regatratlon area.

Mrs. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of tne committee,
the next speaker is Dr. Rachelle S. Yarros, wh) was for 20 years
instructor in obstetrics in the medical department of the University
of Illinois.

STATEMENT OF RACHELLE S. YARROS, M.D., PROFESSOR OF
SOCIAL HYGIENE, CHICAGO, ILL.

Dr. YARROS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am sure that from
my vast experience and from my personal effort, I have learned that
each person I have spoken to, whether they agree with birth control
or not, how earnestly and honestly they Wanted to know the facts
and for a long time I have had good opportunity in the professional
field to know what the facts are.

In my early practice as an obstetrician, I had a clinic where I
taught in connection with the University of Illinois Medical School
about what we call obstetrical work.

In that connection I had a great deal of experience, and while I
cannot bring to you all of it, I would like to bring to you the essential
facts.

In the first place, what was the effect of these large families, on
the children and on the mothers and fathers-and I insist on not
leaving out the fathers. In those days I practiced among the poor
foreign people, where the wages are low, and sonic go to the very
lowest wages. Those that had the lowest wages usually had the
largest. number of children, without proper ctre to the woman-be-
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cause they were taken care of by midwives-and this was very detri-
mental to the woman.

In addition to that, the children being born so close together, had a
tremendous disadvantage. They had not the proper c -n- of a mother,
who would otherwise have been in better health, and tLere was con-
siderable negligence, not because the mother wanted to neglect, but
she simply hadn't the strength to do better.

The result was that those in families living in the vicinity of the
settlement where I lived, and in many other similar settlements, the
women who had the largest number of children among the homes of
those families, had the highest mortality.

Not only is that a fact, but the women had to spend most of their
time in carrying and bearing children taking care of those sick, that
subsequently die, and resultingin actuali neglect of those who were fittest
and could have done well for themselves and our country if they had
proper care.

if you will look around those settlements you will find we have
many more problems against us and conditions against us than they
have in the neighborhood where the mothers have smaller families
and where the children have better care.

The next point I want to bring out here, briefly, is this. In the early
days of my practice among the poor there was only one way of refer-
ring to their problem, and that was to find out from a neighbor how
a woman could menstruate when she was afraid she was pregnant.
They did not call that abortion, they simply said what do you use.

In my early days I had a great many cases and I was called over to
those women when they are in absolutely serious condition from using
one kind or another kind of instrument because they were trying to
induce abortion. Those are the facts, gentlemen.

It is because of this situation and the detriment to the health of the
women as well as the mortality and danger to the family even less,
that some of us living there hecante deeply interested in this problem
of prevention, which would both save the mother and the children.

I want to make another point and that is this, that even among the
wealthier families, 20 years ago, before we heard much of birth con-
trol, they did regulate the number of offsprings very often by opera-
tions.

There is another point I want to put to you, because I want you to
say whether we need this.

In many of my cases I had a woman referred to me, or a woman
came to me when they didn't know what to do, because they knew
of my understanding of their problems, and because in relation with a
man and his family, we love and sympathize greatly with the women
who want to have a happy family living.

I remember one case came to me and said, "Doctor, when I had my
last baby, so and so told me I must not have any more children"-
a man in the profession for whom I had the highest respect, lie said
this to her, "You go home and tell your husband to be good." She
said, "I did go home and tell him to be good, he wanted to be good,
he was very good to me;" but, she said to me, "I am beginning to
realize our married life is practically at an end."

I don't want you for a moment to think I am overemphasizing this
part of life, that love is so important in life; that sex is a part of life,
and it is a tremendously important thing, because it helps to su!bli-
mate life and make it more stable.
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I know of a good prominent surgeon who operated on a woman
and said to her, "You must have no more children." She said to
him, "hlow?" Hfe said, "T.,l your husband to call me tp", and he
did call him tip, and after that it. was a happyfamily.

I want to point out to you gentlemen in the last 20 years because
of this movement for birth control, including even these hearings,
the idea of pr.-venting concept: -.a, instead of having operations,
which are both very costly and very detrimental to the woman-
because of this movement more and more women are looking for
this information, I think this power should be given to us, who are
able and have a better way of dealing with the situation.

Now, I want to tell you that one of our greatest statisticians prob.
ably in the United States, had a very interestingpaper the other day
an dI recommend that paper to you, written by Dr. Sydenstricker in
relation to what is happening now. It is filed in this record.

Unquestionably there are now before us many problems, one of
which is those people you do not want to admit to the country for
one reason or another, and who are constantly increasing from what
you and I consider the backbone of our nation. Those people now
are in no position to have children, and it is a very serious matter
we have. Then there is the question of what it means to a woman in
a small family to have a man sit around all day feeling that he can.
not do anything. It is not oily the poverty, but it is the unemploy-
ment, and the fact that men do not know what to do with themselves,
do not know what to do with leisure.

Yet should you take away the love relationship and the sex relation.
ship, you wil! hnd that the disturbances are growing all the time, and
it is as to those poor families in those conditions that Dr. Sydenstricker
shows the facts. It is one of the iiost remarkable investigations
statistically that we have, and 1 recommend it to you.

The next point I want to submit to you is the fact that most of
the young people, no matter whlt you can do for them, and you
have done all you could do for their education-but most of our

ounj people cannot now inarry and have families. There is no usc
deyivni it. That makes me brig this point to you, in a long experi-
ence in these years every woman and every man that copies to
nie-and I try to have both because you cannot scave a problem
unless you see the husband-most of these couples, with probably an
exception of one out of a hundred, both men and women, said ihey
did not want any children, and most of theni changed the irminds.

But when you go along with modern education, while they want to
el1Ce and regulate the number of children, they want to have children,

and you suiply must give the tin opiortunitv now, more than ever.
You must give then a chance to space their families, which does not
iianei annihilation of families, which y'ou ill know.

Ill all of iv experience women andimen have started out, by saying
they cannot have any children for 2 or 3 years, but back ini all my
experience these years they have had chilfden spaced.

)lease do not think because people know how to regulate it, they
would do till these things, but I want to recounieid to you gentlemen,
because after all you care just as much about your wives, and I want
to call your attention to tle fact that constant pregnancy is a drain
oni the normal woliman and also is bound to be treiendollsly serious.
You must give her rest, you mst insist on the rest so she can be
better off for the children after they are born.



BIRTH CONTROL

The last point I want to make is this. It is not because we cannot
give birth-control information to our patients by word of mouth, but
we cannot give the best information, because the doctors themselves
have not studied the subject, and that. is why the American Medical
Association has not passed it. They have not given consideration to
the subject because it is not within their realm. Therefore, I want to
vay to you that a doctor who does constructive birth control, tells the

patient why she should have children, and how to space the children.
He aso tells the patient, you better not have children its it is danger-
ov's, and we must now modify this law with this bill, because this is
the time to do constructive work.

I an sure individually you are all interested, but we haven't.
gotten together. This is the time to get together and do tile biggest
thing and get the doctors to do more constructive birth control work.

Mr. IEALEY. You don't approve the dissemination of information
to unmarried persons?

Dr. YARROS. No.
Mr. HEALEY. This bill doesn't. prevent it.
I)r. YAfros. One of my colleagues has answered that. There are

bootleggers in tile medical profession just as in others. We don't
just give iorphine to patients, and so the doctor doesn't just gie
information to unmarried people. It is a question of a family problem.
If some do do that, that doesn't prevent me front doing the right thing.

Mr. IHEALEY. How are yeu going to prevent the front getting
that information?

Dr. YARRos. W1o?
Mr. HEALEY. How are you going to prevent unmarried persons

from getting that information?
Dr. YARbos. Give it to the doctors. The doctors don't give maor-

piiie jiust because it is morphine and because they ask for it. They
will say, what do you want it for, why do you want it, how do voul
want it, isn't there something better you can do. That is what" we
call constructive birth control, and that is the kind that will be donor
more and more if the doctors have the responsibility.

I thank you, gentlemen.

rTATEMmET FROM -.ACOB |IIIm.liKOI'F, EXECUtTIVE )IRCi'T41., l-'EmuEIATION, OF

JFWI 1 ('mm ARITIE, OF )INIMIADLPIIA

A executive director of the Federation of Jewish ('iarities il Plhiladelhlhia,
amii as elhairnain of t lie iilemjl,loynent insuiranmee ftimd in tle chlotling imdilst rv
in that eity, I li ave been very initnaely idetlifiel with I:limr lirillemns. '
311mi ColiVlinced that tie lelniocrAtic .read of s ientific hirtlh-comtirol iforniini,
which would lide alide, piossihle through tlie proioseI legislation, would le i great
factor in brinhgiig relief to tlmoil~aldis of iiidiviimlal, in the labor d'lao. Froim
figures published 1) 1v the Americanm Fcerat ion of Labor, it i m c.-tiiute(d that
within the last 2 years, the liervemit of pcrsnii tot.aly imneilljloicl has iilcrea~cl
124.3 licrec'it, from I.6O,O00) to alinot l,00l,4.

This Iieams that lboth the lllmlllber of persoli4 who aret lit recilpient, of relief,
alit tihe total alliouit e inemidCi to ielp hein tlm ia lncben rapidly ri.ing. These
figures, added to those slowing tie tremnendlous increa e all over time couilitry
in time miner of delei,,lent children il tile (art of foter fainlie.s aid foster in-
.tituloils, wouli semii to tile to lie smmtifie lt ev idelice in favor of thi, 'mi.rva-
tive hkgiShalion, whiCh wold 1im ke scienilie conrt race'ptive method , avamilahe to
tiis group of uneniloyed, which colirmitmmte a division of the "great group called
labor."

However, liere is another iil)ortant argument whici I .hoihul like to point
otit---ime declining rate of lpiilatiom iimcrea~m', a sliow I my evidhmimec im time find-
ingp of tie recent research coii;ttee oil social trends.
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* I feel that the bill should be reported favorably. Testimony is available from
even such eminent authorities as President Compton, of Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, that even should we ever recapture the halcyon days of the
volume of business enjoyed in 1928 and 1929, not more than half the number
now out of work could possibly be reabsorbed in industry.

There could be no stronger argument for a reduction in the potential labor
supply, preferably by means of scientific and harmless use of contraceptives
among those who must earn their living from industry. Proper contraceptive
methods can reach these people only through hospitals clinics, or public medical
channels which are now prohibited from gi!,ing this vice by the Federal law.

Bill H1.R. 5978 has my endorsement, therefore, not only as a vehicle of con-
structive relief, but also "as an important piece of preventive legislation for social
welfare.

STATEMENT FROM JOHN N. SIMPSON, DEAN THE SCHOOL OF MEDICINE, WEST
VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, MOROANTOWN, W.VA.

To have bill H.R. 5978 enacted, seems to me will be one of the most important
measures that has been advocated recently, to aid in banishing poverty and
prevent disease, and to lower the number of unfit in the eleemosynary institutions
of the States.

We who live in the mining districts of West Virginia know of the appalling
poverty endured by the mine workers who have been out of regular employment
or 3 years and whose children were without clothing and shoes and food to enable

them to go to school. Families are lurge. Here is a place where birth control
should have been known. It is ipy experience although I am not a practitioner,
that the rich and well-to-do, who could afford to care for large famiiee, have small
or no families, but the poor, and tht mentally unfit, have children throughout the
productive period of the wife, and if this is cut short by disease, another marriage
follows with more children.

The moral reasons put forth by some of the churches loses much of its emphasis.
when one remembers that the best and highest types of men and women, their
priests, and the nuns have taken vows of chastity, and so the world loses this
excellent source of well-cared-for citizens.

THE ULTIMATE EFFECT OF BIRTH CONTROL, BY ELLSWORTH HUNTINOTON, YALE
UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SCIENCES

The ultimate effect of birth control can be reliably estimated only on the basis
of what actually happens today in groups where birth control has for some time
been well k aowvn and practiced without hindrance. Such groups are found
only anoig ,mir iost highly educated people. Three of them have been investi-
gatedi, one eoisisthng of about 800 m.cn who graduated from Yale Collcge in 1893,
1896, .ind 1898; another of about 1,900 Harvard graduates composing the classes
of 1899, 1900, and 1901; and the third of about 300 members of the Yale faculty
who are of such ai, age that families are presumably complete. The men in each
group have been t'aassitied according to thcir siiccss. In classifying the llar~ard
aiad 'ale graduates success was defined in terms of general value to the community
as estimated by several representative men in each class. The Yale faculty was
classified according to academic rank and general reputation. In each of these
three groups the most successful men have the most children, aind there is a steady
decline in the number of children as the degree of success diminishes. Thus,
among Yale graduates the number of children per man, ,including the unarried
and childless as well as the father, averages 2.4 arnng the most successful tenth
and oly 0.8 ainong the least successful tenth, Among Harvard graduates tle
numbers are nearly the same. but a trifle smaller. Among the Yale faculty and
the visiting lecturers the most successfd men average about 2.7 children apiece,
whereas the other men of similar age average about half as many. Even when
we divide the Yale and Harvard graduates into 10 smaller groups consisting of
1aw ers, bankers, doctors, business executives, and other professional ts pes, the
w'-ore successful men in every grol.ip have, on an average, decidedly more children
than do the less successful. Moreover, Frederick .A. Woods found! a similar con-
dition when he compared Harvard graduates who are in Who's Who with their
classmates who are not in that book. So strong is this tendency that we may fairly
concede that it applies to the entire body of highly educated people in the United
States.

It needs io demiminstratim to show that these educated people are exactly the
ones among whoni hicth control has I. n longest understood and nost widely
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practiced. The most cogent of all criticisms of birth control is based oi exactly
this fact. Thus it appears that although the first effect of birth control has
undoubtedly been to lower the general birth rate of the educated classes, its next
effect has been to bring about a great improvement in the average Inheritance and
training of such children as still remain. This Improvement is due to the fact
that today, under the influence of birth control, the educated families of the kind
in which the children are likely to receive both the best biological Inheritance and
the best training have two or three times as many children as do the educated
families where poor health, weak physiques, unfortunate temperamental qual-
ities, inefficiency, or pure accident interfere with success. In fact, the most
successful people among the groups here studied are so likely to marry and have
children that their descendants will steadily Increase In number if the children
behave in this respect like the~r parents.

This alliance between children and success in the educated classes is, of course,
the opposite of what happens In the country as a whole when all levels of society
are considered. In this lies its profound significance. It appears to hold a proph-
ecy of what will happen when birth control becomes widely spread among intelli-
gent people of all classes. It is well known that the customs prevalent among the
upper classes tend gradually to seep downward Into the other levels of society.
We see this illustrated today ir the fact that working people are more and more
seeking information as to birth control. Hence if birth control information is

allowed to reach all classes easily, there is every reason to believe that ultimately
the tendency for the more successful types to have the larger families *ill prevail
at all social levels, except perhaps among persons so stupid, defective, or vicious
that they ought to be segregated or otherwise prevented front ha% ing children.
If this should happen, andif the contrast between the successful and unsuccessful
should be as great as it is among college graduates, it would require only a few
generations to eliminate a large proportion of the people who are born in the kind
of homes where the parents are shiftless, Idle, ill tempered, aad otherwise unfitted
for success. It seems almost incredible that this can happen, but already in
Stockholm and in certain German cities, where birth control prevails among the
working classes to an uncommonly high degr, v, there is a tendency for the better
paid amid more steady workers to have the larger familicer In other words, in the
only cases where we know that birth control has prevailed to a high degree, it has
tended to improve the quality of the children in both the educated and the
working classes.

Still another straw is highly significant. It is as yet merely a straw, for it is
based on a trifle less than a hundred people. in the Yale faculty the most suc-
cessful men have been grouped according to their age. Those born before 1870
have an average of only 1.9 children per mail; those born in the next 5 years have
more, rcvi so o until those born from 1885-89 have 3.1 and their families may
not vet 'e complete. If future studies confirm this, we seem to find that among
highly educated and successful people the diminution in the size of families
arising front birth control has run its course and the normal reaction which fol-
lows every extreme has set in. The men who were born from 1860 to 1370
pparently thought that the correct thing was to practice an extreme form of

oirth control 'mul thereby reduce their families to an average of only two. Their
equally eminent successors, who know still more about birth control, hali e been
gradall:, changing their minds, and niow think that 3 or 4 children is the best
average size for a family. in a word, then, where birth control has free rein
not unly do the most successful people have the mist children, but the size of the
famu'lics is going back to such a level that these successful people are having more
thaa enough children to replace themselves. And what the leaders do today
the ra,,k and file will do tomorrow. So in the long run birth control seems to
prcmuise the largest families in the best homes at all levels of society.

STATEMENT TELFGI.APilED FRmOM E. C. LINDE;AN, NtEW YOMK SCHOOL OF SOCIAL
WORK, NE:W YORK CITY

hope you caln convince Congressmen that there is no scientific evidence to
prove that legalized birth control actually threatens the family or the future of
the race iii countries like Demnark, whre birth control has had a long and fair trial,
it appears that lowered birth rate is olfset by increased health and lower infant
mortality.
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STATEMENT FROM HENRY PRATT FAIRCHILD, PROFESSOR OF SOCIOLOGY, NEW
YORK UNIVERSITY, GRADUATE SCHOOL, NEW YORK

In the past a large part of the argument for the establishment of birth control
as a recognized social agency has been based upon the necessity of imposing some
restriction upon the slicer biological increase of the human species, and tile recog.
nition that birth control was the most desirable and practical means of securilig
this restriction. Today, largely as a result of the spread of birth coittiol, the
rate of growth of population in western countries has been slowed up, and many
of these countries are facing the probability of a stationary population in the near
future. Such a stationary population I regard as highly desirable, and, for the
sake of world peace asid prosperity, I wish it could be speedily realized all over
the world. Ifowever, this novel prospect has caused certain persolls, who olher-
wise might be favorable t0 the liberalization and spread of birth-coutrol practice,
to feel tOat further progress ill this direction is no longer needed. This attitude
seems to ,he a thoroughly mistaken one, fraught with serious possible colseqlces.
Even though a stationary population wcre already a realitv,I should still Ie con-
vijeed that the liberalization of birth control laws, and the extension of related
!:nowlkdge and practice, was essential to human welfare. MY reasouis for this

tew may be briefly stimmed tlu as follows:
I. The basic logical justification of birth control i., that the great huImai in-

terest of reproduction ought to be hadiled onl the basis of scientific intelligence,
forethought, reason, r.nd self-control, just like every other great colncern of the
human race. This prInciple hIods whether l)opulation is growing, stationary, or
declining.

2. Arguments in favor of birth control have always fallen into two main groups,
those Ised on social vxlwdience, amd those based on iidividlual or family health,
welfare, alt security. All the urgmitents ill the latter category are just a- valid
and forceful ill a .lwly growing populatimi as iIn a rapidly increasing oie.

3. The slowing ill of the rate of poI mlation increase throws into sharp relief
the eugenie aspects of birth control. It has lmg been recognized, and deplored,
that there is a temencv in the Uilited States to increase the ipoptilation primarily
from the so-called "lower strata" of society, title to tilt dilferential birth rate
between the tipper and lo er classes. TIhe force of this argltntent is itot it. the
least diminihIed in at stationary population, as long as this differential remains.
Such a society would still face the propsvct of a progressive deteriorAtiim il
quality, as long as birth control %%ae restricted to the more intelligent, fortunate,
and su'iccessfutl classes. It becraies increasingly iml)ortant. therefore, to utMepd
the practice of birth control into all levels of society, and there is every reta-on t.-
believe that a reduction in :;he birth rate of the less fortumte classes would reatt
favorably ill the way of stimulating the birth rate ill the upper cla-sts, V. Wl
they no longer had reasoln It fear the eolnuetitioll of unlimited numbers iln the
lower ranks. This process is precisely what the Inoderia birth-control IllOvelildit
Is seeking to accomplish, aith what is aimed at in the present bill.

4. The removal of the whole subject of reproduction from the iuurky realm of
taboo, ignorance, superstition, and prudery will afford the best possible groiuiids
for tile establishment of a sound alld colstructive population policy. A l.eolole
which has been trained to think calmlv and sanely about these questions, and to
act in accor(lancewith thedictatesof r ason will, for that verv reasonl, be prepared
to respond to the social incentives in favor of an increased rate of population
growth, if at any time or for ally reason, such all increase IA-colnies t'eluial to
the welfare of the commiuitv.

5. If the notable decline in" tile birth rate duiiring the past few decades has been.
as it is reasonalle to suppose, largely due to the s read of birth-control praclices
it seems mlludeltialde that as long as restrictions are placed upl)on1 luledical guidallce
ill this direction, maniy i(lividIuals lllust he r'lh iig 111)11i aid tl- ilig iitthiods' if
a highly indesirable sort, it milv Ibecautse ,if their umireliability but also becau.v
of their lamgermui- character to health or even life. ltentoilg the ldiical Io-
fession from any legal restraint will thcr.,forc terid to in) wve greatly the practi-
cal procedure ill this lield, anl to offe t.. tilt' argilll'llt. rc 1 ileiltly illgu m:u:aiu't
contraception on health gromiids.

STATEMENT FIOM PROFESROR WILLYs-TINI' (;4)oI)S.ELL, AsSO('IATE: PRoFEssoR ori

EDUCATION, TEACHERS COLLEGE:, COLUM1l1% UNIVERSITY, N.W YORK CITY

It is cause for rejoicing aniong all socially inmiided peopIle, who are familiar with
the social and family problems related to 6irth control to learn that a birth coit-
trol bill has at last reached the Judiciary Committee for a vote.
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Experts on population have projected their curves into the future and foresee
a stationary population during the present century. Moreover, instead of an
estimated population of 140,000,000 in 1940, prospects are now that hardly more
than 132,G00,000 people are to he expected by 1940--an estimated decrease of
about 8,000,000 souls. One of the causes of this decline is unquestionably birth
control. Now the shoe pinches here; for the Committee points out that "the
markets for mine operators, farmers, and manufacturers, * * * whose prob-
lems are those of overproduction, will be considerably smaller than has been
expected, * * *. 'Does any thoughtful person, familiar with elementary
economies, really believe that decline in population is an important cause of our
jpreciit economic stress and loss of markets? The economists tell us that war debts,
tariffs, uinstable currencies, technological advance, with its concomitant unem-
plomient, and a blitid economic nationalism are the paramount causes of the
world's economic maladjustment. Furthermore a stationary population should
be a bugaboo to no intelligent man or woman. France has had a stationary
poilation for years and until 2 years ago she was in a more favorable economic
position than any other country in Europe, and perhaps still is relatively so.
E.glamid and Sweden have birth rates considerably lower than that of the United
States, yet these countries have not rushed into print with pleas for building up
the honme markets by denying birth-control knowledge.

There can be nodoubt, as the colninittee indicates, that there are fewer children
under 5 years of age and fewer under 10 than there were a decade ago; clearly the
supply of children s steadily becoming less. In this period of profound economic
distress that should scarcely be a cause for regret. The Children's Bureau
Iullet its are filled with dixtulrbing fact- and figures showing tle extent of malin-trition. rickets and other dli-ease among te Nation's children. When we have
learntl how to set tip a planiiing econiohay in this country, adaptiig production
to the needs of all collsunlers4 and making Ilachiltes ouir servant, not otr masters,
it will be t lue enough to consider increasing the number of children iii the land.
Moreover, as the research committee points out, with fewer chidren their "value
to society mIay he exl)ecttd to rise tit iimore attesition will be given to their well-
cing and I raining "-an outconte devoutly to be hoped for! With ,io mean.., of
birth votitiol in the past, it "ntlancholy 1 roces-io of cradles atid collins" pascd
lhrmogh the homes of our ancestors, specially tho-e of tle poor.

Referring to the dilferential birth rate in the United States, whereby the smallestt
families are found among the educated and lro.-perois groups and the largest
aioulig the poorest a:id mlot igiiorait, the coiniiittee suggests that birth restric-
tioli ha been, somewhat "haplhazzard" in operation and that. a more deliberate
aid coiciolis population policy for the future wold scen desirable. With this
the i% ritcr and, indeed, many leaders of the birth-conktrol movement are in hearty
.,yqi)athy. As Ihe research comnitte states, if io re-trictions had b'een placed
on tihe -preadl of birth-control inforntition and if clinics had been permitted to
finction freely, the tendency to iimit s.ie of families to income would have spread
more evenly among social classes and no such diferential rate of births as now
exists woul probably have appeared. Once the ban oil dissemination of birth-
control information has beei lifted and the wage-carning group can readily secure
it. signs are iiot lacking that ti'a birth-control movement will beconie increasingly
concerned with "birth seletion", with ways awl means, econonik, social,
psychological of inducing the physically and mentally fit to increase the size of
lheir families, at lcast to tile nnleber nce-eary for survival of the parent stock.

W\1IIY.,T1.1ir. GOOIDAELI,.

STATEMENT OF I)i. C. C. LITTLE, MANAGIN; I)IRE'TOH, Asit.wm AN SOCIETY
FOR TIlE CONTROL oF CANCERi, NEW YORK, N.Y.

All the .tatistician'- are agreed that natural ,leveloimiit , f our pre seit popu-
l!itiun %%ill rc'.-ilt iii an inlcrea-iig ppttilation of very old lleople for several
decades to cvmne. This iniaiis all iicrasing lioptllatio l(o ii mOiproductive

I'he ,ulpprtiumiity is iow given to pass a piece of legidlationi hliich enahbes the
medical profssion to help those (of our citi.ens who wish to avoid Ihe additional
hrulemi uf prodlocilig a large exce.s of very yiiiig dependents. l';vce if over-
)oprlation 4,f chihlr, 'a can tbe justified in bloom tintes-aud I, pecr.-onkallv, feel it

ca,'uot-it ccrtainl, .,A in the attire of crilninal rest iction of lwrsonal liberty to
dctiv information on family limitations to our citizens in a tile of v-orh wide
ecOllonlic crises.

ihose interested it cheap labor and ilk thi sale of cheap coinitoditis to vast
inil)crs of individuals or ill the sale of insurance to large numbers of people,
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will, of course, oppose selfishly any legislation which may diminish in any way the
breeding of individuals who may give them trade.

There is no evidence that our national efficiency, happiness or prosperity is
in any way correlated with an increase in our already enormous population.
There is, on the contrary, a large body of evidence to show that we were quite as
effective, if not more so, when we were forty or fifty million people smaller as a
nation titan we are at present.

Slow growth is usually a sign of controlled, healthy development. Rapid
growth is a definite source of worry and a frequent indication of a diseased or
pathologic condition. This is true of populations as well as of individuals.

I sincerely hope that a majority of the Committee on the Judiciary will not
mistake mass for quality, or unrestricted national growth for increased social and
economic stability. The fact that this mistake has been made at critical tiie.4 in
the immediate past is, in my opiiiion, one of the large contributory factors to the
present condition in which our people are less settled, less loyal and less happy
than they have been since the Civil War.

STATEMENT FROM I. F. PEUKI.xs, Diu!'cTOR EUC.EXICS SUiVEY OF VEItIONT,
USIVINISITY OF VHinMONT

As president of the American Etgenics Society, director of the Etugenics Survey
of Vermont.. and for many years a stitlent of heredity amd population proldens,
I am very glad to gibe you my opinion concerning birth control and its importance.

In tie first place, birth control is here and it is well and generally understood
that it is h-.e. No one questions that it i itere to stay. here are a conlsiderable
number of families in each cominiiitv in which scientific measures for contra.
ceptioi, have beefm in use for at least two generations. jil %iewv of this fact it
appeals to me as amiotntiig to clakvs legislation for the Federal Go-ernient to
forbid transmission through the mails of e.:,t aceplive devices and information.
Th or!- t! riult of thii Iw is i-tiimctlv in favor of a lower grade of Iopiflti,,n.

M tt.rs of pr.,jwliee. s:,m:t, and seniit ent should give way to the common
senc.; view of the di-atro.m results bound to follow the present. short-sighteld
attiti ile of the (oavermnent. Practically, hso' Governmnent is defeating its own
end(s by its t: ; ag-ailnt cotraceptiom and is guaranteeing that the ne t ge',er-
ation vit, 1e less capable , physically, mentally, and morally, of comilalinc -itcha ealamity as the present financial lel)resison. If what Co*gress mns' desire. is
a low-gr:vle l'!)iilation with few leaders in any sphere of social, educational, or
govcrnmtntal ac t ivity, I should think they would vote aain.t the present hili.
If they Want o ti le Other linwl a cointry with the high.st type of citizens, then
they should most certainly vote in favor Of the bill.
From the point of view of himanitarian attil smle, there is reason to pronwitate

birth control. Ecoiomieally It would reduce the nubnher of menplovid, papers
and those dependent on saciey lbeea ase of mental and physical defecls. None
of these reasons to) my mind is nearly so important from the broad point of viewas the eugenical reason- he imporlace of breeding a higher tvpe of people.
$o liig as Ihose In a state of conplettnee, i'eopl _ of im:elligemie, are now alnist
univer-all"y provided with tile nee.sary knowledge to space their children and
limit the number of children, it is inmnens-ly ilnport ant that tiu.se who are less
fort iate shoil le given an equal o)pportunily.

lirth co t rl at pre'-e,t is dv.genuic. Thi- i- to n,, s imll extenut coumiteracted
ly tM.e vh,,les mie cIefs of ils Use in Wihat are smi etim ns called tile "tiper
classess" Ylitiig licuule c,,ntenmplatig ma rriage if aware uf c4,iutracei i e
methods are ready to mar-y s ier tha,; thev wi ,ilt le if for finaticial resis
Ihley did iiot dare to rims tli' ti.sk of ha ilg children soon after namrriage. The
adjustneits ietvweil the 1itiai alld uu,,,liai altsvs diflicuilt an1I e\aetig, are iluaile
very tmulh easier hy the reiniival iof the :usiele h, before they are read\" to take
care of thel. they Inav iae Clildrens. Ec ) ,iimiealiv and temliersme11taly a
eluple get along better if they are able to jxistlwune ie'faiumilv 1sistit silch li ie as
they are in a position to care for a child sir t o properly.

The result of this condition is , h,, lesommme ViagemiicallV as well as to the larelit
themselves. I ai conivinceed and :til issiredl byv mna- (if mmi%. young married
frie ids that n.y conviction is right, that in InaIy cases, if nlut the majority. the
actial result of contraceptive knowledge is eariie'r marriages and the conception
of children at an earlier period because once irarried their tirge for paretflhiiol.
stimullatei by the married state and by t"-_ faet that their friends have children
persuades them that the most ill)tait lnd desirable thing to save oiiey for
and to brivg about is the having tif childreis.
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Whether these considerations would apply to the same extent amongst the lIes
well-to-do and well-educated part of the population I do not know. I am Fure
that many a mother now struggling under the load of a numerous and briefly
spaced progeny would give anything she possesses for the knowledge of methods
of preventing a continuance of such a condition.

The above statements do not begin to cover the points In favor of birth control.
Since they probably vary from the points made by others I offer them. A- a
eugenist and student of heredity and population problems I most emphatically
urge the necessity for prompt action favorable to tile present birth-control
inetsure.

Very respectfully yours, P I. . lIRAKINS, director.

Mr-. H PBURN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the next speaker
froin the proponents is Dr. Elizabeth Kittridge. from the Medical
Women's National Association.

STATEMENT OF ELIZABETH KITTRIDGE, M.D., SECRETARY OF
THE MEDICAL WOMEN'S NATIONAL ASSOCIATION

l)r. lITt1'3IDG. Mr. Chairman and gentlemeli, may I first present
this statement, which reads as follows:

Mrs. NMARiGAfET SANGE't, WIINTN .. aur ,
lII. 4 itoU, D.C.

IMV DEAR Mrs. ,;A otn: The Mledical Womaaen's Natiial .\.schttia at its
annual ineeting in Milwaukee o1 Juno I, 19)33, voted to, express. its apliroai uof
the Iijilh control bill, lI1t. 5978. This action reallirnis t -wtioi of the aw(icia-
tion of the previous year whceaa it x etat on record as apptr-viti a similar Ihill.

Yours sincerely,
ELIZABETII KITTr1,Ii.', M.I).,

ee'ryt M. .. I.

.Ni.'s. IlIeI1'ItN'. Mrs. Walter Tinme wants to tell you of a ntimbler
(if Voltien 's organizations that are represented heile.,

STATEMENT OF MRS. WATER TIMME

.Mrs. Mr'I.M:. Mr. Chairman, we have heard at rea fled. front tile
Jiedieal p rofessit, and there aire here other, who have Stauted tIl4e
wolllel's t,lde of the question. From 21 States we huve ollivla hlero
with us todav who hol)ed tiuhat they, too, could iave at word to siav
from the woinen's pointt of view, bit the time dloe.s hot permit th1at.

I hiave also the eodol-sciieiints of the ol,-aiz.1fions (o whicel Vol
huve referred today, ichuding thie cndorsemnents of tIe welfare
10ssociations, scientist:., \'hiel includes thousand- of 111011 and woch,
throughout tihe cot iry, aild I w\'ant to alsk, Nir. ('h1uiriiia11i, tli t these
r'eComm11endatiOnlS milay lie imcrporated in thi. liairin,.

The (h1A iMMAN. l)oes it appear from he d tita \(it tender whea
these communittees 1and associalioas ('ndorsed this proposed legi..hltiota?

MIrs. II I-A-1;U.N. You menv tilhe tie of tilt- year?
The (7.uJAlMAN. Y(s.
.Nlrs. I uar x. 1 Ye; that is incorporated il lhe (htdl- ii(nts.
The ClI0.It N. IPt tlleii b put in Ihe recoird.

PARTIAL IUT O)F -O(AI . AN :D '.T,)N.l, 0INIZAATOlN., oN-isING Til

lE'D:. AMENDMENT (OR TIM (ENV'IA+.I, PIuINIILF-A' 11F lHImTal CONTROL

NATIONAl,

Clad Welfare Conmittee (of litcri.a, Iac. (50), April 27, 1932.
Continental Congress of Worke'r. apid Fariliers for Economic Rccon-trruation

(150 organizations represented), .May It, 1933.
N-ational Council on Freedoin from Ct.i, (5,000), Jime 30, 19:32.
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The American Eugenics Society, May 6, 1931.
National Women's Trade Union League of America (500,000), June 5, 1922.
National Council of Jewish Women (200 cities) (30,000), March 26, 1932.
Tie New History Society (3,500), April 29, 1932.
The International Sunshine Society (3,510), December 13, 1932.
Scripps Foundation for Populationi Research (Ohio), February 1I, 1931.
The Eleventh Territorial Conference of Social Work (Hawaii), July 23, 1931.
League for Industrial Democracy, 1930.
Federation of Jewish Women's Organizations of Greater New York (196 or-

ganizations) (100.000), January 31, 1933.

STATE GROUPS, CLUBS, AND ORGkNIZATIONS

California Congress of Parents an1d Teachers, April 21, 1933.
Legislation Committee of Webster Parent-Teachers Association (California),

Febrijary 1931.
Sanita Monica Council of Parents and Teachers (California) (1,500), April 3,

1933.
Clinton Parent-Teacher- Association (Kerntucky) (45), )ccember 21, 1933.
Parcnt-Teachers Associralion, Piiblic School No. 93, Bronx, N.Y. (200), No-

%ember 18, 1933.
Parents Association tif lienjamin Frankliii Jinior lligh School, l1imix, N.Y.,

Novenlher 18, 1933.
Sunset Paren t-Teachers Associatin, )all:is, "rex. (319), f)cenlber 8, 1933.
Rosenont Parenit-Teachers A., oeilim , l)alla-, Tex. (3W3), Decemlbl-r 7. 1933.
iichmmil Federation of Mi,thers Clii1" alli Pircait-Teacher Assoiatioils

(Virginia) (75), October 9, 1933.
PreAident, California lederatioai lIaiit4e.s atil 'rogresive Womei's Clubs.
lliashcs" and Professional Womcn's Clu) 'f Shreveport (I.a.) (30), I)cccmnlx.r

IS. 1933.
111sim's :ar1l l'rof'siio,n-l Wonai's Clib of lfattieshuarg (Mis emb.), Iceiaabcr

12. 1933.
Business and 'rofessional Woaii'. Climb of Plaiarfiehl (N. .1.), flt'brarv 8, 1 32.
,me New York .e.agae of iasiriess awl Profe.iuimal Women, Inc., 'N,\'er ;,lr

10, 1932.
Caaitoll liusille.-S ard Prof sional Womn's Club (Olio) (50), Janulary 1, 1931.
Virginia State l'edratim of iatsiicss and Profe.sioal Vomen's Chls (900,

Octler 21, 1933.
A-ligtoni Cliab-Iuisiness and Professional Woaaaeir (Virginia), Auguist 20, 1933.
ftrsitiess anl Professional Woien's Clubs, Waynesboro (Va.), Jtaly 10, 1933.
Faranville Bitsiiezs and Professiial Womien's Club (Virginia) (14), May 17,

1933.
Iln-iies4 and Professional Women's Chili, Charlottesville (Va.) (45), No-

vember 10, 1933.
Imiang Women's Christian Association of Spriilgfield (Ill.) (1,000), Yovciii-

br -23. 1933.
industrial ChIl. Y.W.C.A., Baltimore (Md.), June 10, 1932.
Norfolk ,oa'm Men's Christian association m I.Nebraska) (362), April 23. 1932.
Yuang Women's Clristian As:-ociation. Charlotte, N.C., March 27, 1933.
('aiton YoIaiig Men's ('hat, Yoaig M, m'. Chriii A-sociation (Ohio), May

12. 1932.
Yal'ng \Wmii'. ('hri.tian .-. ,o'iatiii board (if ilirevtors, Dallas (25), l)tt'vil-

l,cr 16, 1933.
Iisari of l)irect,,rs. Y,,mug \'tamen's ('hri-tiai Asociatioun, llicliold, Va.

31-. Alril 3. 1932.
(',iaaiuniau cat IAth college e of Mle,:a. Ark. 650). l)vceanber 7, 1933.
1.,'r .ugel- ('ity Tc-aehavr. ('li0 (5.410),. M.:: v 11132.
College Stiuaulnit- liild Table, t'aiitariaia 'hir.h, lalmamoo. Michl. (Si,

Nay 1, 19:32.
I'laiafiell (0',lh.ec ('lub tNew .Irev). (I.5) .amIiary 19, 11032.
('la. inl f'iillic ci- iu-.-i,, ('i lgate I't i i r-ity, lanimitii, N.Y. (IS,, .lamtary

II. 1932.
lia-(;o-la (;irl-. Uiaivr-ily S.el laneit (Nuw Yolk), April II, 19:32.
Sigm,a Plhi Alphda, liroi\, N.Y., Felriary 25. 1932.
1'minv-ivalia Sechool if Social and lfcalth %,ir?:,.!:.: r. 30. 1933.
Amamrica in A.O" ition (Of Iliier.-ity . onnmu ll ficlimonil ('haper) tViaginia

(lol O(.t'deCr :3qi. 19:3:3.

h
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Little Rock Council of Jewish Women (Arkansas), January 26, 1932.
Council of Jewish Women (Kentucky) (286), April 28, 1932.
Springfield Section, National Council of Jewish Women (Massachusetts),

April 24, 1933.
Worcester Section, National Council of Jewish Women (Massachuisetts) 4237),

May 6, 1932.
Council of Jewish Women, Joplin, Mo., January 5, 1932.
Young Men's and Young Women's Hfebrew Association (Willi.ssnburg branch)

Brooklyn, N.Y. (1,500), May 10, 1932.
Council of Jewish Women, Altoona, Pa., (50) April 27, 1932.
Council of Jewish Wo-ner, New Castle, Pa. (500), February 8, 1933.
Council of Jewish Wemen, Richmond sect ion (Virginia) (500), February 27, 1933.
Executive board and child guidance committee of the Woman's Civic Ieague

oif Pasadena t721), June 19, 1933.
Colorado Womens Citizens League of Greeley, February 8, 1932.
President, Dover Century Club (Delaware). Janmary 1934.
'[he Junior League of Wilmington, lit. (Delaware} (145). November 12, 1933.
President, Wilmington New Century CI,) (Delaware), January 1934.
Mothers Health Committee, Inc. (Plorida), November 2, 1933.
Chicago Women's Club (Illinois), (1,700) April 29, 1932.
Clio Club of Kewaniec (Illinois), June 1, 1932.
Bardwell Woman's Club (Kentucky), November 16, 1933.
Clinton Woman's Club (Kentucky) (28), November 10, 1933.
Ifickman Chapter, Red Cross (Kentucky), December 2, 1933.
Kuttawa Wonman's Club (Kentucky) (25), November 24. 1933.
Mavfiehl Woman's Club (Kentucky) (31), Novenibr 2, 1933.
.1iillior Wicomico Woman's Club (Marylaid) (30), Dcceniler 15, 1933.
Brew.,ter W\om'an's (lub (.Massachus.-tts), Februarv It, 1931.
The Jiiir League ,'! Plaihfield, lie. (New% Jer-ev), (125), .Jamary 15, 19:32.
\Wornaii's Club qof Oraige, NA.. Febriiary 21. 1931.
Analganiateil (Gieratiw' Apart isvit- \\' ,nis ('Iis I New Viirk', May I,

1932.
.'%,.:ociaijut of F' leration Workers (New %'irk) I1l0ti,, 01,1't Il .. 1!933.
llrix\ville WoisVtn's Chl (New York), Fehliar y 9. 1932.
Fihlity Ladies Aumiliarv (New York), (75). October 21, 1932.
1ii .tr Mother's .X.sociatiio of .Anerica iNew York), 1930.
ll~i,,l.'\cll Snciet. of Brooklyi. N.Y., 1930.
Tie .1iiiir League of tl.e ('ity of New York. ite. 1,200), Feiriiary 5, 1931.
.Mhciters (hil. P.S. IS, Itiehiinid, N.Y., (65), April 3, 1933.
.i,tl.rs Club, L\'nlnrook, N.Y., 1930.
N "; Y irk Federatii if progressive W\nqmii, 1930.
Nv%% " irk City Federation of Wouiivit's ('liitis (S3,000), Marcih 2S, 1933.
Nt-% .)rk (;odsotiers' LA'agiie.
IlI.'i-iauns Vives' League of readerr New York. Marel, 2. 1932.
\%osnan's Pres. Chii, of New York, Brooklyn (350, May 21, 1932.
t'iing Folks ,.'gll', Krakauir (7liarity Sociey t New Yorki, Mlav '7,1932.
'ila 'l'liorne (':0 of Woo.,ter (Ohio) ($0). liw.cmlser 12, 1933.
Tlt' W ianiii's Club of Eastoni, Pa. (2t60), .ia:uar" ", 193-1.
Na'uhville an 1 )vi'.ilson Couity" League of W',,n, i \'ittrs ''eiii-t.'

lVeeimber 20, 1933.
Northern States \Voinis Cooperative Guiilil Wiscon-ii) ,I,O00, Ntst .

1932.
Tlhe Wozmjan.' ('hi), itielilaici tenter, 'Vi., May 2. I433.
N. J. \'oineii's [lelllcai lub, 'ritom, 19301.
Nw Vk League of Woien Voters., May 15. 192.
('ity (0l, of Chicago. Il., May 10, 1932.
lions (him, Ntw llrissick. N.A. 131), Ma) 4. 1932.
lRftary 0;Ith, ..-Ity Park. N.J...April 2:3, 1932.
\instoi,-Salenu ltlntarv ('lub (Norh Carolina), April 19, 11132.
liitary ( hlu,. ('arroll.it, Olio, Ml 12. 1132.

l.i;ni (Cshl, North l'liilaihlliia. 'a., April 2S. 1932.
Hiwais ('l,. ltichland ('-tier. N\ i., Nlay 2. 1933.
I'rc ident, aVihziigtoz ('hiamlier oif (iminirce 1)e.lasi.are), .lisuiary 1934.
Arkansas l'.iginier's AsoViattion, April I, 1932.
Tie ilbor lititite Fortiiz 1l' .imsazna) (5)0,. N,iiseuh.r 21, 1932.
l'taii State Federation of l.alxir (se'rel -irs-t r.a-nterl. May 1i, 1932.
Virj'inia 1-'eileratius ,if Laior, May isii 1i3i3.
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S. B. & A. Union, No. 16456, Milwaukee, Wis., June 5, 1932.
Women's Study Club of Naugatuck, Conn. (60), May 9, 1932.
The Irvington Tuesday Club of Indianapolis, Ind., May 10, 1932.
The Montda- Afternoon Clu) of Plainfield, N.J., January 4, 1932.
Ano Club, ile. (New York) (70,, November 18, 1932.
The Gromp (a hearing house of opinion) (New York) (1,000), May 3, 192.
Social Workers Discussion Club of New York City (300), September . 193:1.
Temple ('hihl Study Clut), Rochester, N.Y., January 22, 1933.
('olonia Book Club'(Nortlh Carolina), April 22, 1932"
The Friday Book Club, Asheville, N.C., )ecember 12, 1933.
The Iteseirch ('lhi of Asheville, N.C., (65), December 7, 1933.
Pearl Chappell Study Club of )allas, 'iex. (45, December 17, 1933.
Ihorave Maim Pre-School A. .oiation. Ta(oma, Wash., April 13, 1932.
la'gilhtive ('ommit tee of the i'ederalion of Child Study, New York.
Social Scienc.e Lecture Bureau (Comecticut), April 28, 1932.
Mimesota EuIgenics So(,ict, , Minieapolis, May 5, 1932.
Local No. 7 of New York Workers ('Committee on Unemployment Association,

September 19, 1933, of Vlnemldo.,iel College Alinnae anti Profes.ional People,
New York (250).

lrimx Free 1"ellow.l,ip I N -w York) (700), Septenler I.S, 1933.
! nilependent ('it izetn's .A- o.iat ion (New York). April 29, 1932.
reconciliation Trip, director (N' ,v York). 1931.
Solvav Circle, Solvay Proue.s ('o., Syracuse.
Yonkers I'nit of the Spe dtell society, 19:10.
()gtilni.t ('Ilh. Erie, Pa., April 28, 1932.
Anerican civil l Lilerties I',nioi (New York) (5,000), Mareh 25, 1933.
('ill.g,; I'nisi o1f New Yorl. (itv, 1931).
('vie ('l of New York City (1A), March 25, 19:12.
l'irlia (*it), New Y,,rk ('it%, 19

WELFARE

lomnes ant ('hihulrepi's Alli:aiee (Califiur, ia), hille 23, 1933.
Ssicriiutesvlesut 'if Flauumr Ihl,:se (Social SetleMeast ludiasaplilis), May 19:32.
"ultitsn ('wi:t. ;' tie.f ('ci nnnsuittee cif flic, ,nan, Ky., Novelnll r I, 19133.

t'hillrss Aid Smcietv. Neiiark, NA., No iemler I, 1932.
A-.,o.iaticoit futr the Aid euf ('rj1pledl ('hilresn (New York) (2,000), March 21,

1913:1.
llarI of 4 )iret,,r if i"edcratii Settlenment (Ntew York), 1930.
('hilren'sli WeIfaro lsagetl of fhe Jiewi-i ('esthr ,if the E'a-t Side (Ntv Y ,rk),

19:11).
('hilren's Ilaeiin for Iar lieka i y, N.Y., 1)30.
('uhdislhia (,'hilt Blief Societev. Far itiukan:ay, N.Y. ( 50), May 1i, 1932.
Iillall D aiy Nrir-rv (New t rk), ':11) .Ma reh 21, 1930.
Fin'itch Slool J)ay Nur-ry (New Yiurk), 1930.
Fir' Iislerw IAr Ntr.ery :us |l Kinlhrzartvtn (New York), 1931).
(irmii Str.vt e.ctitlet (New York) (1690), 1930.
I louiwe fur 11'lurew lifants (New York), 1930.
.hais, ('hilron's Clearinig Ilismeai (Ne.w York), May 6, 1932.
Kips Il:% lIhu Nirwry (New York), 1930.
J.:st,,ur 'l'u4;'e Suuisi Survive (New York) (500), March 2:3, 1933.
L.es,,\ Ilill 11,,s1i1al Social S-r~ive (New York).
l)irc,.t,,r. Ilretais i-hi Social Itsearch (New York), 1'ebritary 19:31.
Uiii r:itv Setlemit Sodty (New York), 1930.
Virciia )av Nusr-viiiul ('liuie (Nvw Y.rk), A; ril ;. 1933.
Welfare CmI,'onsiitisv, ('Ialuel (,f ilie Iscarsationl (New York).
The N,,t i, ('artiia ('.,sfvrcnae for Sociz.l Se ice, Ap ril 27, 1932.
Imicit iv

,
. Secret ary ( uumi ,ruors Council of unemploymentt aid lelit-f, Rlaleigh,

N.C., April 193:2.
S(ii.ul Scrvie ,.ags1 tf 1.a1tus, 1'.. (21), January 8, 1931.
Crimp of Stwial Vorkers anl ('iti/esi thlie I Health NsrAng ('omiil)

"l'..r,+t . t (I )lo . .M aY 17, 1932.
['iiteil ('Iarities lhard uf 4 )irectrs (l'u\as), 1)ec'elhcr 28, 1933.
(%,uiiav (lhihlru'si ('lisi ,if I mior Wednesday ('ls,. I)aniille t\irginial,

1),W.:ctin st IS, 1! ,3.
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Mrs. LOLITA SCHFIT'Eflz , fLDRIDGE, CALIv., January 13, 1934.
Washingt4, D.C.:

I hereby authorize you to represent tie at the birth control hearing before
tie Judriciary Committee of the House of Representativec on January 18th.
I heartily endorse the movement for any measure that might be enacted by
Congress to properly legaiize birth control it this country.

Df. F. 0. BUTLER,
.M1clictl Director and .Superintendea .Sonoma State liome, Eidridge, Calif.

REsorTIoN No. 41

Wicrc:is present eemnr'ie conditions entpuisize tire irecessity of preserving
aut'! maintaining slasrdards of living to preserve American hoines aunt inb-titulitvins;
alld!

Whereas lack of re-trieled birth eritrol uneitr irttper inedical stjrervisiol; miti-
gae'- :tg:irit t trst'stairntlards; and

Wlureag air rrehaic i'ederal .tlatte i dlcied i10 years fgq) preveid, dissemination
of any iiformniatinnt between tirt, several Status oil this iti;st ilajrrtm. slitivjeet,
c'veI ller direction of lweirseid piic'.is, ciies, or httsjita's Now, tiwrfore,
1K' it

le ,'lel ly ti e Virgiaia Federation of Latbor in atial convention a.se ulttl in
Ctifln I'orge, Va., May 15 ait! Ill, 1933, 'T'hiat %%e fa r an am'llleat exempting
,hlt). ieiat, hospitals, And clinic. frot, tire tiperalin u f tire Irederal law, which

wrw e\,v'ltihs stiplies :rrt inerdieal lit eraltire rel:utirrg to birth control from the
i'litl State. tails tatl etrlnlroi: carriers; and he it ftirlir

Rt .,dd, Ti.tt a cotqy of this rt.,ohition ibe Mitt to tile United States Senators
from Virginria mia the l'titeui Stales Cotgr.s.s n.a from tile St ate (if Virginia.

stietoltlittldet try tire Committee.
(IisES "'. (tUntrnTNEV, &S tcrary.

.t te cop'.

r cc Ia Ut r./-'r ,c.r r I 'if, irr i~tr !', ,h pti of L,tbor.

81 TV\I' sr 1-tM ('ITY (IhI (IF CaIat.it;o

%'erefrtas it i' of tht i1t1i)orttA inrJnotantve tot all patri itic Ariericans tiat tire
iittlatitmt off ,lr t-wiintr ire vigorrls alrit h :lttiv tboth ih)sieallv antd Metn'i-
tAl' alii that theret rait lie io hil! iii Atmet'rica thiat lzs imt tile e'rillte1 tirth-
rigrht of a s11114t irri6ir4 ill a strini, trliy; all

WtVreai the rirti,'r a1nd intelligent i-;e of ci'e ifi contrauut inceptive methods
nlr tire direct iou of ptrysiciatrs is essential to these tids: lie it
l(lbo'l y tire tollliittee on trlic ll the t , etrucatirn, anid labor, of the City

C1r) 4tf ('lieatgo, Tl;at \v are ii ft.vtor (if tilt attleaditrlelt to tile -ectiolts of the
Virittd States 'taril. At ail tie Criitirrat (Xnte tf the Unitied States of Anerica

iich refer to srppiilies aid auttical titcrattrre relating to 1 irth control, so that
tire irmvi-iirris rif tihew. setutils, tlrw emeir.l-lirg sitrh Snrpplies rd Irrcdical littra-
tire from tire I 'iet States ail-as, strall itot ali ,y to licensed ihysiciais ait
diy atithorized m ial sitt ls, timtritals, tr asttciatiotrs;

I'irl(r rczol'of, 'Blat %%e are ill favor oif such at attierittlewtt as above reftrred
to so hat the devellmeirt ati orgatni/ation of ititcrust il alld knowledge iof
birth cottrotlo soitltl, cilgenlie art itridical priticilties strall be facilitatetd thruugh-
out tile 1'rritd State-.

Signd try three touinitttes: Putlie health t, tiicati,),t, awl labor.

STIII.tI. NW rNT ROM ITAll S1A'ri; I*DI:IAil, N f' L.Irri

il' r Oltiltn, ,ttial tr'tt ter I'ir glt ltt liglit It itir ttrt,-rrt itlirturitpli: irerit
ti !tlior joiht ilrnl,tr:rlii 'ly It? lire ltee l i!,i legi-latitI. 1sirth-cotrlrit it -
foritrrio . as your \%iit ku orw, t:t, loi h.rt :t'\aiht%1:itl att iti l.ti tyv Ilt' ki,.dlhier
cla's ill Iis cornatiny, iiirere.rs the lare mita- of tMea' i't,1 w i1n'tin ac til \iti itM
ir ,l )f ititi itrforli:itiroll tr i:r ir ' l t nhtitr ! it ittill t1' j:t-t. "l'li- ir- It'-tliti ill
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high infant mlodtality among this class or vitizeni:. crowded tencu~it, di~trids,
andi has contributed to our present 11 lenijployinitt Aituation, besides ruiing the
health of millions of working-class mnothers mid contribultig to the socal dcliii.
iluency of the children themselves.

Onl a recent inspection tour of the Salt Lake Counity Hlosp~ital, I was aminaedI
to find a number of expectant mothers without siifficicnt finids. with which to
even feed themselves, and our coulity ho~pitaI greatly overcrowded in anl effort
to properly care for them. Expectaiit mothers sittitig inl chairs while in labor im
qqnl%- one of the conimon ccurrcinces. at. f1th iiistltuliunj tite to thle inadequlacy of
their fuis and equipment.

It is ilv% hu'iest upiniols that ani honest, svinl.Ie1, and4 logical birth-control bill
should be passed at thipc se.,sion of ('otgrets i~ ote niems'itre of social legislation,
maily of which will be iiecessary before our pre-ent deplorable imenlloyiiictit
situation is corrected.

The plea thut the dissemiation of birth-cont rol information will lead to more
social delinquency is, in) the opinion of the writer, a fallacious otle.

Gt~oROt A. YA(Ef, S(rdl ~ CCFY-7' eas firer.

MISTFR4m FROM 41!OORT 1111.1,51 AND) 'Mim.nmiN-, N.J.

WVe, the u'iduersignel, (siidl4FF I 'iiteol St ale. lIt S. IA.42 anid 11.1t. 59~7-s. amii
urge that they hie favor&IdY re-ported mit of Mhe .1iuliciarY ('ommiiittev, itl
sirouglit be-fore t he fln rsof Imthit h le Sesiat e ta d Ilie hluii is for a Nat ni-%%ide
vote.

Itev if~. lNum% NSiimci. .1tiburi, .J.

2#1 'fnIA.i\E Numq.s. vine.M Nv:w .ic~sri

We M le tiiidcr-4ginel etlor.-'' llitilve. Stab .i Ibills .' 18-12 aml 11.1It. 597 :i id
iigo- lint flt, *ev be fa vqral relirlil wit .'f Itiv judiciary vi inunit to-c- and birwight

Ityfore the floors of huotli the Seniate andl thle I fi-e~. for it Nat imii-%% ide %()t4-.

hlriisk, It. N., ElAattth T1. lkemsh. It. N.. TI. Ii. Marhali. It N'
Ehi~akhue I). K( It, Adleini' .1. Pemiieild. It N., Virginia ( onma.
Ut.N., LDiiri.s It. Iharretf, H. N.. ILok Ilmrieii, Helen M. Dl):ihif
R.N.. Marv E. L~a ILonthe, U.N., Fliori.;ie .1. 1). lDres-iv. R. N.,
Chiarliotte .). Amuiersoim, R. N., KzIthierine F'. lolhiis, U.N., Awiu
l'crras, U. N., .lciiie .lnceiity. It.N .-Siiii, N.JI.; Ednai Iiiipp,
R.N., New Prtivileiice, N..J.; Mildred Wt. Isa itt, Rt.N .,.Milb~ir.
N.J.; Bertha ~eaimnai, U N ., New I'risviileice N.J.; Ata A.
W(inie, U. N., Floresice lDeai, Rt.N.. 'iiolut M. Selunarv, Sinii.
N.J.; Iti lDntv.iauai. We'I ivbl. NAh.; Maibel Wlieeler, It N,
F;w..t Oranige, N..

J~is ' i 1nt 41, 193FJ.

WC, I lie ii mnlc-r'giol pj., ,iiai,. 4f New vr eyliFIir'e I 'oiled S aft-u I ilk
S.IS12 avil l1.lt. 59I7S tt;id urge that flt, ' vhb fiavirahl *v rcvuFFrl4-d oit iof the

.Ii liviar % ( Coimiitlovi-es mid I Fri i'kit -Vfi elivte Ihio 4it f hi'h f1Iilie Sentate :anfic'I
Ifio'i'e for a Nait in.a ilt' \col e.

TI. 11. P'raim, 64itnuj Ml. Milli'r. IL. 11. llsiulam, C C. Careirlv tir. M ID..

Ml. ID., l'ranihiu I hi.Y 'hiz a, I)D.. It. K .Ihr. I). I Nh ,i.rl ion

A. I'. l'raii I, ID.DS., V. Ml. ItstiI, ID.D.S.. Ncr niai 1\. hliurrill.
Ml D.. Cbla-. A. Ilarilt. D).)S . Carrioll S. Thioirimi, M.

I.
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Cornell Gros-snia,, D.D.S., Herbert I". C. Ulrich M.D., Eiwood
ii. Araephusen, M.D., A. Leo Kahn, D.D.S.-Millburn, N.J.;
M. B. NIorris-Spritgfield, N.J.; 0. Ward Disbornkev, R.
Bvitgiv, C. B. Keeney. M.D.-Srnnmit, N J.; B , Prager,
M.D.-Chathanl, N.J.; P. C. Coloina, M.D.-gNew York, N.Y.;
J. L. Sly, M.D., W. d. Fenslayvlnd, It. V. Baker, M.D.-Sun-
tnit, N.3.; T. A. Liniter, M.D., Sarah R. Jonrdin, M.D.-Short
Hills, N J. A B. Chamberlain. M.D., John C. Cox, M.D.;
R. Sahine, Jr., D.O., Tyce Grini is, George C. Freeman-Maple-
wood, N.J.; 0. D. Hachelet, D.D.S., II. Gooumrigens, D.D.S.,
Harriet M. Green, M.D., Jol D. Tidahach, M.D.-Smmit,
N.J.; Lefferts Ilttton, M.D.-SIhort Hills, N.J.; Stewart 0.
lBurns, D.D.S.--Millburn, N.J.; i'n. D. Bluck, M.D 1  L. IL.
('olh, M.D.-Maplewood, N.J.; Janire It. Kugli. -Newark,
N.J.

RI..1o.1-TION PASSED i BY NATIONAL BGARD, WOMEN'S INTERNATIONAL, LE,.ouE
FOR1 PEACE AND Flu:EDoM, JANUARY 15, 1934

Whereas, it is of the utmost importance to all patriotic Americans that the
nPi:tlittil of mir country Ie vigorotus and heall ay both physically and mentally,

at (I that there shall he no eild in America that has not the complete birthright
of a soeild niind in a sound body; and

h'ltereas, the proper ainil intelli-ent use of scientific contraceptive metonids
midt-r tie direction of Iniy.siciants is essential to these ends; and

1Vhnereas, anill nteontroled birth rate is condttcive .o war; Therefore be it,
li, 'it efd 'i'flat we smnplort tilne work of tine National ('nnittee ol Fed'r'n

lkgilatin ftr hlirtl Ctritrol, Wtshinigtoi, i).C., with Margaret Sanigeras
Nalit ,al Chairlnain: lie it furlher.

l i,,/, 4, Ti we are inl falLor of tineI utin nnenntl ten tine sections of tIe tlleitdv
Sttos Trarif" Act anl the ('riina Cud . tif the I'nited :qOatcs of Annenical which
refer to stiinilied attnI inledival liti rtturi" relating to birth n tron l so tltat the Ior'-
\itnt tnt tine'sO f ect iitv e\cnmlulhig miwh suiilis "naI medical literaltnre ft 'in
rite I'llitel Stlels :n.il, shall not auppi tee lic'eiLed pIny.icians anni nlnly anthor-
ize, Indii'al eintlts, junriials, or a"-.,itit atn; Bei it further

RIn,.od, ,.1 That we are in fji tr 4f cnh :nn' jit in titill nI :n- t4i' rt-firr-t! tie 4)
litnit tlie ciV''vennntnunnl atnlil itrgtiiatitil if itttirt',t iti. nl Lne wlhtile tof. birthi
v ltmi"I tI'tn soeind nlngemnit" ainnl ittiial priivil h-4 !It:ill h)e f:niiillted Ihrlnttitt
lte I tilt-41 S.lates.

SCMrV\TI ET Fitom N tTIoNAL (C, i' 'lr ti" . - IMi-il WOMEN, I N'nRdt't)I.ATt)

Tie Nat ional ('tmicil if .h,%ie h in W ,ten %h-ih n:arrits tilt itb %ierk ill itearly
2). cities, Ina% lenslerei stitial-sury ice ii,rk is ,ut' tnt it sni.I iiities. Tie etiviic;
l., Ievinitnnstilily grt mitng atanemng I lnt" iet or ointnti ingage( il this work,I iat
it wvlllI he i)f great valti (t, Inave smmit inn'anins 4f proviftling lo thohe A molti they
serVe' C0Int raeltlii t kin lumhte innier lne directitin if plisit-ians. This .,e feld
Mioilti tiihe welfare l%4trkvrs ton prennt i1mmintots.. amnl diifiienlt cotiditioit ,
nienil Innake e asier nuinl ilil it ' If f'ainnlies., atd ill inlilii.a " mays inake Inss.ilh. a
Iighel n rtinr onf %t-ifar, "irk.

Tit' Na lintlmm (0tlmn'il of ihn kinhWtlniii, Ihert-ftir. at its trietnnial ei ninvttii it
ini It-Irttit, March 26. I1392 Intnllnniilnttl|v passed tine f( tlneiting rpsthlitii:

\i'nter-las there v Inv' in- it granllal :wnkt-ning a-. tee tine lived illni necsityv f,,r
]iirein hitrnnniit i t il Ih e.ltlijet tnf birth e'tlrutl| lnrongntnit tIne n-ntnitry, mid

WVh 15li i irln tntll ii is ltttritng th e lantln* if rnm-eognniiutl Inremt-noc tdre in ltrvieint a-
ti' t- itini tlr;t i (C ilninlit-iine. .inl it is iliit'it-tl liv Dn1n0n% tIl Intit-s I int there tu-il

innt lhi tnnolitry a i crv IIrgitit lci for lnr, e iing. iniler tirotper alslsict-s, 0'l'elci
,'ilit niit'. nci iettdnnni I realllnn.,et tio uetinnen (-f all classes, epn-itally those %%1lin
aie silterinnl ftetil nrga'lil dni-'-'s tt int' iot.inl, Ininigs, tor kiclne., or frmnn othr
iuhnssin-nnl iieaknnn--t- , enlip %ltint gregnut- y is likely Ilie falti. oir. at least. per-tnn:tiit i y iujnnni.,tn-. .'tnni

WVher!a- i lv r i-ut I\ 1t .l- i-t llvs itintatinnn litig t lit' tr% ,titiwi of
-.',mt(iit| li %%il in .i t ,tnitv, Iturnntgra011ln , lintl-tvilel . nnti aborl ioll, nanil

114I- sn--s
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Whereas sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Crimiral Code of the United States,
and section 305 of the tariff act must be amerded before physicians may no
longer be restricted from giving written information or sending sUch advice
through the mails, or medical schools, medical L'ocieties, journals, reprints, or
books of a scientific character may be permitted if publish and circulate such
information: The-refore be It

"Resolved, That the National Council of Jewish Women endorses the principle
of amending the Criminal Code of the United States so that it would permit the
dissemination of information through the mails relative to birth control by the
properly authorized agencies." (Mrs.) MAnT 0. SCHnEoo,

Ezeetire ,Secriary.

.Mfrs. HIEPBt'1N. The next speaker is Dr. Hlannah M. Stone. 1)r.
Stone is a mnedicad director, anti she is co-director. Marital advicee
Center, Labor Temple, Now York City.

STATEMENT OF HANNAH M. STONE, M.D. MEDICAL DIRECTOR,
CLINICAL RESEARCH BUREAU, NEW IORK CITY

Dr. SToM'. Gentlemen of the Judiciary ('onimittee, in the few
minutes allotted to inc I wiat to bring to your attention a few perti-
nent facts concerning the harn which results from the operation of
the present birth-control laws.

I speak fron a wide experience and an intimate lmowl edge of this
sul)jOct, I llave 1had 1141 sole51 1 contact with tholsalds of women amid
discussions with physicians from all over the coitry.

First, I want to eimilmsize liat ov'cr 90 percent of tile patients who
cOllie to ius for advice 1nd informa tion--and they rl)resent the aver-
age type of tile Almerican wollimn-tell us that they have already Iceniusing some I)rth-control jnethiod. They come to us for advice hic't'ausc

the methods they have becln using had been unw.altisfactory o.r uorcli-
able in one way oi- another.

1 I111 elli)ilalsizilig this; Ioint licause it Iiay Ie (if ill)ortance for

yoiu to realize that ille birth-coliltrol clinic dot.; lnot today" initiate the
woinlan to the practice of )irth control, hut that the viast majority
of nairried coulles emn)loy contracel)tives lolg before they coumte to
the doctor.

The function of time doctor, therefore, in this respect, is ito advisee the
woman or the inan who coeis to llim for information which methods
are harmful and which are lairinless; which are ilnrelia le aind usele-.
and which are satisfactory and adequate. Now, if tile doctor is to
give this information, lie IImiust first have the Ol)l)ortliity to learn1ii lihout
it himself from his niedica| SOlie'e and )e flee to coitltiet investiga-
tion and research for tile llurlose of de\elo img betterr aind illplrolVed
m ethmIl for cont race)t ion.

Un(ler the law as it stiiils today, this is nuot possible. Scielitific
medical articles on tie subject of 'birth control lmave actuaihlv Iecn
refused publicat ion by niedi.l journimls on 1lhe sole rounild thut their
[uillicaion wouilila'ke , eir journal Uniiiiiale in t he U'nited States.
t seenizs to Ine rat her ani albsur(d situation that scientific arti les

on nlucolical topics cannot be printed becaiu.e of (le presence of anialntiqilIate(A In w\.

Fiml |thierilore, ill o Zeveral ovt.1tl;ils \ve h:ld alltlitted I) obtaill
sollne special c, ilt rmlcejl i es from i abr'o:id Xvhi,'hi we hlid wanted ill
order to Canlrv ,it ,rtel.,ial -s'icitiic tests a1ud experilienits. 'Iins
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supplies have actually been held up by the customs officials and not
permitted to enter this country on the sole basis that it was against
the law to bring into this country articles which might. be used to
prevent conception. An instance of this kind has happened only
very recently, and it shows the manner in which the present law
handicaps progress and research.

Now, there is another point which I should like to bring to your
attention in this respect. During the last few years a large number
of contraceptive articles have been placed on the market by various
commercial concerns. Some of these articles are reliable, some of
them are harmfl, and niany of them are useless. Under one sub-
terfuge or another, these articles are advertised widely in lay news-
iapers and magazines without any supervision or control. Beenuse
of the various Federal and State laws which prohibit the 'issenina-
tion of birth-control knowledge, you close your eyes to the very real
fact that often inadequate, useles, and evp" harmful prodhicit nra
heing widely and openly advertised.

We feel that birth control is primarily a medical problem and should
be ,,(er the guidance and direction of the medical profession. There
are many contraceptives on the market available, but which one is
best for an individual woman remains an individual problem and can
best hIe determined by a physician. If it were not for this law, the
inedical profession would look upon contraceptives as other medical
products and would give it tie same standards, supervision, and con-
trol ias the Council of Pharmacy of the American Meri'al associationn
gives to other drugs and appliances.

(,;ntleinen, it must be obvious to all of you that under present
conditions no married couple can go on havin_- children without limit.
If then they are to continue l,'ading a normi'IIIarried life, they must
reso't to the use of somne measure for the prevention of conception.

It sceins very clear that it should he the right of every women to
bie e:1lied to obtain legally the best advice that the medical profession
t':i olfer.

Reinove the present statute from the law books and g,-e the doctors
an olortunity to su1pervise and direct this important lranch of liked-
ical science, to continue without hindrance research in this field, and
to be of the greatest service to the men and woinen who coiue to thel
for advice on thii problem of l)ersonal and family health.

.1u.t one more point: Much i.; being heard hre and there that the
u-e ,,f hiirth-couti ol mmeasilres give rise too sterility, to cancer, aund to
ither 'seriolus conditions. As I emiphasized before, there are imiany
kinds -)f birthl-cntrol measWrs. \hen we speak (if lmkodern hbirth-
valtroll 1mel l4ods, I refur to thoNe which Are now beiig advised and
pre ,,crihied in lhirth-, miitroI clinics all over tile world. lav I say that
thiese tIIethms are safe, relilible, hiarimless, aid, friiii an observation
41f alhoit 50),00l w,llkell wlt have come 1u1der IIIV t'are as utedical
direct,,r of the Ilirth-('notrol Clinical lvsearchli Bureau in New York
:ild (if the Maternal I lealti Center of Newark, N.J., I have seen no
ill elffcts aid 1o1 hzurmui whatsoever from their use. Whatever harm
V0.nes, comue.- frit tlIe iiiupervised distribut ion and advertising of
E',,traceptive nmietlids which iF inevitable under the present laws.

(ewitlemiieu, I iirlre yui to repeal this la for the sake of the health
,,f the \wolmnen Ef America.

109
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Mr. I I EALEY. Just one question. Do you contend that the reason
why the co-called "poorer classes" do not use contraceptive methods
universally is because of their ignorance of how to use them, or of the
expense of these methods?

Dr. STONE. You mean the poorer classes?
Mr. HEALEY. Yes: and the person- who do not use contraceptives.
Dr. STONE. It is chiefly because of ignorance and inability to obtain

such advice from their doctors.
Mr. HEALEY. Don't you feel in a large measure it is due to some

moral scruples they fai," have against using contraceptive methods?
Dr. STONE. I do not ihink it is because of moral scruples. I think

it may be superstition which may make a woman feel that way,
but we have a large number of women who come to the clinic and
those women who constitute about 10 percent of the number who
have not used contraceptive methods, instead of feeling they are.
violating any moral or ethical rule, very often go out with a feeling
as if they had performed some ritual and they are first seeing a moral
light on'the question.

Mr. HEALEr. SO that you classify any moral scruples they ay
have against this practice'as superstition?

Dr. S;'oNe:. I don't think any woman with an understanding of
the present situation and the value of human life would consider the
spiaeing of children as against tlhc present-day morals.

Mr. CoNDON. Don't 'OII want to withdraw that statement that
superstitioi people miight have is against your code?

l)r. STONE. I say iII many instanes that itty be interpreted ai a
moral reason, when it is not a moral reason at all, but a very blind

sp t itious attitude toward the situation.
1r. CONDO.. I think you have made tle statement stronger now.

.MIr. lioupmi. I have bieen interested in the questions asked you.
I ami not a member of a church or religious bodv which takes any
dtand on this matter whatever; but, after all, isn't the fact. that lan"
millions of our good citizens have a deeply ingrainled feeling that this
is opposed to their religious belief and ideas -isn't that fact a very
serious thing fori a committee like this to take into consideration,?
Doesn't it seem to you that way?

l)r. STONE:. Yes;' I think tllit would be all important nll'tter to
consider. 1 think, tlhuugh, it his been definitely proven that the
('ommittee on .Mlaria¢re and the llone of the FCderal Council of
Churches in Anierica, for inustanee, lilts come out and endorsed the
ore l'eril dis.,vumiinalin of c'ontictreptive methods. That iis

been taken up in tile last 2 or 3 years in their mnual meetings, and
that his gone down on record 1s being so. and they represent a large
number of the population of the i'nited State..; repre'eeitimg tle
Protszant churcl nemer.

Mr. COxDON. What was tl1 name , lint, council?
1). STONE. hie ('omnnitte. mi marriage and ilie lomne of tile

Federal Council oif ('h iches in Amueriv'u.
.\fr. ilooi'1lt. "l'he rea.ltn t aiked tile quiestioi was \hether or

ht ptrhials the iiora il wrong t .ait night result fiini t lhe shocking
of so Illilly iuillion.s ofl religious leolle, whether it iigllit lot have til
pfrect of d(lilig a -erioi 1l1l ii if sllch a law was l.jp slle . I ain siiVil.,
1hil t it ltii ilil a or , i ejudi,'t, A till.
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Dr. STONE. I think it has been brought out by various speakers
that it is tle person who sees the equitable side and his responsibility
to future life who should have the opportunity of getting the best
medical advice if lie wishes to obtain it; but the person who feels it
is against his morals is certainly free to follow his own religion.

Mr. IloopEtt. I ste our point of view.
Dr. STONE. I would like to offer this paper for the record. This

indicates a summary of an "nvestigation in trying to standardize
contraceptives thit have been flooding the market and the drug
stores, entirely confusing the issue. We had decided, because of the
lack of supervision and lack of knowledge in discrimination between
methods, to organize a research committee on which they have a
trained biologist and three clinical physicians.

Various methods that appear on the market have been token into
clinic and we have been testing them both clinically and biologically.
This is a summary of an investigation of a n l r, of products that
have bcea taken tip i' this committee. There tie about 50 products
that have been subnutted and I would like thi;. tuo go on record as it
scientist study, and the first of its kind tIat ha- ever been undertaken.
A summ.mvIn or IIESARIIII ON TiiM: SaRiN1 4)Al. POcWl:lh. or (OINI s.tMICIAI (OX-

THIiAt'EI'TIVi:S IN 11M1 5 ITJI' X1AT"S

13Y hlclen I olt ( Dee. :0, j4:1:o focr the (liiicat tiesarrh ltiireac, New York City

I. "l'li re-ta:tc. ,indel t ief z ii;'- ci uce Clitical lte-c:rt It 11reats, was suIcer.
lakeii through tot' inter.-t anid '.iiirl of Mr.s. Margae' Satiger; dll it was
carried wilt %%itta hetr i--icol vii'ea ragesient.

2. Tie iprimsiary mjlcra-' of (thi re-earch was to c A.coc iw direct laboratory
ci 11 I, |erilividiI pouer, of t oiaieriial cout racepliive,, Iciiirg itagica stveillcll.

:3 1 lie techiliiille Was sie.eloped to ,OliCtillrate solely liii pli jsrobilei, ill a
mii:alaer which Would lcerinit ile roccari.-oa ef ote product wilh acotlter, and
which would lie:'k agaill.t tice 'iniis of the niaisfacti rer.

-. 'i'lItre i- a pre.,itg siemd for rorre: ed re-eareh oa1 thece Irodicts, asiit for
swpcefie itsforinatlion ui,, their in;-rits, to be iade avaihlaile tc per.-oni actively
iiiterested ill hirth eoid t-ol, who are sIot sisaMiklfactirers.

5. At-o, it is inlortail t lavc as :acilirate datas jt.-ilde Oil the powers of
cot tracejdlivcs iii luvaticne ol their :nuttsal lise The ru-carch here is ala atteitpt
to f(:riist .-1('h isaforincatiol.
6. Iltillall -elnest. exelia-ively, was used inI the experiniieils. The seiaeni had

to meet the followig requireiesits: Tle .sipevinscsis land to lie uteliereh to tile
laboratory within 3 hour.; they h13l to COlatais large ilt"lherns of stperil, wit i i

ighl degree of utility; ai(i this high itegree of motility had to Ibe mcaiatitined for
at least t; hours after lice exlteriineats were nade.

7. The Icciit of %iew here was the sain'lle pillt of view as fllttd ill the Iatient's
actual use of a coi traceptive, that is, would tile contraceiptive kill vigorously
motile shierill.

S. 'iae vagincal codilionls. which ,%ouh It', presecit ill autia use of a co'.rat-
Cellive, wir,' tak'si into accoict; aid, so far a, ixs.silda', ttis- etositiolns Were
rcriitiiced il tie tests.---acly. nchitv ticeratcire, cervical knd agilal a:cre-
ticitis. voliite Ef seln . iscil i rsiiorticci ocf s lirniiicilth.

.. It w as also ta:kt'lc in1to accolisit that :a icrohtict. ill .ictial ii-c'. ilcaV te siread
ti all Irt. of tlit zigica ill such ai uav as ic hclite a relatively ,iiall portion di.-
trillcd-i at tie ttilit t)f greatest ctlaig'r.

Ill. The csli.,eilav cir vi-,(i-ity of a tcrciiiat is tifteni tolcsdereI to I)e of Cx-
tr lie inciiortalce ill its fuincticis of forsiig a mechanical harrir over t cervical
canal. Asite froma i .,il~e stefecls ini thie lirci-t, licmteer, it is tiitafe to aI SlI|IcC
that a csntraceltiv'e will lroctcce a protective coatiig ill all circtiicistatices. To
staild a greater cthasaee of elffctivenit'.., it iccisi liav' 'itticct slerisicilal powcr
to kill all tie s iermc. 'hi rc-t'.ari 4 did cast tciter into tiI' v ,c i csivt powers, Ict
401i1 iviti the stc'rsccitilal lOt-'r- sf 1i tc llrodicts.
I I. '[Il' tc-ts ter -ich that cci't-hca.ieal facloir. .,ch a- eictatlgtlwlt cif tue

.si]tri andii their ilciictiliz:tio liv .titctatiti, qli, ciii tit c1.a ally lirt.
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12. The diluent used was 5 percent dextrose solution, .n which sperm maintain
their motility at least as long as in undiluted semen. It was freshly made up each
time experiments were made. Its pu is unvaryingly 7.8-8.0, the same as that
of the majority of semen specimens.

13. In -the collection of semen specimens, experiments were made establishing
a method, of value for all research purposes. By this method, it is possible to
secure a large percentage of highly motile sperm without loss of vitality in de-
livery.

14. It is now generally considered that a chemical contraceptive should be
immediately and completely effective in its action upon the sperm, because of
the increasing evidence that conception may take place very rapidly.

15. The time allowed for laboratory preparations, and a close examination of
10 fields, was 2 minutes.

16. A contraceptive was considered to be successful if it killed all of the sperm
within 2 minutes.

17. A contraceptive was considered to be unsuccessful if motile sperm were
found in the mixture at the end of 2 minutes. The degree of motility was noted
in each such instance, using Baker's gradation.

18. To make allowance for possible differences in the semen from different
individuals, each product was submitted to the tests three times, using a different
semen specimen each time. In order to be considered effective, a product had
to kill the spern in all three tests.

19. The products, therefore, fell into two classifications: (first) those which
killed all the sperm in three different specimens; and (second) those which failed
to kill all the sperni in one or more specimens.

20. Seven different types of products were tested: plain jellies; foaming jellies;
creams; powders; suppositories; plain tablets; and effervescent tablets.

21. Two hundred and five semen specimens in all were examined. Of these,
99 or 48 percent, had a high degree of motility and endurance. In eight in-
stances, although the original motility was high, and the specimens were there-
fore used for experiments, the results had later to be thrown out becautise the
control sperm quickly lost their inotility.

22. Thirty-three products were tested by this method, with three different
semen specimens each.

23. Nineteen of the products killed all the sperm within 2 minutes, in each of
the three tests. The success of two of these is qualified by defects irl their
mechanical fmrctions.

21. Fourt.en of the products failed to kill the sperm in one or more teAs.
Failrrre in 1 out of 3 tests is considered to incidate definite unreliahiilitv.

25. Of the 14 products which failed, 2 were not oii the market, but were sub.
miled by the inairfacturer for tests.

26. Of tl,' "3 products tested, S products in all showed defects in their rue-
chanical fu). - sns.

27. An illustration of how ineffective a product may be, is found in the most
conspicuous of the failures. It had a consistency that permitted tests also in
mixtures of equal parts of semen and the product. Highly motile sperm survived
in each of the three tests.

28. Prominent among the failures are products which rely chiefly upon acids
that are known to be weak spermicides, namely boric acid and lactic acid.

29. Three products suggest the important problem of decomposition through
aging. Until this problem is overcome, it is suggested that the containers might
be dated for the user's safety.

30. The products vary widely in regard to the degree of acidity or alkalinity.
The pH of a product is not an index to its spermicidal power.

31. Observations were taken also on the semen for the pH, viscosity, and dura-
tion of motility. A careful analysis of this data reveals that neither the pHI of
the semen, nor its viscosity or duration of motility may be used as an index to
the powers of resistance of semen to a spermicide.

32. The data on semen may be of importance in its indirect bearing on the
problem. As for instance, the volume of semen, in its relation to the amount of
application of a spermicide, has a range in 57 eases of 1 cc (smallest volume) to
10.5 cc (largest volume).

33. While the duration of motility in semen does not show any relation to its
powers of resistan2e-that is, above the minimum of 6 hours of duration-still
it is interesting to know that it has no relation either to the volume of semen.
For instance, one specimen with 4 volume of ,nly 1 cc, had a duration of very
high motility for 44 hours.
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34. The variation in pH of semen for 40 cases is 7.4-7.6 to 8.6-8.8, with 16
specimens having 7.8-8.0.

35. There was a wide variation in the viscosity of semen, measured in terms of
drops by the method used. The range was from I drop to 18 drops in 56 cases,
with the great majority of 25 specimens with 16 drops.

36. Repeated specimens from the same source, of established fertility, were
not constant in their vitality. The sperm may be motile at one time, and at
another time, nonmotile.

37. The results show that semen specimens from different individuals react
differently to a given spermicide, even though the sperm are of equally high
motiiit".

38. ile end-ph determinations of mixtures of the product with semen reveal
differences of buffering power in semen specimens from different individuals.

39. The range of buffering power in semen might be learned if sufficient data
on the end-pH were gathered. Perhaps such knowledge might lead to an accurate
method of testing products without the use of human semen.

40. These differences in buffering power may account for the success of a prod-
uct with some couples, and its failure with others. Perhaps the prescription of a
contraceptive, in the light of present knowledge of spermicides, is an individual
matter, depending t,pon the character of the seminal fluid, as well as upon the
female anatomy.

41. In the meantime, the differences in buffering power of semen emphasize
the importance of testing chemical contraceptives with human semen from dif-
ferent individuals.

42. It is of importance that 9 percent of the products tested show defects
through decomposition from aging.

43. It is a matter of serious consequence that 19 percent of the products tested
(actually on the market) showed serious defects in vital mechanical functions,
such as powers of dissolving, volume and stability of foam, etc.

44. It is of great significance that 45 percent of the products tested (actually or.
the market) failed to kill the sperm in one or more of three tests. And it must be
remembered that the users of these products are not all under clinical guidance,
but in many instances find it impossible to go to a clinic and must rely upon the
chance of their own selections.

CODE SHEET, NAMES AND NUMBERS OF PRODUCTS

I. *LAJ (Koromex) (jelly) 17. Cinicol (jelly)
2. *4% Diampysal (jelly) 18. *Dtofoam-new (foaming jelly)
3. *Medogvn (jelly) 19. BAJ (jelly)
4. *Never 13 (jelly) 20. *Foley (jelly)
5. *Duofoam-old (foaming jelly) 21. Preventex (tablet)
6. *Hygelyn (jelly) 22. Styro (effervescent tablet)
7. *Patentex (jelly) 23. *Tunica 5 (powder)
8. Day Chemical Co. (jelly) 24. Tunica 10 (powder)
9. *Byrol (jelly) 25. Tunica 25 (powder)

10. TC-4436 Cream (cream) 26. *TP-4436 (powder)
11. *Bir-Con-Jel (jelly) 27. *Lygel (jelly)
12. iAJ (Tablex) (jelly) 28. Kinolac (jelly)
13. K, romex (5/1) (jelly) 29. *Monjel (jelly)
14. *MLvrvosan (jelly) 30. *Ramses (jelly)
15. Me.-curicin (jelly) 31. Kinolac (effervescent tablet)
16. *Lueorol (jelly) 32. Kinolac (suppository)

MEDICAL JOURNAL AND RECORD,
New York, N.Y.

Dr. HANNA.H IAYER STONE,

New York, N. Y.
DEAR MADAME: I have made inquiries regarding the publication of articles

on birth control, and I regret to be obliged to return your manuscript on "Con-
traceptive Methods of Choice", as our journal would be unmailable with this
article included.

Yours very truly,
GREGORY STRAGNELL,

Editor.
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THE MEDICAL WORLD,
Philadelphia, Pa., February 1, 1932.

Mrs. MARGARET SANGER,
New York City, N. 1.

DEAR MRS. SANGER: There has been some question of permission by the Post
Office Department of the mailing of literature of this nature. Hence, we do not
consider it advisable to review these books. We have returned oLte that was sent
us last fall by another publisher.

We thank you very much for the offer of the book.
Very truly yours, J. C. ROMMEL.

OCTOBER 2, 1930.
WILLIAM WOOD & Co.,

New York City.
DEAR SIRS: I have recently come from an international conference on birth

control, held in Zurich, Switzeiland, September I to 5.
The proceedings of this conference are bound to be of importance to the medical

profession, and I wonder if you would like to consider the publishing of this report.
All the papers were written by physicians or scientists, and the discussions by
physicians and scientists only. The only scientists who took part were bi.
chemists and biologists front Edinburgh University, Oxford and Cambridge, men
of good standing and who are doing excellent work along biochemical lines.

I should very much like to talk to you about publishing this report if yot are at
all interested. Would you kindly let me know?

Sincerely,
MARGARET SANGER.

WILLIAM WOOD & Co.,
New York, October 8, 1930.hits. MAROAKET SANGER,

New York City.
My DEAR MRS. SANGER: Thank you very much for your letter of October 2.

Until the laws of this country have been changed it is quite impossible for me to
consider the publication even of accepted reports in England ott this subject of
birth control. You have talked with me a number of times about this but I wish
to keep out of jail.

Thanking you very much for your consideration, I am,Sincerely yours,
GILBERT C. WOOD.

TYPICAL LETTERS RECEIVED FROM PHYSICIANS WRITING TO MARGARET SANGER
FOR BIRTH CONTROL INFORMATION IN ORDER TO INSTRUCT THEIR PATIL.;TS

(From a physician attd surgeon) GAFFNEY, S. C.
Mrs. MARGARET SANGER,

New York City.
DEAR MRS. SANGER: It reply to your letter of the 26th. I ait very interested

in the work that you are doing. At the present time I do not feel'sufficientlv
informed to try to offer much help in the work. I would like to have the infor-
ination that your organization can send. Would also like to know of uttte
publication dealing with this subject. There are a great many types of referred
cases that I feel that I would like to help, if I was properly prepared.

There is a great field of usefulness offered in this work atnottg certain c!asses
in our State. However, I don't think that there is very nuch work being done
here at present.

Thanking you for any literature that you will send ite, I at,
Yours truly,
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NEw YORK CITY, September 22, 1930.
MEDICAL DIRECn)R, BIRTH CONTROL CLINIC,

New York City.
DEAR DOCTOR: I am a recent medical graduate of the University of Tennessee

and expect to stay in New York City before I return to Memphis next December.
Of course we had no instruction either didactic or clinical in the subject of

birth control. Is there any opportunity for me to get instruction at your clinic?
I would be willing to spend several weeks attending if you'd allow me the privilege.

Sincerely yours, M.D.

PORTLAND, OREG.

COMMITTEE FEDERAL LEGISLATION FOR BIRTH CONTROL,

New York, N.Y.
DEAR SIRS: As per the suggestion in one of your circulars, I hereby requeEt

information as to the laws of Oregon regarding the giving out of information or
supplies for prevenception. Whether it is distinctly prohibited and penalties
prescribed, or otherwise. Who may give advice? Who may receive advice and
instruction, etc.? If the advice is limited to cases for therapeutic reasons, etc.,
I should like to know if therapeutic reasons would include the inadvisability of
more children?

My desire is to learn definitely what the law permits, and then, so far as
possible within those limits-i.e., st kctly 'within the law-disseminate birth-
control knowledge. I shall be much pleased when I can confidently give out
contraceptive advice to the many poor people who are unjustly blessed with
several times as many children as they want or should have.

I assure you I shall appreciate your efforts along this important line.
Yours truly,

W. H. B.

EDITORIAL FROM NORTHWEST MEDICINE, SEPTEMBER 1933

BIRTH CONTROL PROHIBITION

During recent years, a widespread interest has developed in the subject of
birth control. Inspired by the enthusiasm and energy of Margaret Sanger and
others, lnedical societies, religious bodies, and social organizations have endorsed
this movement. Instruction concerning contraception and its application by
people who would be nst benefited by it have been prevented by provisions
of the United States Criminal Code adopted in 1873. This prohibits sending
or receiving through the United States mail, express companies, or other common
carriers information ir appliances pertaining to the prevention of conception.
Even the pcmsessiora of such an article is prohibited. While these requirements
have frequently been evaded in recent years, the possibility of their invocation
arid enforcement is always present.

During the past 60 years, public opinion has gone through ritdical changes oil
many subjects. In no field of endeavor is that fact more pronounced than in
niatters pertaining to medical practice. The burden arid tragedy frequently ob-
,erved arong excessively large families, overwhelmed by poverty, sickness, and
adverse economic conditions, have been distressingly obvious to all medical
practitioners. The endeavor to relic e this situation has appealed most intimately
to the family physciati. In crder to remove the threatening legal disabilities
associated with attempts to remedy these conditions, bills were introduced in
both houses of the recent Congress which stated that provisions of the code
shleuld 1nt be construed to apply to information ori treatment for prevention of
conception :; by any legally licensed physician, by any legally chartered medical
college, by an. driggit filling a prescription 1)%- a licensed physician, or any
hospital ir licensed clinic. Owing to the inertia of conservatism and political
pressure brought to hear by religious prejidiee this bill failed of passage. It will
be again introduced at the next session of Congress ard the influence of the
medical profession is solicited to aid in its enactment.

Support of this measure should appeal to all Inembers of the medical profession,
whether or not they sympathize with the immediate object it aims to obtain, for
the reason that all physicians abhor the existence of restrictions on their judgment
in the treatment of their patients. If one believes that the welfare of a woman
under his treatment requires lini t .tion of offspring, he should have the right to
instruct and advise her itn the matter of accomplishing this result. It is contrary
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to all medical principles that laymen should dictate to the physician as to the
manner of treating his patients, whatever may be the condition demanding his
services. The moral aspect of this question is not being discussed at this time.
We are concerned with the liberty of the physician to exercise his judgment in the
treatment of a given case, and his freedom to pursue the course which he considers
to b3 necessary. Any effort to remove the shackles impeding the unfettered
practice of medicine should demand the united support of the medical profession.

BIRTH CONTROL CLINICAL RESEARCH BURF.,New York City.
FEw TYPICAL CASES

(Number of children refers to living children)

Patient 30 years, married 8 years, 5 children, all high forceps cases, one 6
months premature, stillbirth, 1 tubal pregnancy, husband was out of work
4 months when first visit. Parent supporting family on part-time job, $6 a
week.

Patient 33 years, first pregnancy at 17 years; 9 children and I dead, 3 babies
instrumental,75 version cases. husbaind $22 week.

Patient 26 years, deaf and dumb; husband also, lie drinks and is irresponsible;
parent's grandmother supporting the a children, oldest child 3 years.

Patient 31 years, first pregnancy at 16 years; 8 children, 2 stillbirths, I mis-
carriage. Husband $18 a week, had been out of work a lozng time. Patient
a cardiac.

Patient 40 years, married 10 years; 4 children, oldest diabetic, 4 accidental
miscarriages, each time curettage in hospital, 1 child dead at 3 weeks. Hus.
band veteran, gassed in war, '75 a month.

Patient 34 years, married 12 years; bad cardiac, 4 children, 2 miscarriages,
1 stillbirth, 2 instrument eases. Husband one eye and other bad. $10 a week.

Patient 32 years, married 10 years; 2 children, 1 a club-foot and frail; 1 child
died after 9 hours, abnormal, 15 accidental miscarriages. Whole family luetic.

Patient 21 years, married 5 yeara; 4 children, 1 miscarriage (twins), all children
rachitic, mother bad speech defect. Husband $10 to $15 a week.

Patient 40 years, married 22 years; 12 children, and 2 died. Husband $22
a week.

Patient 27 years, married 9 years; 4 children, 2 dead, 3 accidental miscarriages.
Husband nut of work 7 months at time of first visit.

Patient 37 years, oldest child 16 years; 5 died under I year of age. Had 3
miscarriages, 2 instrumental blirts. 'Husband $10 to $15 when has work. Out
of work some time when first visit.

Patient 32 years, first pregnancy at 16 years; 7 children. Patient had 3
years school. *Husband and three oldest children under treatment for lues.

Patient 23 years, married 8 years; 5 children, 2 died, first pregnancy at 15
years. Husband $20 a week, irregularly.

Patient 29 years, married 13 years; 4 children, 8 miscarriages from weakness,
each time curettage in hospital, all children instrument cases.

Patient 29 years, married 9 years; 6 children, 1 rachitic, 2 died, all births
long difficult labor. Husband drinks, work irregular, $24 a week.

Patient 22 years, married over 6 years- 5 children, oldest tubercular. Husband
$15 a week, out of work at first visit. tirst Pregnancy at 15 years.

Patient 30 years, first pregnancy at 16 years; 3 children, 7 miscarriages, 2 still-
born; I died at 2 months.

Patient 32 years; 2 children, 15 accidental miscarriages; first pregnancy at
22 years. $

Patient 33 years; first pregnancy at 17 years; 5 children, 1 with infantile
paralysis, 4 died under 1 year, 2 miscarriages. Husband out of work a year.

Patient 24 years, married 7 years; 4 children, 1 miscarriage; tubercular scars
and cardiac; $30 a week.

Patient 18 years, married 4 years; 3 children; $10 a week.
Patient 21 years, married 5 years; 4 children; mother's father insane; $13 a

week.
Patient 39 years, 19 years married; 3 children, I child car(;iac, 1 dead, 13 acci-

dental miscarriages. Asthma and cardiac. Rent and $7 a week.
Patient 35 years, married 19 years; 3 children, 18 miscarriages, 12 catheter;

another external varicose veins; $11 a week.
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Patient 34 years, married 134 years; 8 children; husband cardiac, rheumatic.
Two years unemployed; $67 a month pension.

Patient 34 years, married 16 years; 5 children, father cardiac. Maintained by
Salvation Army.

Patient 32 years, married 10% years; 7 children, I miscarriage. Father tu-
bercular. Staten Island social service case.

Patient 32 years, married 10 years; 6 children, 1 accidental miscarriage; $10 a
week. Mother underweight and undernourished.

Patient 27 years, married 9%4 years; 5 children, 1 died, cardiac; $25 a week.
Patient 35 years, married 18 years; 8 children, 2 dead, 1 miscarriage; $25 a

week.
Patient 32 years, married 13 years; 8 children, hemorrhage with last child.

Maintained by home relief.
Patient 26 years, 8%4 years married; 3 children, 2 dead, 3 accidental miscarriages;

police station $4 and husband $10 a week when employed.
Patient 26 years, married 11 years; 7 children, 1 miscarriage. Maintained by

Queens Family Welfare and $10 a week.
Patient 31 years, married 13 years; 6 children, 1 child dead; $22 a week.
Patient 38 years, married 21 years; 12 children, 1 dead, hemorrhage with last

2 children; $15 a weeK from Salvation Army.
Patient 33 ears, married 19 years; 8 children, 4 dead, 1 miscarriage; patient

thyroid cardiac and extremely nervous; $18 a week.
Patient 25 years, married 6 years, 3 children, 1 dead; husband in Welfare

Island 2 years. Patient cardiac, and parent's father died of tuberculosis. Family
maintained by charity organization society.

Patient 20 years, married 5 years, 2 children, 2 dead; kidney condition during
two pregnancies. Home relief case.

Patient 27 years, married 5% years, 4 children; coitus 7 months ago. Income
$30 a week.

Patient 27 years, married 11 years, 6 children, 5 miscarriages, $5 a week.
Patient 40 years, married 18 years, 1 child, 6 accidental miscarriages; cardiac;

$20 a week.
Patient 34 years, married 16 years, 1 child, 6 accidental miscarriages; subject

to pernicious vomiting during each pregnancy; $16 a week.
Patient 33 years, married 14 years, 11 children; cystocele, rectocele retrover-

sion; $12 a week.
Patient 33 years, married 11 years, 2 children, 5 accidental miscarriages;

$24 a week.
Patient 35 years, married 2 years secondd marriage), 2 children, 11 accidental

miscarriages: $15 a week.
Patient 35 years, married 11 years (second marriage), 9 children. Maintained

by Mineola Family Welfare.
Patient 32 years, married 12 years, 4 children, 7 miscarriages; thyroid condi-

tion; $18 a week.
Patient 22 years, married 5%, years, 4 children, 1 miscarriage; husband cardiac

and 2 years unemployed. Maintain,,d by home relief and $9 Monthly.
Patient 38 years, married 18 yeats, 7 children, I dead, 2 mniscarriages; homne

relief case.
CLINICAL REsEARCH BUREAU,

17 ll'est Sixteenth Street, New York City.
Over a period of 5 years, 1929 to 1933, inclusive, this clinic has referred 5,584

patients to other clinics for treatment of various kinds; 934 patients to private
doctors, these patients preferring iot to go to clinics.

The medical indications for giving contraceptive advice are as follows: Percent
Laceration and erosion -------------------------------------------- 25
Spacing ----------------------------------------------------------- 31
Retrovers'ons, anteversions et al ------------------------------------ 9
Adnexal ---------------------------------------------------------- 9
Malnutrition, underweight, general condition of health ------------------ 5
Menoause age ---------------------------------------------------- 5
Recent and frequent abortions -------------------------------------- 5
Tuberculosis ------------------------------------------------------ 1
Anxiety neurosis --------------------------------------------------- 11
Cardiac -------------------------------------------------------- 11
Endocervicitis ---------------------------------------------------- 

I

Fibroid ----------------------------------------------------------- I t2



BIRTH CONTROL

The balance of 4 percent was distributed as follows: Insanity, eclampsia,
caesarian, familial, mentally defective, chronic deafness, Raymond's disease,
kidney co~.dition, congenital hip disease, thyroid, dybtocia, vaginitis, petitinal,
infantile paralysis, nephritis, neurasthenia, toxemia. These percentages are
based on a spot check of 6 months and may vary slightly.

UNEMPLOYMENT STATISTICS, YEAR 19Z3

Percentage of heads of families employed full time has increased since Percent
January 1933 to December 1933 from ---------------------------- 47-63

Percentage of heads of families employed part time has decreased from. -- 21-22
Percentage of heads of families not employed at all has decreased from- - - 24-14

The number of families being supported by either social agencies or honme relief
has remained aboit stationary, being 64 families for the first month o,'t of the
total coming to the clinic and 66 the last month.

The average salary has increased from $21.25 per week to $26 per week.
The average number of children per family, 1.8 has remained the same.
The average number of pregnancies per family, 2.5 has remained the sante.
The religion is about the same: Percent

Hebrew varies from ------------------------------------------ 48. 6-52. 4
Catholic varies front ----------------------------------------- 27. 8-22. 3
Protestant varies from --------------------------------------- 22. 6-24. 5
Miscellaneous varies from ------------------------------------. 10- . 4

Mrs. HEPBURnN. How much tinie more have we, Mr. Chairman?
The CHAIRMAN. Eighteen minutes of your first allotment of time.
Mrs. HEPBURN. I don't think we need to be worried about some-

thing being a shock to the religious feelings of anyone, because when
they know the facts, we know they will get over the shock.

As regards superstition, I think we will all admit human beings are
terribly suspicious people, and where all we want to know about it is
to study history and to see the things that human beings have done
to shox just ho)w superstitious they are.

I now desire to introduce our next speaker, Rabbi Edward L.
Israel of Baltimore, Maryland, who was Chairman of the Commission
on Social Justice, and is now a member of the commission.

STATEMENT OF RABBI EDWARD L. ISRAEL OF BALTIMORE, MD.

Mr. ISRAEL. 'Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am rather happy to
have heard immediately before 1 speak to you the questions that were
asked the last sp akaer , be,-ause in a very definite sense that consti-
tufes tin introduction to what I have to say.

I have heard this problem discussed on the basis of population
growth, on the basis of scientific accuracy, health, and so forth, but
underlying the whole thing, if we want to he perfectly honest, is the
question of what this bill will mean in an ethical sense, morally and
religiously.

I wish there were time for ine to give niy very honest and sincere
tribute to those who differ from me religio'usly-- those who hold the
orthodox view on this subject, for exanitple, the Roman Catholic and
the orthodox Jew.

I do not agree with the former speaker that into this subject there
enters anything of superstition. I believe the religious point of view
of many people who oppose birth control is the result of a high moral
ideal. But after al Ihere is a difference of opinion of what constitutes
a moral ideal, and I would bitterly oppose this law if in any way it
made the proposition of birth control mandatory, or if in any way
it interfered with the basic religious life of any individual in America.

118
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But we have heard that it does not. It is simply that a certain
branch of scientific thought has developed a certain idea that great
numbers of physicians and educators say is desired. If that conflicts
with the religious point of view, then let the religious point of view
in the lives of those people be so strong they will reject the idea;
but at the same time, let those who in the light of their intelligences
regard it proper, assert themselves freely.

Now, there is quite a group of religious organizations that do not
hold that birth control is immoral or a crime, such as the Unitarian
Association and many others, representing many millions of people.

Mr. CONDON. Do you want to put in the'record the names of
those groups?

Mr. ISRAEL. Yes; I do.
Mr. HEALEY. Does that show the time also those actions were

taken, or are those just general statements?
Mr. ISRAEL. The time is here.
Mr. HEALEY. I would like to have the time in the record, as well

as the names of the group.
Mr. ISRAEL. I would like to have those put in the record to give

you that information. I would like to say, gentlemen, with this
sense of deference toward any religious point of view, that the
question of morality is after all something that constitutes no static
thing, but a growth.

You men who are students of the laws and organizations of man-
!dnd over periods of centuries, know the changing attitude of people
with respect to law. You know that during certain times certain
things were capital offenses, but they are no longer capital offenses
at this time. Now, those ideas are changing intelligently according
to modern ideas. We know that religion has at times demanded
bloody revenge for certain offenses. We know, unfortunately, and
I as a member of a religious group say it is unfortunate that religion
has often through its force obstructed the advance of scientific
thought.

We know it opposed certain astronomical ideas that are now an
accepted portion of modern science. We know it fought the teaching
of evolution that is now taught in many of our schools. We know
certain forces tried to have laws introduced against the steam loco-
motive, because they said it was contrary to the will of God that man
should travel faster than 15 miles an hour. We know that they
tried to bar the establishment of public schools, because they said
that was not within the divine order of things.

And I say, gentlemen, if this thing we are not advocating is not
morally right, let us stop being hypocrites and in its place put a law
on our statute books that will drive contraceptive devices out of
your home and mine. I say to you, gentlemen, in God's name, let
us do the decent thing, and if this is a piece of immoral legislation,
let us stop it.

Mr. LEmi. As P member of this committee I want to go on record
there has never been a'T.y contraceptives used in my home. 1 have six
children, too.

Mr. TARVER. You don't mean any Member of Congress has used
anything of that kind, do you?

Mr. ISRAEL. Far be it front me to pass a.iv remarks of a personal
nature, and this statement is entirely impersonal and addressed to,
possibly, 75 percent of our population.
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Mr. TARVER. You don't mean to indicate Congress has a right to
pass any such legislation as you refer to?

Mr. ISRAEL. Of which character?
Mr. TARVER. That you think is desirable in the event we do not

pass this particular legislation. I understood you to state we should
pass a law barring the use of any contraceptives, no matter what
kind. You know Congress has no power to pass any such law as
this.

Mr. ISRAEL. I want to say this to you: I think there is such a
basic moral issue involved that certainly the skill, ingenuity, and
mental astuteness of the Members of Congress ought to be addressed
to an issue of one of two situations that exist, as I have just stated.

Mr. TARVER. Do you mean to say you are so ignorant of the forr
of government of this country and the powers of Congress to enact
legislation in this situation you think there is a possibility Congress
could pass legislation regulating matters of this nature?

Mr. ISRAEL. Nobody thought Congress 2ould enact the N.R.A.
Mr. TAUVER. Will you just answer my question, please. Do you

think Congress could enact legislation like this?
Mr. ISRAEL. I say in an economic condition such as we have now

we have been astounded at the power that lies in Congress to enact
laws beneficial to the community.

Mr. TARVER. Yet you have not answered my question. You have
made several statements but have not answered the question, and if
you care not to do so, it is all right.

Mr. IS RAEL. I appeal to the lawyers to say whether such legislation
can be passed.

A MEMBER. Put it on the ground of emergency.
Mr. ISRAEL. A gentleman of the committee suggests it he put on

the ground of emergency, and that is satisfactory, but I hope I will
be permitted to complete this thought, because I feel after all this
is the crux of the thing.

Carrying out the literal spirit of the law, we ought to have a law
on our statute books against the use of antiseptics in childbir.th, and
let me tell you, gentlemen, that is not overdrawn, because there are
many arguments advanced against the use of antis' '2s in childbirth
that were advanced when they were first intro .ccd, on the basis
they were immoral and contrary to the laws of God, but somehow
we got a little clearer appreciation of what God has in store for His
children.

A number of questions were asked this morning with regard to the
possible moral effect of such legislation. The gentleman on my left,
with obvious seriousness and earnestness that I am sure was felt by
every one of us, asked that question several times.

I can only say to him and the other members of the committee
that I do not think this group of religious organizations that has
declared itself on the subject could be accused of being unmindful
of the moral obligations to the millions of people, and that these
conclusions were arrived at after years of study and of discussion..
and of controversy in these various groups.

I would say, moreover, that in England and Holland, where there
is greater sanction along theso lines than we have here, there is less
sexual immorality, as far as we are able to discover through the court
annals; and I would say finally; gentlemen, that if we have come to.
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the point where the purity and decency of our women depends on
keeping from them the knowledge of contraceptive devices we are
in a sorry state of affairs. Unless a basic morality can be so well
founded that with the knowledge that is running rampant in the
country along bootlegging lines, we have no such hope to live decently,
and then all is lost, and the religious point of view is to teach people
how to best live morally and not how to conceal from them facts
of life.

I would say to you also that I agree basically with a man for whom
I have an enormous admiration, with whom I have worked, Monsignor
John A. Ryan-I agree with him that birth control is not a social
injustice.

I think it is a mistake to look to birth control as a panacea for
the laws of society, but I realize it is also that iq the finer social order
we are seeking you have to use your God-giv-n intelligence along
every branch of human endeavor.

I would like to say also that from a moral point of view I realize
that we are assured those problems are inevitable unless we reach
what Dr. Fairchild said this morning %as necessary, sone act of social
planning along the lines of a stabilized society. That is the only
hone we have in this world, and as ministers we have been interested
in it from that point of view.

I would also say, as the last of the points I have to mention, that
the leader of a great church-- a church in whose domiciles I have again
and again sat in awe, but with whom hi the utmost sincerity I may
differ on several things-a leader in that great church said birth
control is against God and nature, and against God's order of things.
I do not question the accuracy of that statement as far as that group
is concerned, but we know that there are innumerable definitions of
God. We have innumerable definitions of God, and every one of us
has a definite point of view. There are some of us that feel that the
indiscriminate grading of mankind is against the God-given intellect
that he has reached by thousands and thousands of years of clamber-
ing out of the depths. We believe that sincerely.

We do not ask that another man violate his faith. We, who repre-
sent the millions that are endorsing this measure, merely say: "Give
us that opportunity without condemning those of us who employ that
God-given intelligence and let the others do what they will."

There are some who very foolishly and very ridiculously, in rebuttal
of this statement of His Holiness, have said celibacy is against the
law of human nature. They do not understand the great Catholic
Church, and I say that as a Jew, they do not understand something
that is in the nature of man. It is the realization of an ideal, the
supremacy of human intelligence and spirit.

Man throughout the ages has striven by intelligence and spirit
to realize an ideal. There are many of us who believe that, gentle-
men, and that is the reason we ask that we should be allowed to
employ that ideal in our lives.

The longing for parenthood is something for which I have no fears.
I have two small sons of my own, and know what they mean in my
life. I am not worried about that situation at all, but I want to say
finally, as far as the accusation that anything of this sort may ruin
marriage of man, or ruin the home, to my mind that is the salvation
of marriage and the home, and I beg of you at this moment to hear
why I say that.
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I have seen homes where hate has been engendered by man and
wife by too frequent pregnancies, where the forces have roLbed that
relationship in which the other children might grow up as fine ne"
and women, of all of the beauty it might possess. Therefore, wt
realize that marriage is something more than parenthood, that it is
that genuine beauty of a spiritual sort that exists between man and
woman and makes the hoine what it is.

Children do not make the homes what they are, they merely give
the opportunity for the home to become something great; but unless
there is that beauty of spiritual union between man and wornan, the
children would be better out of that home; and without sexual com.
patibility, there can be none of that finer beauty that is so essential.

That is why we, of the religious force represented in these groups,
plead for this thing, not for any other basis but the basis of salvation
of homes; not for any other basis than that our young people might
marry and build up a background of un;iy of spirit, that when their
children grow up, they may be better able to cope with the problems
of parenthood.

believe that the passage of such a law as this will make for early
marriage, will make for the abolition of a great deal of the immorality
you and I know abounds this present moment, because in our hypoc-
risy we will not make it possible for young people to live honestly
and establish the background for decent human love.

That, gentlemen, is the apneal I make, not in the name of any
statistics on population growth, not in the name of anything else, but
that the increasingly complex modern society has created a situation,
that the gradual growth of the God-given mind of man has given a
physician and that the spirit of man can deal with nobler ideals that
bar the road.
PARTIAL LIST OF RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS ENDORSING THE FEDERAL AMEND-

MENT OR THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF BIRTH CONTROL

NATIONAL

American Unitarian Association, May 21, 1931; Central Conference of AmericanRabbis (Social Justice Commission), A ril 22, 1932; Committee on Marriage and
Home-Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America, March 21, 1931; General
Council of the Congregational and Christian Chijrches, 1,500,000, July 31, 1931;
Lambeth Confereace of Anglican Bishops in London (July 30, in which United
States was represented), July 1930- Methodist Episcopal Leaders at meeting in
Delaware, Ohio, June 29, 1931; middle Atlantic Conference of Congregational
and Christian Churches, May 6, 1931; United Church of Catada (Board of
Evangelism and Social Service), September 29, 1932; Universalist General Con-
vention at Washington, D.C.; Methodist Episcopal Conference, New England, at
Winthrop, Mass., April 10, 1933.

STATE GROUPS

Unitarian: Alliance of Unitarian Women, Stockton, Calif., December 15, 1932;
Woman's Alliance First Unitarian Church, Los Angeles, April 7, 1932; Unitarian
Women's Alliance, Wilmington, Del., December 11, 1933; Laymen's League of
the First Unitarian Church of Orlando, Fla., December 8, 1931; All Souls Unitarian
Church, Indianapolis (500), February 5, 1932; First Unitarian Church, Duluth,
Minn., April 15, 1932; Wom an Alnce of the First Unitarian Society of Min.
neapolis, March 13, 1931; All Sol's Uitarian Church, Kansas City, Mo. (450),May 13, 1932; New York League of Unitarian Women, Ime. (New York City)
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(1500), January 5, 1934; The First Unitarian Church, Dayton, Ohio, February
8, 1931; Sunday Evening Forum, First Unitarian Church, Dayton, Ohio,
April 10, 1932; Western Unitarian Conference, Chicago, Ill. (64 churches)
(15,000), May 21, 1932.

Methodist: California Methodist Church at Annual Conference, June 17, 1933'
Southern California Conference, Methodist Episcopal Church, 1930; Methodist
Clergymen of Connecticut; N.Y. East Conference of the Methodist Episcopal
Church, 1931.

Presbyterian: Pasadena Presbyterian Church, 1931; executive secretary,
Portland Federation of Churches, Rev. E. C. Farnham (Oregon), August 30, 1933.

Congregationalist: Federation of Congregational Women of Northern Cali-
fornia, May 19, 1932; Colorado State Conference of Congregationalists, May 27,
1931; Conference of Congregational Churches of Connecticut, Iowa btate Con-
ference of Congregationalists, May 7, 1931; New England Conference of Congre-
gational Church, regional committee (Mass.) (30), January 7, 1933; Women's
Bcari of the Congreg-itional State Conference, Seattle Church Societies, Octo-
ber 23, 1133' World Fetawship Council of Wisconsin Women, Ripen, 211 Con-
gregational *omcn'3 Church Societies, April 19, 1933.

Baptist: South Pacific District Woman's American Baptist Home and Foreign
Mission Societies (Calif.), Febrtlvy 1931.

Liberal: The Liberal Church, Inc., Denver, 1930, Liberal Ministers Club of
Greater New York (35 ehurcies) (5,000), October 2, 1933.

Universalist: Central Universalist Chisrch, Indianapolis (160), April 27, 1932;
Universalist Convention (State) at Grand Rapids, October 4. 1931.

United: The Social Service Department, United Church, New haven (Conn.),
March 16, 1932.

All Souls: Women's Alliance, All Soul's Church (N.Y.).
Jewish: The Board of Rabbis of Northern California, San Francisco, 1)ecer.-

ber 12, 1932.
Humanist: The Hollywood Humanist Society (Calif.) (250), April 4, 1933;

The First Humanist Society of New York, Inc. (500), January 10, 1932.
Miscellaneous groups: Bridgeport Pastors Association (Conn.), February 8,

1929; Norwa!k Ministers' Association of Norwalk and vicinity (Conn.), March 24,
1933; lartford Federation of Churches (Coan.); president, Chicago TheologicalSeminary, 1933; Massachutsetb Federation of Churches, Boston, February 1931
board of managers of Five Point Mision (N.Y.), 1930; Community Churcl, of
New York (John Haynes tlohnes), 1930; legislative committee of the Ethical
Culture Society, 1930; Womten's Union Society Ethical Culture, 1930; special
committee of the Women's Problems Group of Philadelphia Yearly, March 15,
1933.

EUGENICS AND RELIGION

STATEMENT BY THE VERY REV. W. R. INGE, DEAN OF ST. PAUL'S

We should be ready to give up a'1 our theories if science proved that we were
on the wrong lines. And we can understand, though we profoundly disagree
with, those who oppose us on grounds of authority. We know where we are
with a man who says, "Birth control is forbidden by God; we prefer poverty,
unemployment, war; the physical, intellectual, and moral degeneration of the
people; and a high death rate to any interference with the universal command
#*o be fruitful and multiply"; but we have no patience with those who say that
we can have unrestricted and unregulated propagation without those conse-
quences.

It is a great part of our work to press home to the public mind the alternative
that lies before us. Either rational selection must take the place of the natural
selection which the modern state will not allow to act, or we must go on deterio.
rating. When we can convince the public of this, the opposition of organized
religion will soon collapse or become ineffective.

37495-34-9



124 BUITH CONTROL

RELIGION AND BIRTH CONTROL

(An editorial by Harry Emerson Fosdick, D.D., LLD., S.T.D.)

* * * In 1775, after an earthquake, a sermon was preached in Boston

against lightning rods. "In Boston", the preacher said, "more of the iron points
are erected than anywhere else in New England, and Boston seems more dread.
fully shaken. Oh, there is no getting out of the mighty hand of God!"

To be sure, birth control cannot be prejudiced by an analogy with lightning
rods, but the similarity of attitude on the part of the religiously reactionary is
too marked to be explained by accident. Religion has so commonly resisted
extension of the scientific control of life that it has become a habit.

Birth control arouses to poignant intensity this deep-seated attitude. Con.
traceptive information, incomplete and uncertain as it may be, gives us new
mastery over one of the most intimate and vital processes of our lives. We (an
have children or not have them; we can space children as we will; if our morals
allow or are impotent to prevent, we can contract liaisons without some of the
old risk of childbearing; and in general we are handed an instrument of power
capable of affecting deeply personal conduct, ethical standards, family life, and
problems of population.

No wonder folks are disturbed. Undoubtedly something has been let loose
which will have a far-reaching and penetrating influence.

The first reaction on the part of the fearful is naturally repressive. The idea,
however, that contraceptive information, being liere, will not spread, percolate
into one stratum of our population after another, be used ignorantly or wisely
but be inevitably used, is of course unthinkable. The familiar putting of the
question, therefore, "Do you believe in birth control?" reflects a serious misap-
prehension of the issue. 'Birth control in this regard is much like automobiles.
They are not primarily to be believed in or disbelieved in. They are here; they
are being used; they Will be used. The only real question is, "lHow will they
be used?"

At present, with the optimistic cheerfuhess that characterizes prosperous
America in dealing with so many of her problems, most folk whom I observe are
employing the ostrich policy with reference to birth control. They know it is
here. They know that some people who ought to have reliable contraceptive
information are not getting it, and that many who have no proper business with
it are getting it; and yet they resist with active antagonism or laggard apathy
any endeavor to pass decent laws. They sometimes speak as though it were
positively shocking to have physicians legally trusted to tell their patients the
truth.

As an excuse for this obscutrantist attitude one fact can be pleaded; contra.
captive information is dangerous. Of course it is. All power is dangerous
because it can be iiisused, and misused power causes endless misery. To sup-
pose , howe%-er, that because power is dangerous, mankind, having once gotten its
hands on po wer, will surrender it for fear of its peril, is a vain expectation. From
cd~tcation to airplanes all sorts of things are dangerous that no one is proposing
to suppress.

Anv minister or physician, who in intimate confercrice with all sorts of folk
discovers what is going on, knows well the manifuld misuises to which the new
contraceptive information is being put. But the more one knows the more
obvious becomes the futility of sup)ressive measures. Suppression is only
befuddling the situation, driving it under ground, preventing healthy and normal
ethical teaching about it, and the long' - stippression continues, the worse the
situation is going to be.

Instead of further si:ppressive I, N*?, 'e. a positive attitude is urgent, if we
are to arrive at any hopeful outcor.o. Fo r one thing, the constructive social
service to be rendered by the right ust of bitth control is immense fin extent and
in importance. This should be inade a matter of wide-spread public education.
The population problem is the basic problem of the wold, and if it is not well
handled no other social problem can at all be solved. No permanent help can
be given to Chiina. fr example, until the pressure of her surplus pol)pulation on
the means of subsibtence is relieved. And to say that this call be done indefi-
nitely by improving methods of agriculture without lessening the rate of popi-
lation increase is to dy in the face of known facts.

As to immediate measures of philanthropy, a well-instructed person who
knows the problem presented under present economic conditions by the old and
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much lauded household cf a dozen children, must welcome the relief offered
through contraceptive information. A huge family of children under the present
conditions is not virtuous but antisocial. To have as many children as can be
well brought up, 'o space them with due regard to the mother's health, to have
them come when they are wanted and because they are wanted-to encourage,
in a word, a sane, scientific control over this most important part of human
life--is the ideal.

The day will come when the old haphazard spawning of many children, with
popular laudation as a reward and perhaps a letter of appreciation from the
White House, will be looked upon as utter barhariem.

As for problems of individual ethics which this new information involves, we
must face them and not dodge them. Suppression will do no good, for it is
suppressing nothing but knowledge, light, and candid thought. After all,
chastity has been guarded more by modesty and common sense than by fear.
The idea that the mere removal of the dread of conception is going to let loose a
flood of iniquity is, I suspect, a misapprehension of the facts. Children of this
new generation who have been trained in a code of honor involving the existence
and the right use of birth control will be less likely even than their mid-Victorian
parents to treat the matter lightly or to be beguiled by fools.

That the new knowl edge is power, and that this power can be rightly or wrongly
used, must become a recognized element in the ethical training of our children.
Theie is no escape from this problem, or from this situation. The pathos of the
situation irthat while we allow the most salacious plays and magazines to circu-
late undisturbed, we shut out serious sex instruction from many of our schools
* * * Even in our families we commonly treat sex as though it were a tabooed
subject instead of a holy and beautiful creative power. It is this silly and
dishonest obscurantism which more than any other single factor is bedeviling
the situation.

Meanwhile, the conservatively shocked and troubled souls, who find relief irt
attacki-ig birth control and applauding assault of the police upon it, may as well
make up their minds that contraceptive information is here, that it is being use'I
and will increasingly be used; that its misuse can wreck our morals, devastate
our homes, and despoil our nations; that a right employment of it can be of
profound personal, marital, and racial benefit, and that so serious a problem as
this cannot be solved by suppression.

(Formerly published The Outlook and Indepcndent.)

Mis. HEPBURN. I believe our time is up, Mr. Chairman.
Th 1 CHAIRMAN. You have used 2 minutes of the time that belongs

to your rebuttal.
Mrs. HEPBURN. As long as one of the members of the committee

has told about his children, I would like to tell you about mine.
The CHAIRMAN. We would be glad to hear from you, but we have

promised that the other side should go on promptly.
Mrs. HEPBURN. Well, I have six children, too.
Tie CHAIRMAN. The opponents may now proceed with their wit-

nesses. We would like for you to use at least 45 minutes this after-
noon, if we can do that.

Mr. BURTON. F think we can do that, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. HANCOCK. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, that each one of the

speakers introduce themselves so that we will know what J is business
is, and if he is a doctor, whether he is a doctor of divinit,, a doctor of
philosophy, or a doctor of medicine.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, representing the opponents of this
bill, I desire to present as the first witness, the Rev. Charles E.
Coughlin, of Detroit, Mich.

The CHAIRMAN. You may proceed, Father Coughlin.
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STATEMENT OF REV. CHARLES E. COUGHLIN OF DETROIT, MICn.

Father COUGHLIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of

America in Congress assembled, That sections 211, 245, and 312 -f the Criminal
Code, as amended, are each amended by adding at the end thereof the following:

The provisions of this section shall not be construed to apply to any book or
information relating to the prevention of conception, or article, instrument, sub.
stance, drug, medicine, or thing designed, adopted or intended for the prevention
of conception for use (1) by any physician legally licensed to practice medicine in
any 3tate, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or by his discretion or prescrip-
tion; (2) by any medical college legally chartered under the laws of any State,
Territory, or the District of Columbia; (3) by any druggist in filling any prescrip-
tion of a licensed physician; or (4) by any hospital or clinic licensed in any State,
Territory, or the District of Columbia.

Certainly I am not an attorney, and I don't know how to gage with
the accuracy of an attorney, just the entire construction of this bill,
but were I on the side of those who are advocating what we commonly
refer to as birth control, I would have modified this bill, just for a
matter of good policy, just for simply a matter of aiming only at
getting what is best possible to get; it is none of my business to
criticize them, but I think they are very bad politicians.

For what reason? They have incorporated in this bill that books,
pamphlets, articles, instruments, substances, drugs, medicines, and so
forth, that are adapted and intended for the prevention of conception,
can be disseminated, published, and used, first, by any physician or
by his direction or prescription, lie can give it to his clerk in his
office.

That phrase in there is enough to damn this bill. That is just a
matter of pure simple politics, and I am quite sure this Seventy-third
Congress would never consider granting authorization to a physician,
so that this physician in turn could delegate to the first door-belier
who came to his office-or doorbell ringer, we generally refer to him
as-or any other person, authority to, we will go the limit, permit
some vaccination for the purpose of preventing conception.

But let us put the politics aside.
I am sure, if I had been on the advisory council of the birth con-

trollers, I would have advised them to have gone a little more
leniently, with the hope of getting somewhere.

Putting that aside, however, I have only a few minutes to occupy
in this testimony, and what I am going to say will rather be intro-
ductory for those who will follow me. I do not intend to plague
you with .'tatistics; I do not intend to preach a sermon at you. You
are all heads of families and know about sermonizing and bringing
up a family, more than I would ever know.

I recognize what we are discussinghere would not even be dis-
cussed were we in Italy. Mussolini would have no more beauty
contests, he is not having big mother contests, but we are not in
Italy.

I recognize in France they are not worried so much about birth
control as about getting money to pay the mothers who have children,
and there is a question of death overtaking both in France.

I recognize t tat in England the same problems that confront the
French is about to appear in the foreground in that portion of the
globe, and death is almost ready to overtake both.
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I also recognize in this country that the main arguments advanced
by the proponents of birth control are rather related to what we term
generally and broadly, economics.

It is a long distance in years from the time of the Rev. Dr. Malthus,
who brought birth control to the foreground in modern times, to Mr.
Peek, late of the Agriculture Department, who advanced the theory
of pig control. In the tine of Dr. Malthus, I understand that the
English were fearful of having too many children, from an economic
viewpoint, because they had not thought of this thing that is engaging
our attention today-namely, the problem of distribution. It had
not yet come to the foreground, because they were still engaged in the
problem of production, how to sow enough wheat, and how to grow
enough potatoes, and how to raise enough cattle and sheep; because
they were afraid they wouldn't be able to take care of themselves,
unable to exist, unless boats came in from France and America with
foodstuffs to satisfy the hunger of the rich and poor alike.

Malthus was forced by public opinion to conceive the idea that, for
the self-preservation of our Nation, we will advance the theory of
birth control. There is the origin of Malthus of modern times, and they
said, since we belive that we are incapable of raising more wheat,
more lamb, more mutton, more beef, and wherew-'tbal by which we
live, let us regulate the number of children.

That is all ancient history. We have had Fulton, the inventor of
the steamboat, and we have had inventor after inventor, solving
facts and that is the problem of production. Today there is no
problem of production. We have more wheat than we can eat, more
pigs than we can eat, more cotton than we can wear, more factories
than we can utilize, turning out stockings, shoes, clothing, underwear,
automobiles, and our problem is not one of production in this twen-
tieth century. Our problem is one of distribution, one of birth control
of money in the hands of the Federal Reserve banks.

We have advanced our credit, and our currency is expanded today,
withdrawn tomorrow, and because of the birth control of philosophy
in our monetary matters, because we have refused to stand and face
the problem of distribution of wealth and industry, not after the
manner of socialists, but after the manner of a Wrshington, a Lincoln,
we find ourselves in this common distress.

Now, I repeat, since the motivating answer which was produced in
the mind of Dr. Malthus, known as "birth control", since that has
been wiped away from the face of the earth and since the problem
today is one of distribution, are we going to turn back and paste down
the pages of history and try to be jocular with ourselves and say we
have too many children when we have hungry mouths to consume it?
I am welcoming those.

I have not heard one word of the testimony these ladies and gentle-
men have produced, and my remarks are not addressed to them now,
because I can easily handle them over the radio Sunday after Sunday,
and I can easily present 120,000 names to every 10,000 names that
they can. There are 28,000,000 Catholics in this country, good, bad,
and indifferent, millions of Presbyterians, Baptists, Lutherans, and
Episcopalians, who still believe in God's given command to increase
and multiply, not to control and destroy.

If they think this is a contest of forces, we welcome that contest.
It is a contest of intelligence, not force.
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Were I on the board of birth control, I imagine I would rather
focus my mind on solving not how to eradicate poverty by birth con-
trol, but to eradicate poverty by getting rid of birth control of money.
That is the bet they have over ooke , and their voices have been
silent in the face of the greatest catastrophe that ever faced our
country, and they have gone back to paste down the pages of Malthu
sianism.

There was a word that came out of Corinth, "Corinthidso," !ook
that up in your dictionary and see what it means, the first time it
was used. It means, if I can translate the very thing into decent
English and not offend your ears-it means to legalize birth control
by other sexuality; that's the meaning of the word "sodomy," used
in the Bible. To sodomize, that was the birth control before they
had chemicals; Corinthidso, that was the birth-control method we
had our modern chemists.

But today, believing as a Christian, not only as a Catholic, but as
a Presbyterian, a Baptist, a Luthern, an Episcopalian, and all of
the other sects of Christianity, believing that marriage was invented
by God for what purpose? For the primary purpose of procreating
and educating children. I still think there is enough intelligence
in the married man and the married woman of our land to consider
that matrimony is not simply a legalized bed of prostitution, and to
consider that matrimony means something more than every man and
woman to live like two animals. Surely Christianity has taken that
into consideration. They want a man and a woman to be married
before there is such a thing as conception, before there is such a thing
as birth; and after marriage they want a man to so love his wife that
he does not make of her simply his play toy. It was not done before
they were married and it is not done after they are married.

A man so loves his wife that he will continue recognizing her as
his beloved and will not make her his phv toy, I repeat.

You gentlemeti, you are married men, all of you, and you know
more about it than I will ever know. The chairmaa, I understand,
is a bachelor like myself.

I need not go further into that kind of an argument. The bill
here state;, ,1 repeat, that the Criminal Code shall be amended,
implicating, gentlemen, that up until this (late it has been considered
a crime in this country to teach how to propagate, how to commit
fornication and get away with it. That is all it means--how to
coniat adultery and not get caught.

You gentlemen who know something about our modern high schools
know it is always a probknm of those engaged in them to see that the
boys and girls conduct themselves properly. We know how tLose
contraceptives are bootlegged in the corner drug stores surrounding
our high schools. Why are they around the high schools? To teach
them how to fornicate and not get caught.

There is one more problem which will be brought out in specific
manner later on. This is a big country of ours, sometimes referred
to as a mnelting pot. Are you aware of the birth rate of the various
elements forming this iclting pot?

I happen to be of Anglo-Saxon extraction myself, and most of you
gentlemen are all Celtic. From what I know of the figures that are
published, we are on our way out. There is no question of it. We
who boast of our English, Irish, Scotch, and Irish-Celtic--origin
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are going to be boasters after a while of ancient history ao-d not of
modern practice.

It is our race, the Anglo-Saxon and Celtic, I believe, more than
others, who are practicing birth control today. Negroes are not
practicing it like we are; the Poli3h people are not practicing it as
we are. The Italians are not practicing it as we are. One hundred
years from today Washington will be Washingtonski, in the minds
of the children to be born. We are being degenerated, and here we
are advocating ways and means to uncrininalize the use of contia-
conceptives and to help America forget its Anglo-Saxon origin.

flow about the Negroes? The Negroes in one sense are more
prolific pCople than are we.

I heard, I believe it was Dr. Gili-, broadcasting one Sunday some
figures on the advance of the Negro in the matter of begetting children.
According to his figures, 100 years from now the white man of America
will be an oddity. That is shocking to some of you, but go down to
Texas, or to New Orleans in Louisiana, and find out for yourself.

Perhaps the Negro deserves to go ahead, perhaps he does, with the
advocacy among the whites to curtail the birth of children, and the
Negroes' outbeggeting us almost 2 to 1.

Some day Congress, a hundred years from now, would look back to
the Seventy-third Congress and say, "Yes; they helped all of tbis
along."

This is not being done in the na 'e of religion; it is being done in the
name of economics, I understand.

The half hour that was at my disposal simply to introduce this
subject has elapsed. I have not attempted to give one figure; abler
people than I are about to follow with that.

The problem is one of, perhaps, economics; but I believe that as
we are told, that we in America will reach our apex in production,
man-power production, within the next 30 years, and I believe then
that we, too, shall be facing the problem of the rise of death over the
birth rate, and instead of encouraging the solution of an economic
problem by prevention as Malthus advocated, let's turn our minds
and our hearts to the greater problem of seeing how the working man
gets enough so that he and his wife and a decent family can live.

That is the problem of this Congress, and let us turn our minds
upon the solution of the question how we can prevent millions of
dollars going into the hands of a few men, and how we can see that at
least a few millions can find their way into the hands of our farmers
and our laborers.

That is the greater problem of the hour. It is to keep poverty,
not by committing suicide, it is to meet poverty by putting the
wherewithal, in this great land where we have too much to eat, too
much to wear, too ninnv houses of shelter, yet have want in the
midst of plenty, so that Malthusianism has now become birth control
of pigs, birth control of cotton, birth control of wheat.

That is not the problem; let us have the wheat, the cotton, the pigs
and the rest of it, but let us have more Americans; let us have more
Americ'ans to the extent that we can still be Christians, to increase
and multiply according to reason, according to nature, according to
a regulations that is in the heart of man, and not in a bottle in a
drug store.
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It is still criminal, as far as the Catholic is concerned, as far as the
Christian is concerned, to advocate birth control.

I recognize the fact that 63 percent of the American population,
today profess no affiliated religion. I aln not saying they are irre-
ligious, but they profess no religious affiliation. 1 recognize the fact
that those people are favoring practical birth control. Ih that is
their morals, providing that is their morality, I have no criticism to
offer to it; that is their business.

On the other hand, if I were the Christian father of a family, I
certainly would resent my druggist, or my Congress helping to edu-
cate my children to go to high school and get away with it, as the
common expression is.

One point more, I admit there is birth control practiced in this
country; I admit there is cursing and swearing; I admit there is
lying; I admit there is fornication.

Supposing I curse or swear, at least I am willing to admit cursing
and swearing is wrong. I am not going to come up in the pulpit and
defend my morality.

I admit there is birth control being practiced in this country;
how many of us are doing it, in this room, but that is no reason wo
are going to legislate, as did the Corinthians, that birth control is
moral. Thank you, gentleman. Are there any questions?

The CHAIRMAN. I have none, thank you very much. The com-
mittee has a matter it wants to take up, and there are only 10 minutes
until we must adjourn. Have you another witness who will take no
more than 10 minutes?

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Gibbs is here, from Baltimore,
and she desires to return, and 1 think she can complete her statement
in a very few minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. We will give her 5 minutes, if that will be
satisfactory.

Mr. BURTON. That will be satisfactory.
The CHAIRMAN. She may proceed.

STATEMENT OF MRS. RUFUS M. GIBBS, OF BALTIMORE

Mrs. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I
represent a cross section of the mothers in America. That may
be a rather large statement, but I have belongQd to various organiwa-
tions and I was so irritated at having them turn to Congress to s've
their every problem, that I left theiu, and I am now speaking for
myself, which . believe I have a right to do, as I am the mother of
four children. I have just learned they were not properly spaced,
as I had the 4 in 6 years. However, it has been very pleasant for
them and for me.

There is so much back of this that has been the main destruction
of the morals of our youth. All of the drug stores everywhere, not
only carry these contraconceptive things, but they advertise them
quite openly.

I heard Mr. Frederick Windsor, who is the head of the boys' school
at Middlesex, Mass., say that regardless of what people thought of
the question, there has never been anything that has torn down re-
straint and modesty as the discussion that has been promulgated and
encouraged by this discussion of birth control.
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I have seen them in front of Gimbel's store in New York handing
out birth control literature, and a friend of mine has seen them in
front of our high schools.

They admit m 47 out of the 48 States there is no restriction against
doctors giving any necessary information, and it is entirely a matter
between the physician and the patient.

You will find that testimony fro!.n the very best medical men will be
produced here against this bill. Dr. Kelly will talk tomorrow. He
has been head of the gynecological department of Johns Hopkins, and
if you will read the testimony at the last hearing, you will read there
Dr. McComber's testimony, who is also a prominent gynecologist
connected with Harvard College, and you will find they all agree it is
something to be taken up individually between the patient and the
physician. They agree that when there is any need for a woman to
be protected, certainly a physician can do it.

I had such protection because of an opthalmic goitre for which I had
to be operated upon over 20 yeay- ago.

I urge you not to open any more fields for discussion on this question
because I feel it has been the birth-control people who have dragged
out the subject into the light to such an extent. It seems to me when
this kind of thing is handed out from the drug stores, and store corners,
and has been talked about as it. has been, it is time Congress took a
firm stand against any further publicity of this kind.

I thank you very much, gentlemen.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mrs. Gibbs. Unfortunately we have

not been able to arrange definitely for this room tomorrow. We are
going to try to get it and believe we can get it, but we will meet either
here or in the room of the Committee on the Judiciary tomorrow morn-
ing at 10 o'clock. The hearing is now adjourned until 10 o'clock
tomorrow morning.

(Whereupon the hearing was adjourned until 10 o'clock a.m.
Friday, Jan. 19, 1934.)
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 19, 1934

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

W1'ashington, D.C.
The committee met at 10:00 a.m., Hon. Hatton W. Sumners

(chairman), presiding.
The CHAIRMAN.. Are you ready to proceed? The inquiry has

been made of the chair if it will be all right for witnesses who feel
that they would not like to stand all of that time, to sit down while
they are addressing the committee. The chair would like to an-
nounce that that is a matter to be determined by the convenience
and ple:isure of the witnesses, whether they shall sit or stand.

Mr. BURTON. Thank you. Mr. Chairman and members of the
committee: I desire to introduce as the next witness Dr. Howard
Atwood Kelly, who is a professor emeritus in the Johns Hopkins
University in Baltimore.

The CHAIRMAN. You may proceed, Dr. Kelly.
Dr. KELLY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have just come from

a sick bed.
The CHAIRMAN. Just sit down and make yourself entirely com-

fortable.
Dr. KELLY. I am a little bit deaf, and my deafness is aggravated

by the cold that I have, and I hope you will excuse infirmities.
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly.

STATEMENT OF DR. HOWARD ATWOOD KELLY, PROFESSOR
EMERITUS, JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, BALTIMORE, MD.

Dr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, I feel that this is on the whole a great
moral issue, and I do not think where morals are brought up that
we can look at the thing in s.inply an utterly dispassionate way, as
we would anything which is nerely mechanical.

I think the relation between the sexes, that most intimate relation,
is one of the greatest gifts our Father has conferred upon the human
race; in giving this woman her beauty, her charm, grace, tenderness,
love, and affection-all of which go to make tip married life and love.
And now it is proposed to introduce into this married life certain
mechanical meddling with the function of the relations between man
and woman, by authorizing the diss emination of what are called
glibly and euphemistically contraceptive information and material.
I think if we went into the details of this thing, it would be abhorrent
to us.

I understand that day before yesterday a group endorsed this
measure. But I have to confess that I have 9 children and 14 grand-
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children, and so I am not one of any such group; and it would be an
abhorrent thing if anything of this kind came into my family, to my
sons and daughters, and my grandchildren, to have anybody reflect
back on my ancestors, including my beloved and sainted mother, by
saying that she induiged in any such practices. And if I knew of a
man that was highly respected m the community, and more particu-
larly a man engaged in the profession of teaching in this country,
which has been said by the Supreme Court of the United States to be
a Christian country, and if I knew that that man was indulging in such
practices with his wile, I would lose all of my respect for him. He
could not teach me anything at all concerning any moral issue, be-
cause moral issues have this characteristic-that if you impair the
standard of one, all go alike; they are all broken down; you have lost
your moral standards once yu abandon any of them.

Now, this question calls for a discussion relating to the female
geriln! organs, and I am obliged to speak as if there were no ladies
pi., it.

This proposition relates to the insertion of instruments or some kind
of medication to nullify any living products coming from the sexual
relation. It sounds in a way simple, but it requires preparation. In
the bill it evidently requires a doctor to participate. I am sorry for
the members of my profession who would give any part of their lives
to doing such a thing in preparing the individual for the sexual act.
It is just inconceivably distressing and disgusting. It makes a woman
a kind of prostitute.

I understand that some one else said that same thing yesterday-
Father Coughlan. And I am thoroughly in accord with Father
Coughlan on that. I am not a Catholic. I am Episcopalian; but I
circulate in all the churches, wherever I am invited, wherever Christi-
anity is taught-whether Catholic, Protestant, or what not.

And then the idea is that these women can follow those practices
for a considerable period of time, and then, when it becomes conven-
ient, they can have a child. But it cannot be done that way. It
cannot be done with that simplicity. People who have followed these
practices for a long time have come to my office and consulted me-
and I have been practicing now for 53 years-begging that some-
thing may be done whereby they may have children. But they have
destroyed their capacity, and it cannot be done. Those things can-
not be spaced in that way. I have been reading Mrs. Sanger's pre-
sentation, and it is is a very admirable presentation; but it simply does
not work. And it leaves out of sight the moral question.

Now, these things are done in Soviet Russia. And it is true; as
Mrs. Sanger has said, that we are using automobiles and locomotives
and they are also using them, and that does not show that we are
imitating them. But on a moral question, involving a matter of
ideas, we want to know whether we are going uphill or downhill.
We know that this practice is very prevalent in Russia, and is greatly
encouraged there. And we also know that the family relation counts
for nothing in Russia.

In Russia they deplore and try to discourage more than anything
else both love aid married life. .You can read that in Miss Ifalley's
book, which has just been reviewed in the New York Times. They
discourage anything like that in Russia. When a man wants a woman
in Russia-if he sees a girl he wants lie says, "I like you, and I have
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an extra room", and they go and get married and spend the night in
his room, and the next morning they are divorced. They are un-
limited in the number of divorces there, and they are granted without
any cause and without any expense. And I need not say that we do
not want to get into the status of a nation like that.

Gentlemen, I think we are in some respects on the downgrade
ourselves now; and you gentlemen are here to uphold the principles
of purity and righteousness, and above all, the marriage and family
relation-and that loving care for which womankind was committed
to us at her creation. So I beg you that you will not take the respon-
sibility of changing these things; let them continue to be as they have
been.

Now, in Maryland this year, the statement appeared in the news-
papers day before yesterday that we have had the lowest birthrate
we have ever had. And yet people talk about the excessive birth-
rate. The heading, "State Birthrate Lowest on Record." That
was in Maryland.

And I advise the members of the committee to read the book by
Miss Halley, which very clearly takes up the whole question. I
would like to advise also the reading of another book, by Irving
Fineman, a distinguished Jewish lawyer in New York, describing his
life in Russia. It is a most beautiful picture of that affectionate life
among the Jews, particularly in these relations in which the Sews
have always excelled-and that probably nccomnts for their virility
and splendid character. And I think as a group that the Jews have
the best minds in the world, whatever we may think of their practices
in certain places.

This man Fineman was in Russia under the Czars. And he de-
scribes his escape from Russia. Everybody ought to read that, as it
is a very fine description of life in Russia under the Czars.

And then, in regard to the present-day conditions in Russia, we
have a hook by Carveth Wells, called "Kaput", which is well worth
reading, and it shows those condition existing in Russia, to which
we are pointing-if we are not already on the way.

Gentlemen, I feel that y ou should not put your cars to the ground
and ask, " What is the public opinion", but that you should uphold
the highest standard. It is for that reason that we select men of
your high character and standard to uphold the highest standard,
and not merely to ask what the public wants, but to set the public
an example.

Now, it is said that this is for the poor man. Why, gentlemen,
the people of education and wealth have been dying out. Geieratio.i
by generation they go to pieces. A man makes money, and the
chances are that he nuade nuonev by the sacrifice of the lives and
character of his children. 1 wonder if I dare mention in that connec-
tion one of Marshal Field's sons, or one of Pullman's, and Jay Gould's
fanily-all of them, with the exception of Anna Goul, who is per-
fectly splendid, and is an exception in that family. And so on through
the long list of wealthy families. A nman mvkes large sums of itmoner
and that generally means a sacrifice of his family relations, and the
people with opportunities, after all, are dying out.

When I was a boy I remember there was an article in newspapers.
where a kind of census was taken of the people living on Madison
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Avenue, and the number of children they had; and it was found that
the wealthy families had very few children and were dying out.

Now, we have no record as to this in Maryland, but down South
the large birth rate is due to the colored population. They are
coming forward in enormous numbers-and they never would practice
these things as to birth control.

It is said that the laboring men ought to be considered, and that he
ought not to have to support a large family; and that he must live
in accordance with his income. One of the proponents of the measure
said that yesterday.

Well, gentlemen, we as we sit here do Dot realize-you gentlemen
probably know something about it from your contacts with the
people-but we do not realize the condition of the laboring man
today, the enormous amount of poverty, and the deaths that occur
really, from starvation-not from the lack ci food for a iew days, but
the gradual, slow starvation, and the childr, m suffering from cold and
insufficient and improper food, and the lack of proper clothes and
shoes to wear. I speak of that because I am in intimate contact
with those conditions in Baltimore, not in a professional way, but
simply from friends, hundreds of friends, who go around trying to
he!p those people and brought into contact with them in that way-
and the people who do that are some of the best women in the city of
Baltimore. And they tell about the conditions that they find there
among the poor-with their diminished income. Many of the
children have to go to school without any breakfast; there is no milk
for the babies, and the condition of those families of laboring men
were deplorable in everyway.

Now, in connection w-ith those people, I was told that last year
the attitude of those poor people was one of gratitude for the help
given them. But there is this year apparently a feeling of hatred
developing among the poor. And the condition of those poor people
is certainly desperate. There was one Italian that they found, a
very capable man, although lie could not read and write; and he had
six children, and all of them had to sleep in one bed.

And such things as those are becoming to be known, and those
people are very discontented; and if they had the leadership we would
have trouble in adjusting those things.

Any why should we attempt to adjust them in this way by saying
to tlhe poor man, "You have got to have fewer children in your
famtilv?" He would say, "I am not going to continue to stand where
I am. I am a producer. I am the creator of things and I have got
to have a larger return for my labor."

Look at the money we are wasting-the countless millions tu be
wasted. There was $40 invested by some fellow, and it goes up to a
valuation of $50,000,000 in a short time. That was the aviation
field of investment. Enormous dividends are made by corporations
and being paid out in that way, instead of by paying just wages.

The Book of James says:
Masters, give unto your servants that which is just and right. How are your

ich because of your corrupt riches?

Now, to attempt to adjust those things in this way is an insult to
the poor wan and he will not stand for it. It ;s a kind of short cut.
It looks specious. Perhaps it looks like it will work, but short cuts
never work.
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.?ow, we have come down to these conditions step by step for many
years, anu you cannot in a few years straighten out and settle a
inoral issue. The only way to remedy these deplorable social condi-
tions is to give labor an increasing wage for its work, so that the
laborer will be able to save and set aside for the future and have
sufficient money for eAtras above necessities, and for little holidays;
to have money enough to bring up his children properly, pay doctors'
bills, dentists' bills, and so on. And they are going to get it some how
or other.

Gentlemen, it is not enough for u to merely go along in that way
as we have in the past-in the spirit that we are protecting ourselves.
We have got to recognize in relation to the poor the law of affection-
that they are members of our own families, and to feel a definite
affection for those with whom we are brought into contact. Their
affection is worth while. I do not know of any group in the community
that is more sweetly conscious of what is done for them in the right
spirit, and in the name of personal friendship. And I do not think
that is a thing that can be worked up overnight. It will take time.
But we cannot expect to settle a great moral issue in a short time.

Now, this birth control propaganda is being put into the hands of
the people at large. It has been advertised extensively; and it has
become disgustingly public. There was in the last few days a so-
called "Conference of Birth Control and National Recovery" held
at the Mayflower Hotel in this city. That would have been incon-
ceivable 10 or 12 years ago. And then those people have social
gatherings, to which people are specially invited for general social
discussion; but of course, the great thing they intend to discuss is
contifaception.

If the sanction of the Government were put on this thing it would
amount to a recommendation for immorality. That is true of
prostitution in some countries in Europe. In France that is the case.
In France a young man who keeps himself clean and pure is called by
a contemptuous name, and thaf is true also of Germany. A young
man in those countries is expected to be immoral. But he does not
expect his wife to be immoral.

And, gentlemen, this thing will spread; because the recognition of
our Government is tantamount to recognition of prostitution. We
had open prostitution in Baltimore for 30 years. And we fought
it all the time, and finally got Ad of it. It got so bad in Baltimore
that the boys who were about to finish school would take the fresh-
men to those places and introduce them to the prostitutes they had
been accustomed to visit, on Rayburg Street and the other streets in
that section of the city.

I do not mean that there was a law legalizing immorality in Mary-
land, as there was as to gambling. But in Baltimore they had a
system by which the judges set apart a. day once a year in court,
which was called "Ladies' Day"; and on that day those women
were brought to court and fined $5 each; and that was recognized as
being tantamount to telling them, "Now, you can go about your
business for another year and nobody will interfere with you."

And the conditions in those places were deplorable. I went up
and down in that district, and I took the chief of police with me,
and after we had gone around examining conditions, he said, "I have
never seen anything like this before."
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Those who favor such legislation say as to the present law, "Well,
it violates tile rights of the poor, who have the same rights as the rich
to resort to these measures." Well, do you think that those poor
colored people down South will use these methods? They will not.
Aid the use of the rubber mechanism in the vagina for a certain

period of time very often produces inflammation of the vagina, the
results of which are harmful and dangerous. There is an article in
the Journal of the American Association last September about it.
And there have been children born now where the contraceptive drug
has been used, but not in sufficient quantities to kill the spermatozoa
germs entirely; and these children have been deformed as a result
of that treatment. And as I have said, you may bring about sterility
by these practices of using these things.

But this proposition involves, finally, the violation of fundamental
Christian principles. And I ask you, gentlemen, to give thought
to this: We pretend to be a Christian country, and what kind of
Christianity can it be that would permit these practices? I do not
see how any Christian man or woman can indulge in these things.

My time ls:is expired. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen.
Mr. BuitoN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to introduce to the com-

mittee Dr. Henry J. Crosson, representing the District of Columbia
Medical Association.

STATEMENT OF DR. HENRY J. CROSSON, WASHINGTON, D.C.,
REPRESENTING DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA MEDICAL ASSO.
CIATION

Dr. CRossoN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen: I come here as deputy
of Dr. William Gerry Morgan, who represents the American Medical
Association, as well as the District of Columbia Medical Association,
and I have his authority to speak in his place.

In the first place, let me say, gentlemen, that this bill is supposed
to have the sanction of doctors; that it is a sort of physicians' bill.

As a matter of fact, there is not one scintilla of truth in that. I
wish to read, if you please, a letter that vill make that plain, even
to those who might te most prejudiced in favor of this measure.
This a letter from Dr. William C. Woodward, legislative counsel,
American Medical Association, addressed to lon. Hatton W. Sum-
ners, chairman of this committee. I will read it:

AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
BUREAU OF LEGAL MEDICINE AND EDUCATION,

Chicago, Ill., January 15, 19;.Hon. HATTrON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,

House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.
Sin: I am informed that the Committee oil the Judiciary, House of Represent-

atives, will give a hearing, January 18, on H.R. 5978. A bill to amend sections
211,245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, a9 amended. The purpose of the bill seems
to be to facilitate the distribution in interstate and foreign commerce and through
the mails generally, of books and information relating to the prevention of con-
ception, and articles, instr-ments, substances, drugs, medicines, and things de-
signed, adapted, or intended for the prevention of conception, for use by five
agencies:

(1) By physicians legally licensed to practice medicine in States, Territories,
or the District of Columia.

(2) By persons acting wider the directions or prescriptions of physicians legally
licensed to practice medicine in Stata's, Territories, o: the District of Columbia.
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(3) By medical colleges legally chartered under the laws of States, Territories,
or the District of Columbia.

(4) By druggists filling prescriptions of licensed physicians; and
(5) By hospitals or clinics licensed in States, Territories, or the District of

Columbia.
To avoid any misunderstanding with reference to the sponsorship of this bill,

it may be well to have the records show that the American Medical Association
has taken no part in its preparation or in promoting its enactment.

Respectfully,
WILLIAM C. WOODWARD,

Legislative counsel.

Now, may I read the actual transcript from the proceedings of the
eighty-third annual session of the American Medical Association,
held in New Orleans, May 9-13, 1932? That is published in the
Journal of the American Medical Association, May 28, 1932, pages
1897-98:

Dr. J. D. Brook, Michigan, moved the adoption of resolutions providing for
the appointment by the President of a suitable committee on the study of birthcontrol.

The motion was seconded by Dr. Carl F. Moll, Michigan, and discusqed by
Dr. Charles E. Mongan, Massachusetts, and Dr. J. J. Van Dorslice, Illinois.

Report of reference committee on executive session.
Dr. Samuel P. Mengel, Pennsylvania, for the reference committee on executive

session, presented the following report:
"This is a controversial subject and the committee believes that it would not

be advisable at this time to inject this subject before tha profession. The com-
mittee therefore disapproves the adoption of the resolutions."

J. W. VAN DERSLICE, Chairman.
S. P. MENGEL,
ARTHUR W. BOOTH,
J. F. D. COOK.

Dr. J. W. Van Derslice, Illinois, moved, as a substitute for Dr. Brook's motion
that the recommendation of the reference committee on executive session be
adopted. The motion was seconded by Dr. John W. Hagerty, New Jersey,
after discussion by Dr. Holman Taylor, Texas.

May I now read a resolution passed unanimously by the American
Gynecological Srciety at its meeting at Stockbridge, Mass., in 1927:

Resolved, That in ts final arwy.lsis the question of birth control is essentially a
medical proble:n. The Anierica.n Gynecological Society is not sponsoring, nor
does it end -rre, the efforts of any lay organization to amend the penal code to
remove any restrictions that exist that hamper medical practice.

The Secretary of the society was instructed to file a copy of this resolution
with "every member of the committee before whom this matter will come in
Washingtoni " (See Gynecological Transactions, vol. 52, 1927.)

The American Gynecological Society has not altered this position of disap-
proval of the legislative efforts of any organization which has no authority to
speak in behalf of organized medicine.

And I desire to emphasize that the sociel1y has not altered its
position of disapproval.

I now wish to read, if you please, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen,
a telegram received from Dr. William Gerry Morgan, dated Willard,
Ohio, January 17, 1934, and addressed to Patrick Ward, National
Catholic Welfare Conference, Washington, D.C. Dr. Morgan said
in that telegram:

I learn with regret hearing on birth control bill comes up tomorrow during my
absence. Please make known to committee my continued unalterable opposition
to passage of this or any other kindred bill for following reasons, to-wit: First
the destructive degrading influence of it on the youth of both sexes of our land.
Secondly, the inevitable and unavoidable harm that it will cause to young women
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through methods and practices which would be legalized and which would resIt
in many cases in profound pelvic disturbances and disease, ill health, and misery.
This bill can confer no benefits on human beings. It will not slow down, impede
or prevent the begetting of the mental defective, the morally unfit or the phvsi.
cally incompetent. Those most likely to avail themselves will be the so-called
"intellectuals" to whom we rightfully should look for the future generations to
carry on the work of the world. It is inconceivable that the great and wise law.
makers of our fair country will be so deceived by the fallaceous arguments of the
proponents of this vicious bill as to lose sight of their sacred and inescapable
duty to their children and children's children as to be led to make it the law of
the land. I regret more than I can express that on account of an enforced
journey to the Middle West I am prevented from attending this hearing to
supplement the arguments against this destructive bill which I have offered at
previous similar hearings. WILLIAM GERRY MORGAN, M.D.,

Secretary General of American College of Physicians.

Now, gentlemen, your time is very much crowded, and I am going
to ask your indulgence while I touch on just two points that have
been very much stressed by these not very well-informed people:

First, as to tuberculosis. Picture, if you please, the woman of 2 or 3
months' pregnancy, who has a definite lesion of tuberculosis-a
tuberculous lesion: What are you going to do with her? What will
happen to that child? What will ha ppen to the mother?
It is very well recognized that at the present time that due to the

increase and better condition of metabolism, that the average woman
will do better in her pre nancy than she did before. So far as the child
is concerned, congenitaf tuberculosis-but may I read from Cecil? I
looked this over last night; it is in the edition of 1934, if you please:

Congenital tuberculosis infection is so exceedingly rare as to be inconsequential.

And there, I think, you have the answer summed up in a few words'
to the "sob story "--one of the great teachers of the birth controllist.

Now, as to mental conditions: Gentlemen, remember, in all of this
talk, very much of it issuing from the womb of ignorance, only 5 per-
cent of our atypical children are the fruits of either one or two atypical
or incompetent mentalities of mothers and fathers. Please mark that.
That is not generally understood.

It should be understood also that every man in this room, every
woman in this room, carrying the genes, the genes being heriditary
characters, carries the genes of insanity. Why more are not insane
we do not know. But the vast bulk, 95 percent of atypical and
retarded mentalities, are the fruits of perfectly normal men and
women.

Now, let me reiterate again, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is not a
physicians' bill. The physicians of the country are opposed to it.
And we are not inarticulate. We are pretty well organized. We
have our local, our municipal, our State and our national bodies.
The American Medical Association has always done a great deal, so
far as the health of the community is concerned, and will continue to
do so, I am sure, to the end.

If you will turn your minds back to your own family physician, I
wonder if any of you, outside of your own immediate family, have
fond recollection or a greater sense of gratitude to anybody than to
the gentleman who came in and took care of you when you started
your hours of trouble.

Gentlemen, I thank you.
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Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to introduce now Mrs.
Rheta McGoldrick, of Brooklyn, N.Y., who speaks for the Interna-
tional Federation of Catholic Alumnae.

STATEMENT OF MRS. THOMAS L. McGOLDRICK, BROOKLYN, N.Y.,
REPRESENTING INTERNATION ".L FEDERATION OF CATHOLIC
ALUMNAE

Mrs. McGOLDRICK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Judiciary
-Committee, it is my privilege to represent here today the International
Federation of Catholic Alumnae, an organization made up of more
than 100,000 high-school and college graduates; also the students and
members of the faculties in more than 550 schools. As we have on
many previous occasions, we wish formally to register our objection
and to deplore the type of legislation we are considering, H.R. 5978
which, if it were to be adopted would open the mails to an increased
flood-of contraceptives and loose literature.

In the short time that I may have before you on this important
matter, I shall limit myself very sharply to a few major points con-
sidered from the woman's angle. First, may I say that I am the
mother of five children and the wife of a doctor who is chief of staff
in two great New York hospitals. That places us somewhat pro-
fessionally on the firing line. We are in a position to see and hear
much of the background of the birth-control racket and to know that
the medical profession with all of the expensive social agencies ready
to help the needy and the suffering, that the pitiful, needy cases
claimed to be in dire need of contraceptive information may'not be
as many as you are led to believe. That is particularly true now that
the law is being openly violated everywhere by commercial agencies
and private ones distributing wholesale information through the
mails and through the press. Sometimes, I wonder if there is anyone
left who needs to be told much more about it.

The majority of the medical profession believes that if there is any
necessary legislation in all of this, then that should be left for the
doctors to decide and not be ruled for them by a group of lay people
whose enormous business interests involved raise a nice ethical point.

That the country is flooded with birth-control information and all
varieties of contraceptions there is no question. Druggists display
whole windowfuls, all unboxed, and offer leaflets containing ful
details and diagrams. This occurs usually in those stores that aiu
near great high schools, and there is also no question that the students
.are the bait. Wednesday of this week one of my sons brought home
to me a handful of leaflets full of sex detail enough to arouse the
.curiosity and passion of any boy. These, badly worded, glaringly
vulgar, were being distributed to the boys on the subway station
platform as the hundreds of boys were leaving school. In some of
.these drug stores small-sized match boxes are left freely on the
-counters. These advertise the current sale of all kinds of contra-
-ceptives. You take home the box with your cigarettes.

Gentlemen, there is all of the literature in the world that you ma1
care to see that has come in my mails. Some of it has been a -
dressed to my children. My small 10-year-old daughter whose name
is the same as mine has frequently received letters and illustrated
folders advertising and describing contraceptive jellies and capsules.
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These come to her as Miss McGoldrick, and she thinks she has e
prize when the mail man gives her an envelop.

Much material has come to my attention through other people
who are as annoyed as I at the vile circularization of our youth.
Many have helped me to build up definite evidence for just suh an.
occasion as this.

There is another point in all of this that I think should be considered.
by legislators before a decision is arrived at. Before, I used the
word "racket." I use it again with emphasis, for birth control has
entered the big business class in this country. It must require a
lot of money to support the activity of its propaganda to the extrava-
gant extent to which it is carried. What is the official connection
with all of this propaganda and the more than 300 manufacturers
turning out a contraceptive item in millions a month?

Doyou gentlemen know that the average profit on one item ranges
from 100 to 300 percent? I have brought you some wholesale drug-
gists' figures on tis phase of it and can readily secure all the literature
on this that you may request. It will all be dated 1933.

Do you know, too, that there is at present a chain of slot machines
on nearly all public highways where in sandwich stands, garages, pool
rooms, and small stationery stores you may drop in your dime, as if
you were buying peanuts, and receive your contraceptive neatly and
lightly encased in cellophane?

We do not have to go farther than such far-reaching periodicals as
the Woman's Home Companion and the Ladies Home Journal, or our
largest cities' papers to come upon whole page ads by the Lehn and
Fink druggists; and the ads for Lysol. You have seen them probably,
as we all have. All of this, gentlemen, must include details that a
refined woman shrinks from.

But there is a question that has to be asked. In the ads, a large
sized picture shows a tearful, but not a poor looking, mother. Behind
her head, on the wall is a huge calendar on which the dates are marked
off conspicuously. She has evidently passed her time. The Lysol
uses are then described. They leave nothing to the imagination.
Leaflets are sent free on request. Who is protecting these great,
rich corporations? And do we need any further freedom of the
mails if all of this is bein done on so wide open a scale?

We are accused as Catholics of being opposed to this kind of thing
on religious grounds. • Of course we are, and definitely proud of it.
But there is another consideration. We are very definitely opposed
to it os intelligent American citizens. There is no organization in the
world more generous and tender in its volunteer charities and its
willingness to help the suffering than the Catholic Church. And
when those of us concerned come here as we have come today, it is
without salary or expense account. I

Gentlemen, the press of the country is awakening to the enormous
cash transactions that are going on in birth-control utilities. It is the
comment of the non-Catholic press that I have brought to you for
your record and convenience. The most pertinent one is the New
Republic of a week ago. I need not tell you that this is not a religious
periodical of any kind. Its leading article is entitled "Birth Con-
trol's Business Blaby", and it speaks in unvarnished language of the
peddling of these articles, the wide open use of the mails. Among
other interesting items the writer states that a recent survey in
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Florida showed that "prophylactics", a stock name by the way, were
being sold in more than 376 places besides the drug stores, and then
makes this delightful and unanswerable observation:

The supporters of birth-control meeting in Washington find themselves in a
paradoxical position. They are obliged at one and the same to advocate birth
control, but are obliged to warn the public of the flood of contraceptives being
peddled over the country. Indeed the present situation is an amazing one.
There are Federal laws against this kind of thing and individual State laws.
But nevertheless, there is a thriving and extensive business being done in every
variety of contraceptive.

Yesterday we heard one of the proponents say that morality is not
the issue; that much of that is superstition-a fine statement to
make in these halls of America's finest tradition. Morality is very
much at stake. It is the major issue, especially when one considers
that Senator Copeland said last yepr we spent $15,000,000,000 trying
to control vice.

Another witness told us of the success of birth control in 11olland,
England, and France and announced that there was less immorality
there than here. There has been a great deal of loose talking on all
of this, gentlemen, and not enough presented facts.

Little Holland, for instance, small and crowded, adopted birth
.control as a national expedient. That was more than 10 years ago.
Proponents of birth control have pointed out Holland as the noble
experiment. At meetings such as this they do not tell you the other
side of the story. You have not been informed how stricken Holland
became; how she rescinded her law because of the shocking drop in
the birth rate, the increase in venereal disease and general promiscuity,
immorality and prostitution. Contraceptives there could be pur-
chased in any dry goods store. But not now. Thoughtful leaders
of the country amended the law in an effort to save their country
from the cancer at its heart. These facts are in print, gentlemen.
They are not new and they are available. I shall be glad to send you
Holland's law.

France and England are knowing the same thing. Our own United
States is knowing it. May I hand you at this time our own Depart-
ment of Agriculture's finding for this year on the population prospect?
It says that 10 to 12 years ago the yearly inereta e in population in
this Nation was about 2,000,000. Now; it is less than 1,000,000.
There are not enough children being born to maintain the present
population. In this year there will be 600,000 fewer children than in
1921.

This statement was made by Dr. 0. E. Baker, senior agricultural
,economist, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture. It is, of course, unanswerable. I should like
to have his statement incorporated in the record.

But, of course, gentlemen, the statement before us is one of moraitv
and decent citizenship aad it is the very grave question of the debt
that we owe to the youth of this Nation. We cannot legislate against
the great majority for the sufferin-g minority. As a nation we arespending hundreds of. millions of Joilars for the intelligent care of

the sick and the suffering. That is the constructive way to go about
it.

Let us, in the higher motive, be builders, not destroyers. Surely
as a nation of fine tradition we arc strong enough to uphold morality,
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respect restraint, see the need fo- decent continency. There is no
answer to the question that it is oar job to do everything within our
power to prevent license and proniiicuity among our boys and girls.

The passing of this amendment would be to encourage the Wider
dissemination of that information that would be a blight and a curse
upon the younger generation of this Nation. For the 1,000,000
letters of endorsement claimed by the proponents to have been
received in this year, millions of right-thinking persons in this coun-
try-not only tie 20,000,000 Catholics in its population- would rise
in bitter indignation.

Thank you for your attention, gentlemen. We feel sure that as
legislators with the country's good in mind that you, too, will think
rightly about it.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to introduce now Dr. Joseph
J. Mundell, professor of obstetrics, Georgetown University.

STATEMENT OF DR. JOSEPH 3. MUNDELL, PROFESSOR OF OB-
STETRICS, GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Dr. MUNDELL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, recent scientific
work has shown that during the menstrual cycle in women there is
a period of fertility and a period of sterility. The fertile period,
during which the woman may become pregnant, lasts not longer
than 9 or 10 days. This fertile period can be reckoned with almost
mathematical precision. The balance of the 28-day menstrual cycle
is sterile; it is not possible for a woman to become pregnant during
this time. Abundant clinical experience is being collected to sub-
stantiate and confirm these observations.

Granting that there are women with grave kidney, heart, at.% lung
diseases in whbom pregnancy would jeopardize their lives, we now
have available scientific medical devices that will definitely safeguard
them against pregnancy. Furthermore, mechanical and chemical
contraceptive contrivances are hazardous, because if indulged in
continually over long periods they undoubtedly mill result in chronic
or acute inflammation of the pelvic organs, which may result in
chronic invalidism, and over long periods is conducive to the devel-
opment of cancer.

And for these reasons I urge that there is no need for such legislation
as is here proposed.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you for your statement.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the next witness will

be Dr. Henry W. Cattell, an eminent pathologist and medical editor,
of Philadelphia.

STATEMENT OF DR. HENRY W. CATTELL, PATHOLOGIST AND
MEDICAL EDITOR, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Dr. CATTELL. Mr. Chairman and members of the Judiciary Coin-
inittee, and Mrs. Sanger. I have been asked to orient myself before
this committee. If any care to do so, let them look me up in Who's
Who. Or in some of the encyclopedias.

Mr. CELLER. Are you a medical doctor, sir?
Dr. CATTELL. I am a medical doctor. I have published, edited,

compiled, and written over 100 books; and those books at one time,
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were found as text books in every English-speaking medical school
of the world. The man that I most regret not being here today,
in order to tell you what he knows about contraception, icr the
American Medical Association-for he is a past president-is one
of my former students when I taught at the University of Pennsyl-
vania for 10 years. And that man is well known to Washington-
Dr. William Gerry Morgan.

I have performed thousands of autopsies. I have been the leading
medical expert in hundreds of homicide cases. I had charge of the
autopsies of the A.E.F. during the World War in the Surgeon
General's office. I have beein connected with most of the hospitals
of Philadelphia in the capacity of pathologist.

I have labeled these few thoughts that I shall now attempt to give
to this committee, "Hidden dangers of contraception."

For the first three days of this week, starting on the 15th of January
1934, the so-called "American Conference on Birth Control and
National Recovery", under the adroit and capable management of
Mrs. Sanger, has been holding its meetings and commercial exhibition
of contraceptive literature and devices at the Mayflower Hotel here
at Washington. To me it would seem that the conference was
timed and placed for the purpose of supplying propaganda, atmos-
phere, and a setting for the hearing now being held on H.R. 1942.

To you, members of the Judiciary Committee, a conference prob-
ably means a joint meeting of committees from the two branches of
Congress brought together for the purpose of adjusting differences,
of a controversial nature which have arisen in the course of legislation
between the House of Representatives and the Senate. To me a
conference does not mean a subservient and packed jury acting
under the beck and call and whim of a Mussolini, a Stalin, a Mustapha
Keinal Pasha, a Hitler, or a Mrs. Sanger, when and called together
for the specific object of furthering his or her own ulterior purposes,
of whatsoever nature these may be.

Fortunately for our own beloved country, we are still ruled by
political parties, and not by blocs, which work for their own interests
instead of for the good of the entire country. There have, however,
recently grown up from the underworld groups of racketeers, often
wielding a powerful influence, who through violence and threats of
violence levy blackmail to support their own vicious ends. But even
more dangerous than such groups to the welfare of our land are
vociferous minorities who openly break laws under which we as a
nation have grown great and niighty and when they have become
"bootleg" ask that they be repealed and new laws be placed on
National and State statute books in their stead. They would take
the "nots" out of the Ten Commandments, so that they would read:
Thou shalt covet thy neighbor's wife; thou canst now commit
adultery with safety, as we have by contraceptive methods made it
possible to prevent conception, and should this fail, the abortionist
is at your command to do his nefarious work. Horrible thought.
Do you remember the camel getting his nose into the tent? Why
not legally kill the child as in the days of King Herod if it be not
wanted?

Pray permit me to cite from my case book an actual instance of
what nonmedical practices may do, and another one showing that
continence in man is not a thing of the past.
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Case No. 1: John Doe and Sarah Hoe, who truly loved each other,
became engaged, and entered into a prenuptini agreement to have
no children for the first 7 years of their married life. In order to
have a home in which the children might be properly brought up,
they further agreed that both would keep their paid positions until
the time arrived for them to have their nrst child. Sarah prepared
her trousseau, and sought contraceptive advice, which cost her con-
siderable more money and expenditure of time than she had expected.
The operation of removal of the hymen had to be performed, so tlat
the mechanical devices for preventing pregnancy might be applied,
first by the physician and then by herself. A stock of well-circularized
chemical agents were bought, at a good price, and no doubt with a
rake-off for the physician. The contraceptive instruction, including
the showing of notion pictures to a group of those receiving contra-
ceptive advice- -the vision of this horrible picture now conies to my
mind---and they were married, the ceremony being placed in tle
menstrual cycle when pregnancy is least apt to occur and the man
armed himself with a condom. But with all these precautions, preg-
nancy occurred, and an abortion was performed, but the protective
fluids of the vagina had been so weakened by the contraceptive fluids
employed that an infection took place which caused the necessary
removal of the uterus and its appendages. Final resuit: There was
invalidism of the woman and unhappiness in their home life, and the
pleasant dreams of being parents vanished in thin air, after expending
much money before the removal of the ovaries to see if some method
might not be found to have pregnancy take place.

Case No. 2: My friend, Major Warchat, who is now over three
score years and ten of age has never drunk tea, coffee, or alcoholic
beverages, has never used tobacco in any form, and has never broken
the Seventh Commandment, a believe-it-or-not history, but lie is,
however, most inconsistent as lie knows how to make good coffee
whn his friends visit him, and at the club in pre-war (lays would
permit the people at the table to order on his account what they
pleased, while he himself drank ginger ale. Furthermore, lie raised
tobacco on his plantation. le has led an active, unmarried life,
enjoying good health, except when it is interrupted by interferences
with bodily functions not under his control, and his mental, physical.
and spiritual values seer, to be normal in every respect.

In conclusion I have formulated certain postulates which I hope
to be able to defend through thick and thin, and they are these:

First. All around physical, mental, and spiritual values in right
ways of working and living may be accomplished without coitus or
masturbation, during an entire lifetime, no matter how long this may
')e.

Second. Masturbation should not be taught by the spoken or
•1.'ritten word as a purity measure to boys having the sexual urge of
puberty in order to carry them over to marriage free from venereal
diseases a-id the company of prostitutes. Such books should not be
allowed to circulate in the United States mails by the Post Office
Department. One of these books which I purchased in a large depart-
ment store wag sent to me by mail, and with this chain of evidence
I went to the legal advisor of the Postmaster General of the last
administration, and he refused to take legal action as he did not con-
sider that he could secure a conviction. This book quotes the letter

146



BIRTH CONTROL

of a mother to her son advising the boy to masturbate shortly after
going to bed so as to give nature an opportunity to recover from the
exhaustion which follows the physical exertion, and not to postpone
the so-doing until the early morning.

Third. Many Christians using contraceptive devices with the feel-
ing that it is permitted, may even recommend in these times of
economic stress, are unaware that pot-house policies were used to
put the recommendation of some committees over which while favor-
able were never passed by the constituent 'body for which the com-
mittee was a part of the denomination to which they belong.

Lastly, having bad a wide experience as a pathologist and as a
general practitioner of medicine in my younger days, I can say with
all earnestness and truthfulness that the use of contraceptive methods
now in vogue are as harmful as those of coitus interruptus upon the
mental, nervous, and endocrine systems of the body. The mills of
the gods grind slowly but surely, and we shall hear much more in
the future not only of these irreparable damages but also of the lower-
ing of the. spiritual and moral tone of the communities in which they
are practiced.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, we present as the next witness the
Honorable Mary T. Norton, member of Congress from New Jersey.

STATEMENT OF HON. MARY T. NORTON, MEMBER OF THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM NEW JERSEY

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, for
the third time I am appearing before a Congressional Committee in
opposition to what is termed a "birth control bill." There is no neces-
sity for this law-instead of spreading information on how to prevent
childbirth, we should endeavor to instruct women how to bring happy,
healthy children into the world, for the time is fast approaching when
we shall be obliged to depend upon the countries of the old world for
future geinerations.

According to the 1930 census there are only 18 million women of
child-bearing age in this country, probably less now. Mrs. Sanger
stated inaccurately at the hearing on bill S. 4436 in 1932 that there
were 25 million. Of the 18 million recorded by the census it is esti-
mated that 3 million are naturally sterile. About 2 million are
Catholic mothers who would not resort to this easy method of shirking
responsibility and it is safe to assume another million would not seek
Mrs. Sanger's way out.

Mrs. Sanger made the statement on January 15 that she "can lay
at the door of the opponents of this movement a larger part of tlme
misery and poverty arising from the huge array of the unemployed."
What a ridiculous statement! Muny causes have been given for the
depression but this is a brand new one. Any person who believes
facts knows that unemployment is due to lack of fair and equitable
distribution of wealth and goods. Mrs. Sanger would accommodate
those responsible in a large measure for the suffering of the poor by
reducing in equally large numbers those to whom ca ital owes a large
obligation which it does not desire to fulfill. Birth control will not
solve the problem-it will aggravate it. Birth control will not reduce
poverty for it contributes nothing toward the redistribution of wealth.
It will not bring about higher birth rates in the so-called "upper
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classes" on which the birth controllers tell us the State should !argelv
depend. I resent the statement that has been made so often tlit
birth-control information is necessary for the poor. I challenge the
statement. A large percentage of the great men and women of
history were born poor and their desire to achieve greatness was
responsible for their success. Eugenics had nothing to do with it.

*Birth control will not contribute to reducing tie mentally unfit for
it is a fact that science is not able today, de.fintely (according to such
historians as the National Committee for Mental Hygiene), to distin.
guish between hereditary and nonhereditary feeble-mindedness.
Mental defiiency is found in all classes of society.

I can say in this connection that one of the most brilliant men I
ever knew, and his wife equally as brilliant, had two feeble-minded
children, and by the way, they were the only two children they had.

The declining birth rate in this country should bo regarded by
every real American as a great menace to our future developine-:t.
In 12 years our birdie rate has declined from 23.7 in 1920 to 17.4 in
1932. During the same period the death rate has decreased only
from 13 in 1920 to 10.9 in 1932. The death rate has probably
reached its lowest figure. The future tendency will bo for it to rise
in a rapidly aging population.

This means that the population of the United States is rapidly
reaching the point where it will be unable to reproduce itself. Our
ol-age group is steadily increasing and raising a new problem in the
United States. The number of children is steadily declining and the
women of child-bearing age are joining the ranks of the older people
without sufficient younger people to take their place.

In a recent survey I made of 28 married couples between the ages
'9 20 and 38 ears 8 couples had no children. This probably consti-
tutes the average of the American family.

It is estimated that the population of the United States will become
s tJbilized in probably 20 to 25 years at about 150 millions or less.
The decline thereafter will be rapid because the productive section
of thme population-and I nmean by that women of child-bearing age-
will have dwindled because of our present low-birth rate.

Authorities on this subject (Baker, Dublin, Tolka, etc.), estimate
by 'the end of this century we shall probably have a native population
considerablv under 100 'million. This, of course, will have serious
national and economic consequences apart from that which we con-
sider are fundamentally important-moral decadence. Our mental
and moral discipline has decreased in our desire for luxury. Material-
ism has taken the place of fine sensibilities and destroyed many of
our best minds. MXarriag,. anid the great privilege of bearing chililren
instead of being regarded as a sacred function is paraded and dis-
cussed without reserve; and the functions of life that should be
regarded as private and personal have become everyday conversation.
I contend that the sanctity of the home is our greatest national asset
and I plead for its preservation. This cannot be preserved if we pass
this bill. By doing so we not only destroy that which is most beautiful
in our human relations, but we shall also'be responsible for the lasting
degradation to a great country. A country that has become great
through sacrifice, faith, and idealism. Let it not be said that we have
exchanged these for a disgusting mess called birth control. Rather
let us (edicate ourselves to teaching self-control and preserve for our-
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Flves and our children a certain amount of moral discipline, some of
the endurance of our forefathers, some of the faith in God that made
it possible to'welcome one more in an already large family.

I cannot, I will not, believe that this new idea of a certain group of
twentieth century women will endure. The answer is obvious.
A thing that is absolutely contrary to the laws of nature can never
endure. This is true in the twentieth century surely as well as it has
been for the past hundreds of centuries that have given us our moral
sense, our finer feelings, and our civilization. I am stating a funda-
mental truth and therefore an everlasting one. A man-made law in
opposition to a law of nature must fail.

Can it be that these advocates of birth control wish to justify their
own desire for soft living and shirking responsibility by passing on to
their less fortunate sisters this vile information?

The arrogance of the birth-control proponents is astonishing. They
set themselves up as champions of womanhood, the enlightened people
of the country, the court of last resort. The opponents are set apart,
as the "ignorant minority." Let me say to these proponents that we
detest such canting hypocrisy.

Congress in its wisdom will think twice before it will be stampeded
into destroying the most sacred thing we have in this world today-
motherhood-proponents of birth control and legislative lobbyists
notwithstanding.

Mrs. Sanger may some time succeed in her commercial enterprise,
but if and when she does, God help the children of that age whose
beauty of mind and soul has become a sanctuary for the grossest
material calculations and contaminated by the filth carried through
the mails regarding the most profound mystery of life.

During my early fight against the eighteenth aimendnment I was
insulted many times yet lived to see the day when I was joined in that
battle by many of those who did not hesitate to voice unkind thoughts
of the early crusade against a law conceived with good intentions that
caused untold miserv to the mothers of this generation. Let not the
mothers of another generation go through tie agony of seeing their
helpless little children victims of literature delivered through tile nails
of this great country destined to destroy their innocence.

Mr. Chairman, I have been in t& - House 9 years. I have learned
to know and greatly respect my colleagues ana today have sufficient
faith in them to believe that they will think seriously about the pro-
visions of this dangerous bill. Many of you have children of your
own. Will you vote for a bill that may eventually destroy the peace
and happiness of those children? I think not.' You know and I
know that it is loaded with dynamite; dynamite that in the years to
come, when we have gone to tihe great beyond to give account of our
stewardship, may be the means by which a great Nation was destroyed.
I know you will think much of what you are called upon to do when
this bill is discussed in committee, and may God direct you then to
do that which is right and for the best interests of a country that is
great and powerful because of the sacrifice and faith of our old-
fashioned mothers. Their greatest joy was experienced with their
children- poor they were, as things are counted today, but rich in
love and devotion, and many f them lived to see their ambitions
fulfilled in their children-ir t.!_e contribution made through their
sacrifice by these children to a beloved country.
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I am perfectly satisfied to leave this matter in your hands. I know-
it will be dealt with properly.

May I include in the record, Mr. Chairman, some telegrams and.
letters that I have received from representatives, one the chairman
of the committee on legislation, Mount Carmel Guild, Diocese of
Newark, N.J., and another from the Alliance of Catholic Women,.
from Philadelphia, Pa.

The CHAIRMAN. They may be inclu-'zd.
Pinu ADELPHIA, PA., January 17, 1934.Hon. Mus. NORTON,

House of Represerdatives, Wuashington, D.C.:
Alliance of Catholic Women, representing over 100,000 Catholic women of the

Archdiocese of Philadelphia, strongly protest against the passage of the bill, con.
traceptive permitting the information through the United States mails or other-
wise broadcast relation to the bill on birth control. Please present this protest
to the committee in charge and use your influence against said bill.

ALLIANCE OP CATHOLIC WOMEN,
MRS. SYLVESTER A. LOWERY, President.

MOUNT CARMEL GUILD,
Jersey City. N.J., January 16, 1934.Hon. MARY T1. NORTON,

House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.
My DEAR MADAM: The 120,000 Catholic women, members of the Mount

Carmel Guild of the Diocese of Newark, N.J., desire to record their protest against
the passage of House Bill Ko. 5978, introduced by Mr. Pierce, of Oregon, and
known as tke "Birth control bill."

A public hearing on the bill is scheduled for Thursday, January 18, in Washing-
ton.

The members of the Mount Carmel Guild request that you use your influence
against the passage of the bill.

Respectfully yours, (Miss) M. V. SHANLEY,

Chairman Committee on Legislation,
Mount Carmel Guild, Diocese of Newark, N.J.-

Mrs. NORTON. Thank you, gentlemen.
Mr. BURTON. 'Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be Dr. John-

A. Ryan, professor of industrial ethics, Catholic University of
America.

STATEMENT OF DR. JOHN A. RYAN, PROFESSOR OF INDUSTRIAL
ETHICS, CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA

Dr. RYANJ. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. Those who advocate'
the bill which we are discussing here pbviously have reasons for so
doing, but I notice that there has been a shift in the emphasis in
their argument froni the individual to social grounds. At most
hearings previously, the plight of the individual, the individual
mother, and the individual family was stressed, and the necessity
therefore of bringing contraceptive methods and information to
such a person.

But this year it seems that the emphasis is upon social considera-
tions. It is asserted that the bill is necessary, and the information
which it. provides for should be available in order to prevent an
increase in the children of destitute parents, because the burden of
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destitution among children is very great, and this would be one
method of lessening that burden upon society.

I shall have a word or two to say about the efficacy and the justice
,of that proposal a little later, but first I want to call attention to
another social consideration which seems to be entirely ignored by
the advocates of this bill.

That is the consideration which is involved in the fact-it is
notorious to everyone who takes an intelligent interest in this
subject of population-of our declining birthrate.

Here are some brief statements of the figures. From the end of
1921 to the end of 1932, 11 years, the birth rate in the United States
declined from 24.2 per thousand to 17.6 per thousand. That is a
decline of 27.3 percent, or an average of 232 percent a year. Probably
that average was maintained in the year which has just closed, so
that now we can say the birth rate has declined 30 percent in 12
years. The decline has been continuous, each year showing a lower
birth rate than the preceding year.

In cities of more than 100,000 there is now a 25-percent shortage
of children; that is, the number of children is less by 25 percent than
is necessary to keep those cities just stationary; and in some cities
the deficiency is greater.

The number of children under 5 years of age recorded in the 1930
census, for the first time in our history, was less than at the beginning
of the decade. There were some 130,000 less children under 5 years
of age in 1930 than in 1920. So there is a 13J-percent drop in that
part of the population.

At the same time, as might have been expected, there was an in
crease of 13 percent of population over 55 years of age. So that we
are gradually becoming a nation of old men and women.

It is assumed that the population will become stationary between
1945 and 1960, and when that occurs the decline in population is not
far off, because an average number of children per family of 3% is
necessary to keep the population just stationary, and if the population
has not maintained that ratio up to, let's say, 1960, there is no ground
for believing it is going to suddenly increase.

Now, I want to call attention to this very disturbing phenomenon.
Mr. Henry A. Wallace, Secretary of Agriculture, speaking before the
American County Life Association, has referred to the fact that "the
evidence is considerable that the population of Great Britain will
become stationary within a decade and Nill then begin to decline."
"I am persuaded," he said, "to accept that estimate, for I know it is
scientific as any estimi .i can be." A stationary population in
Great Britain of course has significance for the American farmer, for
Great Britain has been the principal foreign market for our farm
products.

I will mention a little discussion we had in the conference of the
Peace Society the other day. A professor from the University of
Chicago contended that the reason we are unable to sell as much of
our agricultural production abroad as we were formerly, is because
of our own tariff and other tariffs. But I say the main reason is
this, the market is not only Great Britain, but all of Western Europe
for our agricultural products or any other product, has greatly
declined, owing to the decline in the birth rate and in the population.
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"It is unquestionably true today," Secretary Wallace states
further, "that there are not enough children being born in northern
and western Europe to maintain perinanently the present population."

This reversal of our population trend and our rapidly decreasing
birth rate, Secretary Wallace points out, is due to "the scientific
knowledge which enables us, to control the reproduction of the race."
He, of course, refers to contraceptive praeices.

I don't think there is any doubt that, in the mind of any observer,
that the main cause for the decline in the birth rate is the use of those
methods which are advocated and which are to be provided for in this
bill.

I have heard Dr. Kncyzinsky, one of the greatest students of this
subject, discuss this question, and 1-e said a few years ago that without
any question, not only with regard to the United States, but with
regard to Europe, the future belongs to the Slovakian race, because
they are the only ones that are not reducing their birth rate to a
dangerous extent.

Father Coughlin I believe said yesterday the Anglo-Saxons won't
be here after a while. He and I are the same kind of Anglo-Saxons
as Schneider, the butcher, Levinski the clothier, or O'Leary the
contractor; at any rate we wont' be here very long.

Secretary Wallace further said,
The outlook for the exports of American fe-ni products to Europe becomes

even less rosy thati at present-there is the prospect jf fewer mouths to foed-
European nations with declining populations will be inclined to continue restric-
tions on importations of farm products to protect their peasant classes.

Dr. Louis I. Dublin, probably the greatest American authority on
population, after recounting the dangers that I have summarized in
statistical form, says:

In the light of this situation we can see how misdirected at this time is the
propaganda for birth control which is so active all over the country. Its advocates
seem altogether.to have missed the true state of affairs in our national economy.

I say, if they have not missed it, they have ignored it, and that
question has not been faced by either one of them either at their
recent convention or at these hearings.

Dr. Dublin further says:
They have certainly erred in their assumption of a too-rapid increase in our

numbers and of a crowding on our natural resources. I Am confident that they
have based their recommendations on an emotional reaction and not on a careful
scientific analysis of the facts. Nor do they appear to realize that even now the
practice of contraception is very widespread. There is no other reasonable way
to explain the rapid decline in the birth rate in recent decades ... Yet certain
persons seem to look upon birth control as a new force which need only be generally
applied to solve most of our present day troubles. * * *. What makes it
most unfortunate is its practice especially among those who need it least.

More recently Dr. Dublin has said:
The birth-control movement will have much to answer for unless it can square

its account with the American people by emphasizing at this very time the need
o! correctives of its own activities in earlier years. It has placed bundles of

dynamite all over the country. It is now high time that it began to bring back,
or at least to remove, the fuses.

Then I would like to quote Dr. 0. E. Baker, the chief agricultural
economist of the United States Department of Agriculture. He
says:

152 BIRTH CONTROL



BIRTH CONTROL

The progress in agricultural technique tends to increase production of farm
products, while the decline in numbers of births tends to decrease consumption.
The problem is how to control the use of the land so that production will be
continuously adjusted to consumption. Although advances in agricultural
technique are ecomonically desirable, the social consequences of a decreasing
farm population will be serious.

The crop area of the United States has been declining and in 1931
was the smallest in many years. Where this acreage has been cor
tracting the consequence is that a large proportion of the young people
have left the farms.

Dr. Baker further proceeds to state:
Continued decrease in the proportion of the Nation's population that is rural,

which is almost certain to accompany progress in agricultural technique unless
part time farming increases rapidly, will therefore tend to diminish the number of
births in the nation. A further decline in births as great as that from 1925 to
1930, unless counterbalanced ny immigrants, will involve a declining national
population a few decades hence.

Speaking before the Association of American Geographers at the
end of 1932, this same authority said:

It seems to he assumed * * * that a decreasing population would result
in a higher standard of living because of the tendency to concentrate agricultural
production on the better lands, mineral production on the better deposits, and
industrial production in the more efficient factories. It is my opinion that these
hopes, with reference to the United States, will prove illusory, particularly if the
decline in population is rapid. Vacant houses, vacant storerooms, idle factories,
abandoned farms will tend to lower rents and interest returns and thereby tenpo-
rarily l.wer the cost of living, but the lessened return to capital is likely to depress
gradually the spirit of enterprise, and may well lead to increasing dependence
upon government * * *. The decreasing number of children will probably
dimiish the incentive for saving * * *. Vacant buildings and abandoned
lands are likely also to exert a depressing psychological influence. The greatly
increased proportion of old people may have, likewise, a depressing effect.

Incidentally, it wi!l make the old-age pensions much more necessary
and much more costly.

1 would hate to be in the real-estate business in any city from now
or.. Of course, there will be income from commissions, but there will
be no more big real-estate developments, because the people will not
be there.

I venture to preduct that there will be no material increase in the
population of any except a few of the largest cities from now on. So
what is going to happen to the real-estate business? What is going to
happen also to the construction industry?

We are told that recovery is lagging because the construction in-
dustry is not picking up. What is to make it pick up? Where i- the
construction industry going to find work to do? Do we want any more
office buildings, any more hotels, or high-grade apartment houses?

This city is typical fairly of all of the larger cities, and we don't
want any more. The only future for building would be in the field of
housing a great slum-clearing enterprise; the replacement of the pres-
ent insanitary and inadequate dwellings by good houses would, of
course, give a boost to the construction industry; but we are not going
to have that immediately.

The steel industry, I venture will never again in our lifetime reach
the point it reached in 1929. Mere is it going to find the market?
Automobiles? Yes; they will be fairly constant. Railroads? No
more, except a few for replacement. Office buildings, and big
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buildings generally, will not be there for them. So I believe we will
have to bid good-bye to steel as an index to business activity.

I have some quotations here from Dr. Hirsch, of Geneva, but they
are to the same effect as to the decline of population, and I will onut
them.

If I may take a minute or two to summarize the situation with
reference to this bill, you are asked to pass this bill in order to make
birth-control knowledge available to the poor so they will have fewer
children, and the drain on our relief through the Government agencies
will be smaller; in return for the relief they have had, they owe to the
Government the duty of restricting their familie-.

I protest against that theory. That is Toryism. That is the
belief that society, which means we, the more fortunate classes, and
the rich classes, have a right to determine all policies, and we will
put on them the burden of lessening their families.

We have in this country an abundance of resources to provide a
much richer and higher life for all of the population if we could only
get it organized. It is unorganized because society is not organized
properly, and the blame is there, and should be kept there, und not
thrown on these unfortunate persons.

This line of argument tends to divert the people from the real
causes of maladjustment, and these are failures on the part of society.

Finally, as regards the problem of recovery, the idea that this
bill will have any effect on recovery I think is fantastic. If we
are not well on the way to recovery from this depression by the time
any considerable number of children could be born, after the enact-
ment of this bill, then we better get ready for something else in the
social order, or a social revolution. That is utterly irrelevant to the
whole question. We simply cannot-those who believe as I do-sub-
scribe to the idea tat the poor are to be made responsible for their
plight, and instead of getting justice from the Government and a
more rational social order, they are to be required to reduce tweir
numbers. I repeat that is Toryism.

The idea of the people who believe they ought to regulate the life
of others for the good of others, and their object in pressing this bill
is the prestige which the cause of birth control would derive from this
act of the National Legislature repealing the existing laws. Certainly
the advocates of the bill cannot have any idea that through the opera-
tion of the bill and things following the repeal of this act, that the
number of the poor is going to be reduced very greatly in any reason-
able space of time. I thank you, gentlemen.

Mr. BuwroN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to present Canon William
Sheafe Chase, of the International Reform Federation.

STATEMENT OF CANON WILLIAM SHEAFE CHASE OF THE INTER.-
NATIONAL REFORM FEDERATION, 134 CONSTITUTION AVENUE,
NE., WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. CHASE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I
would like permission to file a paper I have prepared, and to disregard
the paper, in order to keep within the limits of time.

The introducer of this bill said that one of the reasons for its
passage was that- the laws which are proposed to be amended are
unenforceable. The outstanding characteristic of America, and the
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principal cause of the depression, as I see it, is the increasing lawless-
ness of America.

If we can enforce our laws, there would be a stable standard of
money, there would be an equal distribution under justice and law.
As conditions are today the unenforceability of most of the criminal
laws is what causes trouble.

Your remedy is not to yield to the law breakers, we will get into
endless lawlessness, and we can't amend our laws by starting a series
of lawlessness and nullification.

As I see it, gentlemen, this law that is now before you is loosely
drawn with the idea of not being enforced, even in this amendmerts,
and I would like to object to the passage of this law because I think
the principal duty of Co6ngress is to make the present criminal laws, all
of them, enforceable by the purification of that political system which
is etting the graft out of the violation of law.

It is the duty of Congress, as I see it, to find out why these laws
which are on this statute book are not being enforced.

When laws are not being generally enforced, it means there is
graft, and it is the duty of Congress to take such action as will purify
our system and make it possible to enforce our laws. That is the
primary thing for our recovery. We cannot have recovery unless
we can have obedience to the laws of our Republic. That is fun-
damental.

If -an investigation is had why these laws are being violated, you
will find where they are generally and largely violated, there is a
system of graft which should be exposed and punished.

My objection to this bill is because of its reflection upon manhood.
The idea is that man cannot control his passion, and that you must
do something to please the man, give him his brutality, let him work
his lowest and do as he wants, no matter how much the woman may
suffer. So in order to protect the woman from the brute of the man
these contraceptives are introduced.

My objection to the bill is because it ignores the spiritual need of
man and woman. We are not merely animals, we are minds, we
are spirits and souls, and the assumption of the bill is that we are
simply animals, and that we cannot be pure, that we cannot let our
minds and souls dominate our human e-dstence. This is a reflection
upon manhood.

Particularly will men act as brutes if the general opinion is they
are brutes. They will act in accordance with the teaching of this
birth-control proposition. You cannot expect a man to be agentle-
man, therefore you will make it safe for him to be a brute. That is
the fundamental thing behind this legislation.

The legislation is loosely drawn because it does not provide proper
protection. We are told here today that it is to be put in the hands
of a physician, but there is no protection against physicians who are
simply commercial agents. The bill allows him to appoint an indi-
vidual who is not a physician. The bill allows what amounts to a
fake clinic, a fake hospital, a fake medical school. There is no pro-
vision in the bill against the violation which is almost certaiD under
this situation to have an influence.

I oppose this bill because it has been here represented that the
Lambeth Conference which represents the Church of England and
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the Protestant Episcopal Church of the World, as having considered
this and as having advocated the birth-control philosophy.

I have here and will file the resolutions which protest against the
advertising of birth-control articles. This is one of the provisions in
the bill that is not prevented. There is nothing in this bill that
prevents widespread advertising of the birth-control agencies and
instruments.

Here is resolution no. 15 passed by the Lambeth Conference, which
says the following:

Where there is a clearly felt moral obligation to limit or avoid parenthood,
the method must be decided on Christian principles. The primary and obvious
method is complete abstinence from intercourse (as far as may be necessary)
in a life of discipline and selfcontrol lived in the power of the Holy Spirit. Never.
theless in those cases where there is such a clearly felt moral obligation to limit
or avoid parenthood, and where there is a morally sound reason for avoiding
complete abstinence, the conference agrees that other methods may be used,
provided that this is done in the light of the same Christian principles. The
conference records its strong condemnation of the use of any methods of con.
caption control from motives of selfishness, luxury, or mere convenience.

Resolution 17 is as follows:
While the conference admits that economic conditions are a serious factor

in the situation, it condemns the propaganda which treats conception control
as a way of meeting those unsatisfactory social and economic conditions which
ought to be changed by the influence of Christian public opinion.

This is resolution no. 18:
Sexual intercourse between persons who are not legally married is a grievous

sin. The use of contraceptives does not remove the sin. In view of the wide.
spread and increasing use of contraceptives among the unmarried and the ex-
tension of irregular unions owing to the diminution of any fear of consequences,
the conference presses for legislation forbidding the exposure for sale and the
unrestricted advertisement of contraceptives, and placing definite restrictions
upon their purchase.

Gentlemen, the issue before us is a questionn of spiritual education.
Sex was given us as the chief influence for education. Soul education
is secured by selfdiscipline, selfcontrol. And those principles of
social relationship are the guides which make Christian life possible.

I object to the passage of this bill because it does not meet the
needs of today; it is contrary to the principles of our public life as
needed today. We need enforcement of the law, and this will inter-
fere with the enforcement of the law.

The last point I want to make is this. In 1876, because most of
the States had legislation which forbid the contraceptives-I think
all but one-the United States came to the rescue and passed these
Federal acts to protect the States in the enforcement of their laws.
To amend this Federal law at this time would be an act against
every State in the Union. The United States should come to act
as a protector of the legislation of the different States.

If this act passes it will go throughout the world that the United
States has stood for this principle of Itrth control and it will make
practically unenforceable the laws of all the 48 States.

Do vou not realize how, instead of helping the enforcement of law,
vou wI do the one thing that will make the enforcement of law an
impossibilitv?

The one thing about which the birth-control people say nothing is
the boys and girls, those that are in the hi-,'h schools. It was asked
yesterday what protection was there for tMe boys and girls. They
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ignored that question, because the principal injury of this bill leads
to the boys and girls of America. We do not care what will happen
to the old fellowslike myself, but the whole future of America depends
on the boys and girls; and here is a bill which is made to get business
from those boys and girls.

Will this Congress stand for this? I don't believe so.
The CHAIRMAN. We have now reached the hour of 12 o'clock, and

members of the committee have something to attend to during the
noon hour. If there is no objection, we will stand adjourned until
2 o'clock. We have permission to meet here this afternoon, and there
will be remaining a little more than an hour and a half, I believe.

(Whei'cupon a recess was taken until 2 o'clock this afternoon.)
(The committee met at 2 p.m., pursuant to adjournment.)
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to introduce as the first witnez s

the Rev. Thomas E. Boorde, president of the Christian-Baptist
Ministerial Conference, member of the home missions board, Southe n
Baptist Convention.-

STATEMENT OF REV. THOMAS E. BOORDE, PRESIDENT OF THE
CHRISTIAN-BAPTIST MINISTERIAL CONFERENCE AND MEMBER
OF THE HOME MISSIONS BOARD, SOUTHERN BAPTIST CON-
VENTION

Mr. BOOnDE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee:
Some folks talk better when they are sitting, some when they are
lying and some when they are standing. 'My habit is to stand, and if
I mav exercise that privilege, I will do so, standing while I talk and
trying not to lie.

As it is the first time I have had the honor of appeaing before you,
I trust you will permit me to say just a few words self-introductory.
It is only in the capacity of a private citizen exercising his constitu-
tional liberties that I come. I have not the honor of being the repre-
sentative of any society, organization, or church body. Yet I believe
in the God of our fathers, and the Blessed Old Book, the spirit of
which was their guiding star.

My belief and understanding of that book, and my interpretation
of its truths permits me to align myself with the people called Baptists.
While not appearing as the representative of any organization, at the
same time, my associates have trusted me to fill various offices with
them, and entrusted me with some degree of responsibility. Locally
I have the honor of being a pastor, and at the same time the president
of the conference composed of the pastors of both the Disciple, or
Christian, and Baptist Churches. In a wider sphere it is my privilege
and blessing to be a member of the home mission board of the Southern
Baptist Convention. This board endeavors to assist in solving the
problems and guiding the activities of nearly 4,000,000 of American
citizens in thenr effort to elevate the standards, and better the con-
ditions of our fellow citizens of every strata of society, of every race
and every color.

It is not my intention, nor have I the ability regardless of intention,
to discuss this matter from the standpoint of the physician, or any
other class of scientists. But, Mr. Chairman, neither am I going to
refer to specific instances as evidence. Many could be indicated in
support of either side of the proposition, but as one of the distin-
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puished speakers yesterday said, there are broad basic principles
involved. It is to these basic principles to which I shall confine
myself.

Mr. Chairman, I speak in behalf of those thousands upon thousands
of citizens who, believing in the counsels of the Old Book, have as yet
had no opportunity to speak for themselves.

Blackstone says:
No legislature has the power to abridge or destroy natural rights unless the

owner himself commit some act that amounts to a forfeiture.

Froud, a distinguished English writer, says:
Our human laws are but a copy, more or less, imperfect, of the eternal laws so

far as we can read them.

The United States Supreme Court said:
No legislature can bargain away the public health or the public morals. The

U people themselves cannot do it, much less their servants. (Stone v. Miss., 101
.S. Rept. 25-33.)

While not reflecting upon the morals or the motives of the pro-
ponents of this bill, yet it is with this phase I am the most interested
as a citizen.

My protest against this bill is:
First, because it is wrong in principle;
Second, because it will be dangerous in application as a policy of

government; and
Third, because it is at total variance with the purposes of those

whose efforts brought forth this nation and the Constitution of the
United States, it is fundamentally unsound and unpatriotic in the
true sense of the word patriotism.

It is wrong in principle because it is at variance with the ideals and
ideas of family and home as we understand them. The only instance
of birth control I find in the Word of God, crude though it was, and
he who practiced it felt he had justifiable reason for it, was punished
by divine judgment (Gen. 38-9). It was with amazement that I
heard one of the proponents of the bill assert that the poetic expression
of love as manifest in the intimate relationship of the sexes, and not
the .divine desire for offspring, was that for which God created them
male and female.

It will be, and has been detrimental in application. We will be
traveling the road of ancient Rome toward that state, too much of
which is already true, where as one able writer said, the word "Wife"
was asian old shoe, to put on and take off at will. The practice of birth
control withi them led to a sorry state even as of Sodom and Gomorrah.
See their condition as described in the book of Romans, first chapter,
verses 22 to 32. The general advocacy of the prophylactic treatment
among our service men during the Wdrld War seemed justified by
the emergency we were confronting, but it is my deep conviction
supported by observation and knowledge, that the wave of juvenile
crime and delinquency is part of the judgment for the manner in
which information was given. Too little effort was made to convince
of the crime against the body and soul.

It is not patriotic in the true sense of the word. The midshipmen
at Annapolis were asked to define patriotism. One gave this reply,
or words to this effect:
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Patriotism is the love of honor above all other things. Patriotism, as love of
country implies love of honor first. No true patriotism demands the sacrifice of
honor. Therefore, patriotism is the love of home and all that home contains;
patriotism is the love of all that is good, and right, and beautiful; therefore
patriotism is the love of God and a life in His service.

Vell did the Admiral, Wade Hampton, say it was the noblest
definition of patriotism he had ever heard.

Gentlemen, as I sat and listened to the arguments of the proponents
of this bill, both in their convention at the Mayflower Hotel in this
city and before your Honorable Committee, yesterday, I heard so
m ch about the wage question, large families with little wage, why
those who were more prosperous should be taxed to assist the de-
pendent children of others, why should the man, for instance, who
paid $3,200 taxes have to assist in supporting the children of the
Italian down the street, and so forth. And most striking of all is
the attaching this thing to the recovery program with which you
gentlemen and your colleagues will have to struggle so strenuously,
you have my sympathies, reveals the emphasis they -inwittingly
place on this subject.

It is a wrong emphasis. Had the 12,000,000, more or less, of
unemployed never been born there would be no less suffering in
proportion than now. Should there be the well regulated families
they would seem to guarantee, and properly spaced, with the same
spint of avarice and greed, cunning and craftiness, uncurbed, there
will be the same proportion of suffering 25 or 100 years hence. The
thing tie Government can do to assist the unemployed, to educate
the clhldren, to minister to the suffering so rampant and manifest, is
to assist in the distribution of the abundance of the products of the
soil and the factory. By a proper distribution of these all can be
provided for, and that adequately.

Let us have even less law and more of the Ten Commandments.
Even less law and more of the principles of the Sermon on the Mount.
Let us be less interested in the profits of gold and more interested in
the prophets of God.

Thank you.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I next introduce Mr. Henry L.

Caravb; , representing the National Council of Catholic Men.
The CHAIRMAN. Will you please.have the witnesses indicate where

they live?
Mr. BURTON. Residing in Washington at this time.

STATEMENT OF MR. HENRY L. CARAVATI, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY,
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC MEN

Mr. CARAVATI. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
many of the speakers representing the,proponents of this bill have
placed particular emphasis upon the size of their families, therefore
I would like to preface the reading of this protest by saying I am 32
years of age, the father of 6 happy, healthy children; the husband of
a wife 31 years of age who enjoys the very best of health and who
apparently is very well pleased with her situation in life.

I appear before you as the executive secretary of the National
Council of Catholic Men, the men's branch of the lay organizations
department of the National Catholic Welfare Conference.
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The National Council of Catholic Men is a federation of Catholic
lay societies throughout the country. Its membership is made up of
9 national Catholic organizations, as follows:

American Lithianian Roman Catholic Federation
St. Vincent de Paul Superior Council
First Catholic Slovak Union
Polish Association of America
Catholic Order of Foresters
Catholic Central Verein of America
National Alliance of Bohemian Catholics of America
Catholic Knights of St. George
Ancient Order of Hiebernians

In addition, 562 local lay organizations are actively affiliated with
our federation. The latter are situated in 37 States and the District
of Columbia. The former cover the entire United States.

The National Council of Cathplic Men through the membership of
its affiliated societies represents more than 2,000,000 Catholic laymen
of this country. On October 23, 1933, our organization, in annual
convention assembled at Chicago, unanimously adopted the following
resolution:

Whereas artificial birth control is in direct violation of the law of God, results In
moral degradation, tends to the eventual destruction of Christian civilization and is
repudiated both by eminent medical authorities and economists.

Resolved, That the National Coitncil of Catholic Men shall continue to oppose,
in every legitimate way, all effort to legalize the circulation of birth control
literature and the sale of contraceptive devices.

I am authorized by the board of directors of the National Council
of Catholic Men to present a protest to the proposed legislation.
They believe that to remove the present restrictions which the law
wisely affords to prevent the practices to whih' this act, Pow seeks to
give Federal sanction, would be unwise and detrimental to morals and
to the public welfare.

In addition to the vast lay body already affiliated with the National
Council of Catholic Men, I should like to add that I am authorized to
present the protests to the passage of this bill of the following organi-
zations which are as yet largely unaffiliated:

Membership
Knights of Columbus (National) ---------------------------- 500, 000
Men of the Diocese of Galveston, Texai -------------------------- 150, 000
Catholic Order of Foresters (National) ---------------------------- 120,000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Archdiocese of New York (New York) - 100, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Buffalo (New York) ------- 5 0, 000
T° ion of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Cleveland (Ohio) ---------- 50, 000
National Alliance of Bohemian Catholics (National) --------------- 30, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Scranton (Pennsylvania)- 30,000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Greenbay (Wisconsin) ____ 25, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Archdiocese of New Orleans (Louisiana) 25, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Louisville (Kertucky) ------ 15,000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Rochester (New York) ------ 15, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Denver (Colorado) --------- 14,000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Archdiocese of Dubuque (Iowa) ------- 10, 000
Union of Holy Name Societies of Archdiocese of St. Louis (Missouri) - - - 10,000
Union of Holh Name Societies of Diocese of Mobile (Alabama) --------- 5, 000
Men of St. ,Zlars, Magdalene Parish (Homestead, Pa.) -------------- 1,000
Holy Name Society, St. Agnes Church (Pittsburgh, Pa.) ------------- 900
Holy Name Society, St. Anthony's Parish (Millvale, Pa.) ------------- 900
Holy Name Society, St. Michael's Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.) ------------ 745
Holy Name Society, St. Patrick's Parish (Canonsburg, Pa.) ----------- 600
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Membership

{oly Name Society, St. Mary's Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.). ------------- 600
Holy Name Society, St. Mary's Parish (Sharpsburg, Pa.) ------------ 600
Hol Name Society, St. Raphael's Parish (Pittsburgh Pa.) ----------- 500
Holy Name Society, St. Leo's Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.) --------------- 500
Holy Name Society, St. Clare's Parish (Clairton, Pa.) --------------- 500
Holy Name Society, Sacred Heart Parish (Jeannette, Pa.) ------------ 500
Holy Name Society, St. Boniface Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.) ---------- 400
Men of St. Mary's Parish (Freeport, Pa.) -------------------------- 200
Holy Name Society, Holy Trinity Parish (Duquesne, Pa.) ------------ 200
Holy Name Society, St. Bruno Parish (S. Greenbsurg, Pa.) ----------- 150
Holy Name Society, St. Cecilia Parish (Whitney, Pa.) ---------------- 100
Holy Name Society of Glassport (Glassport. Pa) -------------------- 80
Hungarian Roman Catholic Congregation (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
St. Mary's Ukranian Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
St. Michael's Greek Catholic Pariah (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
St. Augustine's Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
St. Francis Friary (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
S Barnabas Parish (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
Holy Name Society, Blessed Sacrament Church (Albany, N.Y.).
Holy Name Society, St. Elizabeth's Church (Wilmington, Del.).
St. Henry's Church (Pittsburgh, Pa.).
Conference of Holy Name Societies of East St. Louis (Illinois).
College Section of National Catholic Educational Association (St. Louis, Ill.).
Uniom of Holy Name Societies of Diocese of Spokane (Washington).
Union of Hol. Name Societies of Diocese of San Antonio (Texas).

Every one of the foregroing organizations has sent us either a letter
or a telegram, copies of All of which I should like to offer for incorpora-
tion into the records of this hearing. If I may, I should like to read
just one of them as an indication of their character:

Speaking for the Knights of Columbus with a membership of 500,000 represent-
ing the largest Catholic Jay body in the United States we desire to express our
most emphatic opposition to the Pierce birth control bill now pending in Congress
as being directly contrary not only to the Divine Will of the Creator but in every
way tending to impede and influence the best home environment. You may
present this protest to the committee handling the bill as expressing the views
of the Knights of Columbus. (Signed) D. J. CALLAHAN,

Supreme Treasurer.

In conclusion, gentlemen, I should like to point out that this
protest is not simply a Catholic one. It is offered rather in the name
of countless thousands of Catholic parents, not merely as Catholics
but as citizens of the United States. They would register, if they
could, their own reaction against this most un-American bill which
would inevitably pollute our children and diminish decent family life.

I urge you to report unfavorably on this bill.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I next introduce Mr. Samuel Salo-

man, of Washington, D.C.

STATEMENT OF SAMUEL SALOMAN

Mr. SALOMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is a question whether the average
individual knows that birth control is not an end but rather a means to
several ends, one of which is our emancipation, the female especially,
from hindering laws and customs.

We have the most positive evidence of this in statements issued from
time to time by those who regard themselves as sex liberals or pro-
gressives, all of whom are in favor of the pending measure.

Thus V. F. Calverton, who, we are informed, taught school in
neighboring Baltimore under his real name, in his The Bankruptcy
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of Marriage, chapter on The Effect of contraceptives upon Feminine
Morals, very frankly states:

An important factor in the growth of the new morality and the decay of modern
marriage has been - the advancing perfection of modern contraceptives. A
considerable part of the feminine revolt against the old morals has been fortified
by this advance. Even the economic independence of the modern woman could
not have established the new morality, with its contempt for chastity as an element
in feminine virtue and its advocacy of a freer attitude toward sex relations and
alliances, if the danger of pregnancy was always imminent. Even feminine
youth would not have carried its revolt so far had the drastic consequences of
conception been unavoidable.

It has been the invention of modern contraceptives-and to a less extent modern
prophylactics-that has fortified the challenge of youth with increasing vigor and
security. The new morality and the spreading knowledge of contraceptives are
closely'associated. This does not mean that the revolt of youth and the rise of
the new morals have been dependent upon the existence of contraceptives for their
expression, but that the existence of these devices has aided the progress of these
new attitudes by affording a protection from these consequences that would expose
them to the attacks of custom and convention. The existence of these attitudes
of revolt arise from origins other than the invention of mechanical devices or the
concoction of chemical spermaticides. These contraceptive devices and concoc-
tions, however, have accelerated the progress of the new attitude. Without them
they might have been gradual, even tardy in their growth. With them their
growth has been rapid, electrically qwift.

Remember that Mr. Calverton is an acknowledged leader and fore-
most propagandist for American birth control.

In 1906 Elsie Clews Persons, prominent author and educator, wife
of a prominent Member of the popular branch of Congress, brought
forth a book, The Family, that contained the germ of an idea that only
recently has been capitalized to the limit by the dull and imitative
Ben B. Lindsey as "companionate marriage." After considering
promiscuity and marriage, Mrs. Parsons gives preference to the latter,
provided an inconsequential reform be adopted. She then advances
this startling proposal:

It would, therefore, seem well from this point of view to encourage early trial
marriage, the relation to be entered into with a view to permanency, but with the
privilege of breaking it if it proved unsuccessful and in the absence of offspring,
without suffering any great degree of public condemnation.

This reform, she stresses, in contingent upon the "outcome of present
experiments in economic independence for women", and, note this,
"if physiologists will undertake to guarantee society certain immuni-
ties from the sexual excesses of the individual." She clarifies this last
in a footnote, "through the discovery of certain and innocuous
methods of preventing conception."
Then, she continues:

The need of sexual restraint, as we understand it, may disappear and different
relations between the sexes before marriage and to a certain extent within mar-
riage may be expected.

Comes also Margaret Sanger, elevated to high priesthood of the
birth-control forces, with a plea for a "new morality", with birth
control as its handmaiden. What dogmatists consider morality she
labels "moral imbecility." Her conception of the new morality
follows:

It is not a morality concerned with melodramatic rewards and punishments,
with absolute rights and wrongs, with unhealthy lingering interests in virginity
and chastity, with its propensity for prying into the unwholesome details of
sexual behavior, but a morality insisting that men and women shall face honestly
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and realistically the Intimate problems of their own lives, and that they them-
selves, on the basis of their own experience and their own desires, solve these
problems with the instruments of intelligence, insight, and honesty.

What, pray, may these defensive instruments be? According to
her:

Birth-control places in their hands a delicate instrument calling for intelligence
and foresight for its successful use. And such an instrument, calling as it does
for a greater mastery of the art of life, becomes ipso facto a power for the develop-
ment of the new morality.

These quotations from Mrs. Sanger, I might add, are to be found
in a symposium by 30 sex radicals under the title "Sex in Civilization",
with introduction by Havelock Ellis.

So we may continue to quote ad nausea from the published state-
inents of leading advocates of birth control, conclusively proving that
their concern is not especially for those of the sex they believe
have earned a welcome respite from continued child bearing and
rearing but rather for- all women, married and unmarried, who crave
the excitements of sex but who are averse to paying the price of
indulgence.

It is important to mention that birth control is, after all, but the
preliminary step; that if we legalize the practice, even to an extent,
we also may have to legalize the next logical step, what they euphoni-
ously refer to as "operative interruption of pregnancy."

I know it is contended by Mrs. Sanger and other of the leaders that
general recourse to birth control may either eliminate or appreciably
decrease the necessity for the follow-ip method.

But as it happens such has not been the result in those countries
that have legalized birth control, notably tie Soviet Union, where
birth control is a government function.

According to Dr. Ehrenfest, at the White House Conference on
Child Health and Protection, February 19, 1931:

In the Ukranian district alone the number of recorded abortions amounted in
1925 to approximately 89,000, but within the next 2 years they rose to 150,000
and 242,000, respectively.

Remember that the Ukraine contains but a scant sixth of the
Russian population, and remember also that birth-control informa-
tion is available to all women of the Soviet Union, pamphlets being
sold, according to Mr. Calverton, who speaks from personal observa-
tion, "in thousands of stores and railroad stations at a price the
poorest proletarian or peasant can easily afford."

To show that birth control and abortion legitimately may be
bracketed I might mention that Dr. Walter R. Stokes, of this city,
who took part in the recent birth-control conference at the Mayflower
Hotel, found it necessary in testimony before the Ways and Means
Committee of the House, May 19, 1932, following quoting by him of
the authoritative statement of Dr. Ehrenfest that the woman patient
should be informed that "no fully dependable method is known to
the medical profession", we have this startling opinion by subcom-
mittee 1 on obstetrical teaching and education of physicians, nurses,
midwives, social workers, and the laity:

It is the opinion of the committee that instruction should be given to the
student body in contraceptive methods and the therapeutic indications thereof.
Moreover, it is the opinion of the committee that the students should be given
special instruction in the management of abortions.
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Thus from the medical birth-control view there is a decided cot.
nection between the preliminary method and the follow-up procedure.

The hoped for result, it should be stressed, is the prevention of the
birth of an unwanted child. If prevention of conception fails, it
logically follows that the next step, "operative interruption of
pregnancy", must follow.

Just now that angle of the question has been thrust into the far
background. But if these too-earnest ones succeed in their efforts
to legalize birth control, proponents of the new morality may seek
not only to remove the odium that attaches to this form of surgical
operation but as well to legalize it.

Mr. Calverton stated in his book that in Germany, in 1905, a
woman's congress passed a resolution "which urged that abortion
should not be punished, except when the element of coercion was
involved." Also quoted Havelock Ellis and others in favor of a
gradual return to the principle of "personal privilege" in this field.

I might add that sterilization also is linked up with birth control.
When Emma Goldman was delivering lectures here on birth

control, she stressed the fact that methods in vogue were faulty to an
extreme, and recommended what she termed "a simple operation."

Birth-control organizations generally are sold to the naive idea
that wholesale sterilization, not only of the criminal, insane, and the
weak-minded, but as well those they convict of "unfitness for parent.
hood", should be put into effect by the authorities as a eugenic
measure.

Julian Huxley, eugenist of note, also dabbler in birth control, said
in Liberty of February 28, 1931:

In the long run we will have the number of children in each family regulated
by some central control board.

Margaret Sanger, at the first American conference on birth control,
declared:

A pledge from each nation to restrict its birth rate as- a necessary step to
avoid future wars will be urged by world-famous men and women who meet
here November 11 in the first American conference on birth control ever held.

Is it necessary to mention that the only sure method by which a
nation can restrict its birth rate is by wholesale sterilization?

To sum up, birth control definitely is tied up with the "new
morality", which is but the old immorality with a new label.
We not only have statements of sex liberals as to this but as well of
leaders of the birth-control forces.

Remove- the badge of illegitimacy from interstate vending of
birth-control information, medicaments, and appliances, and we next
will be importuned to accord like treatment to the necessary follow-up
procedure. Yielding to the pleas of' advocates of the preliminary
method will make it easier for us to yield to the pleas of those who
contend that the now outlawed "operative interruption of preg-
nancy" is but an extension of contraception.

Sterilization, as we have shown, is an outpost of birth control,
to be put into operation not only, as Mrs. Sanger puts it, "as a
necessary step to avoid future wars" but as a normal process to
safeguard the race.

Finally, we have the admission that Government, State and Na-
tional, is expected to cooperate with the birth-control organizations.
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Thus the Voluntary Parenthood League has gone on record for making
available to the public the best birth-control information-
through the public-welfare channels, such as hospitals, clinics, dispensaries,
charity organizations, boards of health, and, above all, at the Federal Children's
Bureau-and do it quickly.

Thus informed of the real and not the ostensible aims of the propa-
gandists for birth control, your honorable committee, it is hoped, will
turn thumbs down on the impudent request or demands of birth-con-
trol idealists and the interests back of them who expect to profit by
the enactment into law of the pending measure.

I thank you for the privilege of appearing before you to present in
part our side of the case.

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Saloman, are you here in some representative
capacity?

Mr. SALOMAN. No; I am not.
Mr. HANCOCK. What are you?
Mr. SALOMAN. I am a student and teacher on various subjects.
Mr. HANCOCK. Professor in a college?
Mr. SALOMAN. No, sir; I am not.
Mr. HANCOCK. Where do you teach?
Mr. SALOMAN. I do my teaching as the philosophers of old did in

Greece, in various forums and halls in this city and elsewhere. I have
engaged in two debates on birth control, one With Dr. Walter R. Stokes
of this city, and I am willing to engage in a debate with any recog-
nized member of the birth-control forces at any time, and I think I
shall give more than I take.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Boorde has some figures he
wants to give.

Mr. BOORDE. I want to make this one statement, while I did appear
as an individual citizen, my fellows have honored me with a position
on the home mission board of the Southern Bapti it Convention, which
board represents the activities of nearly four million of our fellow citi-
zens in uplifting the standards of numerous citizens in our midst,
without regard to race, color, or local position, or social position.

Mr. BURTON. The next witness, Mr. Chairman, will be Mr. William
F. Montavor, director of the legal department, National Catholic
Welfare C'-nference.

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM F. MONTAVON, DIRECTOR OF THE
LEGAL DEPARTMENT, NATIONAL CATHOLIC WELFARE CON.
FERENCE, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. M ONTAVON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I come before you to protest on behalf of the National Catholic Wel-
fare Conference against the enactment of this bill introduced by Mr.
Pierce.

The National Catholic Welfare Conference is the body of bishops
of the Catholic Church in the United States acting jointly, and I
feel that the National Catholic Velfare Conference thus constituted,
has an unusual and particular competency to discuss the problems
that are before your committee.

The Catholic citizens of the United States, numbering between
twenty and twenty-five million citizens, conduct and operate, and
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have done so from the days of our earliest national life, a great many
institutions through which they endeavor to relieve human distress.

We have at the present time in the United States 642 nonprofit
charitable hospitals, and in connection with these hospitals, and
independently thereof, there is a larger number of free charitable
clinics.

There are schools for the training of nurses, and we have several
paduate schools for the training of social workers. We have organ.
nations of brothers and sisters that do home nursing. They are
organizations like the St. Vincent de Paul Superior Council, the
National Conference of Catholic Charity, and others.

The Catholic people are in close contact with the problems of
distress, of social maladjustments, and other problems that affect
the integrity of family life.

I therefore feel that in expressing the protest of the bishops I am
spealng with the authority that comes from an abundance of
experience.

The statement was made here yesterday, or a statement was made
h yesterday, that seemed to imply that opposition to this bill and
to the general proposition embodied in the bill is of a sectarian char.
acter. I have brought with me some evidence that tends to con.
tradict that, and I want to read particularly a letter dated January
10, 1934. This letter is signed by Mr. Lewis S. Mudge, and has
particular reference to the Federal Council of Churches. It was
intimated that the Federal Council of Churches might have approved
in some way the implications of this bill, and this letter says:

Your letter addressed to the Rev. John McDowell, D.D., moderator of our
church, under date of January 4, has been referred by him to me, together with
a previous communication addressed to the Rev. Charles Kerr, D.D., one of our
forme- noederators, under date of December 5, 1933. There are also certain
accompanying documents which are in my hands. The underlined is the con.
tinui ig chief executive officer of our church, our mtioderators being elected for a
term of 1 year only.

Your letter to Dr. McDowell indicates the presence in your mind of a misunder-
standing which it is important, of course should be removed. You write, "I know
that the Presbyterian Church in the United States of America did not endorse
the report of the Federal Council of Churches which approved birth control."
The Federal Council of Churches never adopted any deliverances of any kind on
the subject of birth control. A committee of the Federal Council, appointed
on the general subject of "Marriage and the Home" did submit a report on
birth control to the then executive committee of the Federal Council. This
report simply presented three viewpoints on this subject. It did not advocate
any one of the three points on this subject. It did not advocate any one of the
three as over against the other two. This report was never adopted by the
executive committee of the Federal Council and was never released for publicity
purposes with the authority of the executive committee of the Federal Council.
It did, however, find its way Into the public press in a very much abbreviated
and garbled form-hence the misleading repQrts

At the last meeting of the Federal Council as such, held in December 1933 at
Indianapolis, in a report of one of the commissions of the Federal Council there
was a reference to birth control, but before the report was adopted by the Federal
Council this report was very greatly modified to read as follows:

"The problems related to maternal health as affected by childbearing, and the
whole subject of the spacing of children and limitation of the size of families
which has unfortunately become involved in acrimonious controversy, should
be reexamined dispassionately from the point of view of morality and hygiene,
with due regard to the best means of maintaining desirable standards of living
and fully discharging the fundamental obligations of parents to each other and
to their children.'

So far as the Presbyterian Church in the United States of America is concerned
the matter of birth control has never been before our highest judicatory, the
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General Assembly. A special committee appointed by our General Assembly
to study problems in the sphere of marriage and divorce did have a section on
this subject in its report as contained in the Blue Book of the year that is to say,
in the book in which are collected for presentation "co the commissioners of our
General Assembly of the given year. Before this special committee's report was
presented on the floor of the General Assembly, hows, ver, this whole section was
deleted.

I have also brought with me a copy of an ar,1,icle that appeared in
the July 1933 issue of the Homilectic and Pastoral Review, the subject
of the article being, "Non-Catholics and Birth Control ", oy Patrick
J. Ward. There is not time to read the article, but a summary I
made from it indicates that among the Protestant bodies in the
United States whose members are of record with regard to birth
control, churches having approximately 10 million members have
gone on record against the project of birth "ontrol, and not much
more than I million have gone on record in favor.

I will leave this copy of the article with the recorder.
The Catholic Hospital Association, which has 642 hospitals for

members, desired to send a delegate to this hearing but because ,f
the limitation of time they did not do so, and have asked me to read
this telegram which is signed by their president. It is as follows:

Illness prevcnta niy appearance in Washington, January 18. Kindly record
before the House Judiciary Coinmittee the opposition of the Federated Catholic
Physician Guild to the Pierce birth control bill, H.R. 5978. The members of
the Catholic Physicians Guilds of this country are unalterably opposed to any
change in the laws of the State or Nation that will encourage dissemination of
birth control literature. Existing laws in most States are aniple to protect the
practitioners of medicine who exercise good faith.

RICHARD A. RENDICH,
President, Federated Catholic Physicians Guild.

There is also attached a letter from Dr. Barton Cooke Hirst, who
resides at 1821 Spruce Street, Philadelphia, Pa., and who is professor
of obstetrics and gynecology of the Graduate School of Medicine of
the University of Pennsylvania. Dr. Hirst had planned to attend
this hearing and appear in person before the committee, but has been
unavoidably detained in Philade!phia and has authorized me to read
you this letter from him, which is as follows:
Hon. HATTON SUMNERS,

Chairman, Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: I had intended to be present at the meeting in regard to the bill for
allowing information t, be imparted indiscriminately on the subject of birth
control. On public grounds and from its influence on the character of the future
population of the United States, I am decidely opposed to the bill which is to be
presented for your consideration on this subject. A number of lay people are
interested ini this matter, not at all for eugenic, altruistic, or medicinal reasons but
simply to allow women to escape the usual consequences of sexual relations.
Unquestionably the spread of this knowledge would increase immorality and
would cater to" the selfishness and fear of many people who dodge the res'ponsi-
bility of maternity on unworthy grounds.

Very respectfully,
BARTON C. HuRS T,

Professor of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Graduate
School of ,Medicine of the University of Pennsylraida.

I have a letter here from Dr. Donald Macomber of Boston. He
addresses the letter to the Chairman of the Committee and authorizes
me to read it, as follows:

I am informed that a bill designed to repeal the Federal law prohibiting sending
birth-control information or devices through the mails is under consideration by
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your committee. I have not read this present bill and would appreciate receiving
a copy so that I might put my views on record in regard to It. If this is not pos-
sible, and since I shall not be able to attend the hearing in person the following
quotation of a letter written to SerLator Norris in May of 1932 still expresses my
views.

"If, as is alleged, I am violating the criminal code when I teach this subject to
prospective doctors, and if I am violating the criminal code when I prescribe
contraceptive measures for mothers whose health will be seriously injured by
further pregnancy, or even whose lives will be endangered thereby, then I think
it is high time that the criminal code be amended in accordance with what has
become almost a universal custom among right-minded physicians. 1 do not
however, believe that the present bill is properly drawn to accomplish this end
but fear that, if it is enacted into law, it will so let down the bars that information
and instruments or drugs will get into improper hands. By this I mean into the
hands of unmarried boys and girls, into the hands of young married couples who
may thus be encouraged to avoid the having of children, which I believe is to
their own best interests, or into the hands of those who, for selfish reasons, wish
to avoid their duty to the state and the community, but in whom health will not
be endangered."

The Foresters of America desired to have a delegate here and have
written to that effect. They, I believe, are not here, and I w;ll pro-
ceed with these letters.

This letter I have is along the lines of what I said with regard
the Federal Council of Churches and is from the President of to
United Lutheran Church in America, and it reads as follows:

It is my understanding that a hearing is to be held on Thursday under your
jurisdiction concerning the Pierce Bill H.R. 5978. I am writing as president of
the United Lutheran Church in America and therefore as representing people
whose number enter the millions, to register opposition to the adoption of the
bill.

There is no worthy conception of the State which does not include the neces-
sity that the wills of the people be pure and strong. We know the influences
which are at work today among our people whereby lewd imaginations are fed.
Shall we now legalize the indulgence and the increase of those imaginations?
That it seems to me is, in bold statement, the issue which must be faced in
contemplating the proposed bill on birth control. Its terms are such as to produce
that result.

Even if our Government could discover necessities for the exercise of birth
control, the arrangements for it would need to be of so stringent a character as
to prevent the promotion of loose morals among the people. Otherwise the
foundations of the home and of the Nation will be dangerously weakened. There
is little evidence however that the advocates of birth control would be satisfied
with those stringent arrangements.

The next letter I have is signed by Mr. N. C. Carlsen, president
of the United Danish Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,
and is as follows:

It is a keen disappointment to the Uvitd Danish Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America to hear that two new bii th-control bills have been introduced
In Congress. The United Danish Lutheran Church is just as much opposed
to the passing of any or all birth-control bills today as we were opposed to the
Hatfield and Hancock bills, and hereby wish to voice our opposition to the
bill numbered H.R. 5978. We are opposed to sdid bill for the following reasons:

1. Birth control will aggravate rather than alleviate our economic difficulties.
Overpopulation is not our problem. Birth rates have been dwindling for many
years, and it is generally acknowledged that its decline is a large contributing
factor in the economic stress of the last few years. The smaller the American
family, the more the Nation will be dependent on the foreign market. Larger
families create larger home markets and tend to make us economically inde-
pendent.

2. Another factor is even far more serious. A general knowledge of contra-
ceptive means will destroy the morals of a large number of our people. The
immorality rampant in our land is appalling as it is. It will be far worse if a
certain class of doctors begin freely to disseminate information about birth
control.
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3. The most serious objection of all is the destruction of the spiritual ideals
of our people. Men will degenerate and sink to the plane of the brute.

For these reasons we respectfully implore the Committee on the Judiciary to
oppose the Hastings and Pierce bills.

The next letter I have is from the Evangelical Lutheran Augustana
Synod and reads as follows:

Yours of the 6th instant to hand.
I regret very much that I have not been able to arrange for some one to go

to Washingtou to attend the hearing on the H.R. 5978 bill. Money is too
scarce hereabouts. If you have a chance, however, I shall thank you to advise
the committee in question that the Augustana Synod of the Lutheran Church
of the land can be counted upon to go squarely against any birth-control bill.

With sincere regards, I beg to remain,
Most truly yours, " G. A. BRANDELLE.

This letter is from the Episcopal bishop of the diocese of New
Jersey and reads as follows:

PRINCETON, N.J.,
January 17, 1984.

Rev. JoHN J. BURKE, C.S.F.,
Washington, D.C.

My DEAR FR. BURKE: In reply to your communication dated January 13,
which reached me this morning, I have written to the Hon. Hatton W. Sumners,
M.C., and also to the Hon. Randolph Perkins, M.C., of New Jersey, registering
a protest against the bill referred to, a copy of which was enclosed in yoo'r letter.

Faithfully yours, PAUL MATTHEWS,

Bishop of New Jersey.

The next letter is from the bishop of Long Island and reads as
follows:

Your letter of the 13th is just received. In accordance with the resolutions
adopted by our Lambeth Conference in London in 1930, I believe that the
practice described in your letter is proper in certain carefully restricted and
extreme cases. The bill mentioned by you goes very much further than this,
and I shall to that extent express my emphatic disapproval.

The next letter is from the Not-onal Alliance of Bohemian Catho-
lics and reads as follows:

C:ICAGO, ILL., January 18, 1934.
To whom it may concern:

The Board of Directors as v-11 as the entire membership of the National
Alliance of Bohemian Catholics h,. -with oppose the Pierce birth-control bill,
and they do so with a firm convictio- of preserving the moral standard and
the health and happiness of the human race in which these principles are so
vastly involved.Very truly yours, NATIONAL ALLIANCE OF BOHEMIAN CATHOLICS.

JOHN STRAKA, President.
JOHN VOLLER, Secretary.

I have this letter from Bishop Warren A. Candler, and it reads as
follows:

My DEAR MR. WARD: Replying to your esteemed favor of the 3d instant,
I beg to say that I am strongly oppose to the measures you mention and will
do anything I can to defeat them.

Yours very truly, . A. CANDLER.
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In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, there is one observation which I
believe has not been made in opposition to this bill, and which I
desire to make as my own personal observation.

The bill in its construction contains a good many far-sweeping
phrases. It speaks of any doctor, any medical college, any drug
store, and there is no limitation whatcver in that bill. Any doctor
is a broad term. It is wide enough to include the last scoundrel who
has escaped the loss of his medical certificate by the action of a State
authority. Any drug store may include any dispenser of drugs or
medicine. Any medical college, a few years ago you we., discussing
in the House a bill that dealt with the so-called "diploma mills" in
the District of Columbia, and if diploma mills existedin the District
of Columbia, your imagination will tel you how wide this bill is and
how much is included in the term "any medical college."

If you enact this bill any scoundrel who has not lost h6a license to
practice medicine, may under the law as it would stand in this case,
go tA) Paris, or he could even go to Juarez over the line in Mexico, and
could use the naime of any college, and could go to a line of drug
stores scattered throughout the country which would send him the
names, and there is no restriction on the patients this doctor might
treat. If you enact this bill you would make it impossible for any
State or the Federal Government to interfere with that man.

If I were enacting a bill to destroy the safeguards of humanity, to
destroy the Nation, it seems to me I would enact this bill. It seems
to meit has everything that is necessary to a scoundrel who desires
to break down the morals of the community.

I believe that men of your experience will do what the Committee
on Ways and Means did with a very similar bill in the Seventy-
second Congress. They did not table it, but they adopted by a great
majority of about 6 to 1 a report adverse to the bill, and the National
Catholic Welfare Conference requests you to follow the example of
that great committee.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Joseph M. Murphy, of Balti-
more, Md., representing the National Catholic Alumni Federation,
will be the next witness.

STATEMENT OF MR. JOSEPH M. MURPHY, OF BALTIMORE, MD,,
REPRESENTING THE NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am
vice president of the National Catholic Alumni Federation, and also
regional director for the South Atlantic region. This is a national
federation representing the alumni of 51 Catholic colleges throughout
the United States, representing approximately 350,000 alumni.

I have been asked by the federation to register a protest on the
passage of this bill, and to file with this committee the brief which has
been prepared, together with telegrams from 42 college presidents
throughout the United States, and also an original copy of their
resolution on this question.

This federation also represents, and I am filing in behalf of them,
the federation of Catholic clubs, which is an organization of Newman
clubs composed of Catholic students in non-Catholic colleges, repre-
senting approximately 70,000.

I also represent the students and faculties of these Catholic colleges
totaling approximately 100,000.
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On behalf of all these people I appear to request this bill be disap-
proved by the committee, and to request your permission to file tis.
number of telegrams and other data which I have here.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection they may be filed.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the next witness I introduce is.

Mr. Francis Fannon, Jr., representing the National Union of Holy
Name Societies, with a membership of 2 million.

STATEMENT OF MR. FRANCIS CANNON, JR., REPRESENTING
THE NATIONAL UNION OF HOLY NAME SOCIETIES

Mr. FANNON. Honorable Sirs, I am the official representative of the
National Headquarters of the Holy Name Societies in the United
States, and by virtue of authority vested in me I transmit to you the
individual and combined protest on the part of 2 million Holy Name
men functioning in 8,732 branches in 48 States of this Union.

Our opposition to this bill is based on the fact we believe that
artificial birth control .is opposed to the laws of nature, and we con-
tend that a contravention of the natural law is an offense against the
law of God and against the best interests of the American people.

I subscribe to the opposition to this bill by automatically endorsing
those worlds of wisdom that proceeded from the lips of the great
Woodrow Wilson when he told us that unless this Nation resurrects
itself to a higher level of spiritual life we may live to see the day we
regret this great Nation was discovered.

Two million men appeal to you gentlemen not to underestimate the
tremendous moral and social value of counsel that is offered to you
by that institution whose history extends over centuries, which is
the Catholic Church, in the Holy Name Societies, that tells you, tells
me, and tells the world that birth control is opposed to the law of
nature and detested in the sight of God.

If national prohibition has been a noble experiment, then on behalf
of 2 million men I tell you that artificial birth control is an ignoble
experiment.

Air. BUFTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the amount of time we
have left?

The CHAIRSAN. Five minutes.
Mr. BURTON. Would the committee grant us u,, extension of a few

minutes more? We have some ladies who have come from a long
distance and we would like to have them heard.

The CHAIRMAN. How much more time will you require?
Mr. BURTON. I think possibly 10 minutes.
The CHAIRMAN. If you will not ask for more, we will give you 15

minutes more now, and the other side may have an additional 10
minutes.

Mr. BURTON. That will be satisfactory.
The CHAIRMAN. Then you may proceed.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chdinan, the next witness is Miss Agnes C.

Regan, executive secretary of the National Council of Catholic
Women.

37495-34-12
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STATEMENT OF MISS AGNES G. BEGAN, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN

Miss REGAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to present a protest in the name
of the National Council of Catholic Women, which represents 19
organizations and 2,000 local groups, approximately 500,009 women.

I had not intended to add anything further to my protest until after
listening to the hearing yesterday, this thought occurred to me, which
I feel is one worth bringing home.

Apart from religious and moral questions, altogether the attitude
and claims of those who favor artificial birth prevention are donii-
nated and dictated by the fact that mechanical progress must be the
measure of human society and its welfare. Modern mechanical
progress is one with the machine. The machine, these protagonists
maintain, controls production; production controls the welfare of
human society. On their lips are always such words, therefore, as
stabilization of production, stabilization of prices. It is not strange
to find now that we are confronted with stabilization of population.
We do not deny the honesty of our opponents. We do say that the
basis of all the arguments they present is that the wonderful mechani-
cal progress made rules and niust rule the world. We maintain that
this wonderful, mechanical progress should contribute to the happiness
and well-being of man and not overmaster it. We believe that it
should serve man, not that man or society should be made to serve
it. We believe it the right of every man to marry, to have a home,
to beget children in freedom and dignity. This is a primary funda-
mental right that Government should defend and protect.

'We believe that our mind in this matter is thoroughly in line with
the Constitution of our country and with the inalienable rights it
lays down.

We believe, therefore, that the decision to be wade by your coin-
mittee, Mr. Chairman, is one that affects not simply the question of
birth control but a decision that will play its part in answering this
question which Christian civilization must answer today. Is our
thought of our fellows to be dominated primarily by our estimate of
their individual and family worth, or by our subservience to material
production and the mastery of the machine?

STATEMENT OF Ef. RALPH BURTON REPRESENTING THE NATIONAL
PATRIOTIC LEAGUE

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I
wish to register an objection to this bill on behalf of the National
Patriotic League, upon the ground that a declining population is
dangerous to the nati(,ad defense, and with the world, figuratively
speaking, on a keg oi dynamite as it is notr, it seems hardly advisable
to reduce our numbers, when economically there is no need for it.

The CHAIRMAN. Wbo is the National Patriotic League?
Mr. BURTON. The National Patriotic League is a patriotic organ-

ization in Washipgton. I will be glad to file any further information
you may care for in regard to it. I am vice president of the league.
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I wish to call the committee's attention to the fact that so far as
I can see this bill does not restrict the use of books or information
relating to, or articles designed, adapted, or intended for the preven-
tion of conception, to physicians, druggists, colleges, or hospitals but
only provides that sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code,
as amended, shall not include these.

That being the case, it means that the books and articles can be
sold anywhere, can be peddled on the street, or bought through
mail-order houses. It does not limit it to the use of physicians,
medical colleges, druggists or hospitals, as has been contended here
by the proponents of this bill.

I also wish to call the attention of the committee to the absence of
any of the mothers who complain of being overburdened with children,
and certainly the proponents of this bill have the means to produce
them, as they seem to have the means for everything else; so why
could they not bring some of the mothers here to tell the committee
how they feel about it.

I thank the committee, and now wish to introduce Mrs. Robert
Green, representing the Catholic Daughters of America.

STATEMENT OF MRS. ROBERT GREEN, REPRESENTING THE
CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA

Mrs. GREEN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the fommittee, this
is my letter of authority:
COMMITTEE OF THE JUDICIARY,

House of Representatives.
GENTLEMEN: Mrs. Jennie Bartley Green is the authorized representative of the

Catholic Daughters of America to present to this committee the protest of this
organization against the passage of House of Representatives bill 5978.

The Catholic Daughters of America, comprising over 200,000 members in 45
States. Panama, and Puerto Rico, have at every iiational convention registered
their unanimous disapproval of all measures of like nature, as detrimental to the
moral ar~d the physical health of the Nation, especially to its youth, and as out
of coiisonance with the American Constitution.

Therefore, we beg that this committee refuse its sanction to this bill.
Pespectfully yours,

MARY C. DUFFY.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Arthur F. Mullen, representing
the Christ Child Society, will be the next witness.

STATEMENT OF MRS. ARTHUR F. MULLEN, REPRESENTING THE
CHRIST CHILD SOCIETY

Mr.s MULLEN. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I
am representing the president of the Christ Child Society, which is
established in 33 cities of our union with national headquarters
situated in Washington, D.C., representing 15,000 women, and having
for its object the welfare of children, and which desires to record its
present protest against the present House bill 5978.

Mr. HoOPER. Where do you reside?
Mrs. MULLEN. I am here in 'Washington at the present time.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the

next witness is Miss Barbara Sandnaier, representing the National
Catholic Federation of Nurses.
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STATEMENT OF MISS BARBARA SANDNAIER REPRESENTING THE
NATIONAL CATHOLIC FEDERATION OF NURSES

MISS SANDNAIER. Mr. Chairman and member of the committee, I
am only going to take a few minutes to read a few lines from the presi-
dent of an organization of which I am a member, the National
Catholic Federation of Nurses. This is addressed to the Hon. Hatton
W. Sumners, chairman, and reads as follows:

DEAR SIR: The National Catholic Federation of Nurses, impelled by the
principles of intelligent patriotism as well as by those dictated by Christian moral-
ity and ethics, protests, in behalf of the 70.000 Catholic nurses of the United States
adhering to these principles, the passage of bill H.R. 5978, or any similar legis-
lation.

We respectfully request that, our objections be given due consideration.
Very truly yours, HELEN FINA.N, R.N.

President National Catholic Federation of Nurses.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the next witness is Mrs. Alice Bicks-
ler, of the National Circle, Daughters of Isabella.

STATEMENT OF MRS. ALICE BICKSLER REPRESENTING THE
NATIONAL CIRCLE, DAUGHTERS OF ISABELLA

Mrs. BICKSLER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Committee,
I am here to represent the National Circle, Daughters of Isabella,
with headquarters in New Haven, Conn., and branches in practically
every State of the United Stqtes. Our membership consists of 70,000,
mostly mothers, and we fe. that the passage of this bill now under
consideration would be quit, a detriment to our young girls.

At a recent convention held in Canada in August 1933 resolutions
were passed opposing this bill.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, you are here because you are the
chosen men of your localities, and we know that there they consider
you honest andintelligent citizens, and we do likewise, and we now
urge our protest be given your earnest consideration.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be Miss Mary
M. Birke, District Deptuy of the Supreme Ladies' Auxiliary,
Knights of St. John.

STATEMENT OF MISS MARY M. BURKE, DISTRICT DEPUTY OF
THE SUPREME LADIES' AUXILIARY, KNIGHTS OF ST. JOHN

Miss BURKE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee.
I am representing the Supreme Ladies' Au-dliary, Knights of St.
John, which is a national organization with local groups in every
part of the country, including a membership of 25,000. This na-
tional organization in its last biennial convention held in Detroit,
Mich., in June 1933, passed unanimously a resolution protesting
against any Federal action which would make possible free distri-
bution of information and material concerning contraception.

The Ladies' Auxiliary of the Knights of St. John begs, therefore,
to protest the passage of House Resolution 5978.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be Mrs.
Margaret B. Daly, representing the Ladies' Auxiliary to the Ancient
Order of Hibernians.
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STATEMENT OF MRS. MARGARET B. DALY, REPRESENTING THE
LADIES' AUXILIARY TO THE ANCIENT ORDER OF HIBERNIANS

Mrs. DALY. I have been officially delegated by Mrs. Anna K.
Bryant, national president of the Ladies' Auxiliary to the Ancient
Order of Hibernians to protest in her name at this hearing.

This organization has branches in 33 States and has a total indi-
vidual membership of 41,781 women.

In convention assembled in Chicago in July 1933 a resolution
was unanimously adopted protesting against the passage of any
measure by the Congress of the United States which would amend
the penal code so as to permit the free distribution through the
mails of information and materials for contraceptive purposes.

The organization is confident that their representatives in Congress
will not permit the passage of a measure so detrimental to the welfare
of our country and the well-being of society as a whole.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I have a telegram from Gerry
Morgan, secretary of the General American College of Physicians,
which I request be made a part of the record and to read it to the
committee, if I may be permitted.

The CHAIRMAN. YOU may.
Mr. BURTON. It is 4S follows:

PATRICK WARD, WILLARD, OHIO.
Associated Catholic Chari;es, izshingtou, D.C.

I learn with regret hearing on birth-control bill comes up tomorrow during
my absence. Please make known to cohmittee my continued unaltered oppo-
sition to passage of this or any other kindred bill for following reasons:

1. The destructive, degrading influence on the youth of both sexes of our land.
2. The inevitable and unavoidable harm that it will cause to young women

through methods practiced which wouid be legalized and which would result in
many cases in profound pelvic disturbances and disease ill health, and misery.

This bill can confer no benefits on human beings. it will not slow down or
impede or prevent the begetting of mental defectives, the inorally unfit, or the
physically unfit..

Those most likely to avail themselves will be the so-called "intellectuals" to
whom we rightfully should look for the future generations to carry on the work
of the world.

It is inconceivable that the great and wist lawmakers of our fair country would
be so deceived by the fallacious arguments of the proponents of this vicious bill
as to lose sight of their sacred and inescapable duty to their children and children's
children as to be led to make it the law of the land.

I regret my absence.
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the Hon. V. L. Palnisano, of Balti-

more, Md., asked if I could submit this petition on behalf of a com-
mittee of the National Alliance of Bohemian Catholics of the United
States, for the reason that both of the members of the committee had
to take a train back to Baltimore; and if I may be permitted, I would
like to read this petition to your Committee.

The CHAIRMAN. YOU may.
Mr. BURTON. The petition is as follows:
The undersigned duly appointed special committee of the National Alliance

of Bohemian Catholics of the United States, representing upwards of one and
a half millions of souls in the United States, do hereby most emphatically protest
against the passage of the so-called "Pierce Birth Control Bill," for the reason,
that the same is fundamentally un-American and un-Christian in principle, and
tyrannical, vicious, inhuman, immoral, and heathenish in practice.
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We oppose this bill because the same, if passed, would undoubtedly jeopardize
personal rights, and en-'anger, undermine and eventually destroy family life and
Christian civilization, i% "-ch has taken almost 2,000 years to build.

We oppose the passage of this bill because, if the same should become a law,
many harmless and innocent boys, girls, men, and women would be made the
victims of a "racket"," into which the proposed law would surely develop-and
human life, health and well-being of the community is too sacred to sacrifice at
the altar of experiment, be the experiment ever so "noble." In this case, the
injustice, injury, and crime, perpetrated inl the name of the law would be appalling
and irreparable.

The passage of legislation of this debased type would cast a lasting sligma
upon the Congress now in session, and we most urgently request your honorable
hody to defeat this infamous bill, as it rightly deserves.

Respectfilly submitted.
NATIONAL ALLIANCE OF BOHEMIAN CATHOLIC.,

OF THE UNITED STATF,,
By Rev. MARTIN M. (OKTAVEC,
FRANK J. PINTNERi,

Special coininillee.

TO THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF TilE HOUSE OF REFMiESENTATIVES

(Hearing on bill H.R. 5978, Jam. 18, 1934)

Tie attached menmrardund is submitted in behalf of the National Catholic
Alunui Federation and its constituent members in opposition to tile bill iltru-
duced by Congressman Pierce being No. H.R. 5978. The executive conuittee
of the National Catholic Aluni Federation, at a special meeting called for the
purpose of considering this bill, duly authorized the officers of the federation to
ile this protest. A cop., of this resolution is annexed to the memorandun and
marked "Exhibit A." 'Il addition to this the persons whose names are sib-
joined to this statement have authorized the use of their nanes ill opposition to
this bill. Ill addition to this authority the individual constituent membership
have requested that the federation represent the aluni associations themselves.

In order that your committee may fully understand tile nature of the National
Catholic Alumni Federation we are submitting this explanation of our organization
and its membership.

The National Catholic Alununi Federation is an organization of tire alnmii
associations of the Catholic colleges in tile United States. There are 51 smich
alumni associations affiliated with our organization. The alumni of these Cd-
leges whose associations are enlmbers of our federation total Over 350,000 men,
citizens of the United States. A schedule of the colleges whose alumni associa-
tions are members of our federation is attached to the memnorandum and marked
"Exhibit B." Suffice it to say tht at tire present time our organization is truly
national in character, representing as it does the alumni of stich universities anid
colleges as St. Anselm's in New lamlshire; Boston College and Holy Cross
College in Massachusetts; Fordliani University, Manhattan College, St.Francis
College, and St. John's University ill tire city of New York; St. Peters College in
Jersey City; Canisius College arnd Niagara University in Buffalo and Niagara,
N.Y.; Catholic University and Georgetown University in Washington, D.C.;
Loyola University and De Paul University in Chicago; University of Notre
Dame iii Indiana- Gonzaga University, Spokane, Wash.; Loyola University,
Los Angeles, Call. St Mary's College, Oakland, Calif.; Santa Clara Univer-
sity, Santa Clara, &alif.; University of San Francisco at San Francisco, Calif.;
IA'yola University ill Lruisiana; St. Benedict's College, Kansas; St. Edward's
College, Austin, Tex.; Spring Hill College, Alabama; Subiaco College, Subiaco,
Ark.; and other colleges equally important throughout the country, the nanres
of which will be found in a schedule attached to the memorandum.
Ir addition to these there is affiliated with irs the organization of Newman

clubs known as the "Federation of College Clubs" which consists of organiza-
tions of Catholics of non-Catholic colleges. In the undergraduate departments,
the Federation of College Clubs estimates its members at 70,000. As about
30,000 of these are graduated annually their total membership is ill tire hundreds
of thousands. We also have authority to represent the Newman clubs of the
New York area. Its membership iii tire metropolitan area at present in the under-
graduate department is approximately 3,000. Authority to represent the Newman
clubs in this renorandum appears ill exhibit C annexed to this memorandum.
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In addition to these by direct authorization of the alumni associations them-
selves, this memorandum is filed by the National Catholic Alumni Federation
in behalf of t ',se alumni associations whose tames appears on exhibit D annexed
to this memorandum.

The purpose of the National Catholic Alumni Federation is to unite for service
to their country and themselves, both spiritually and temporally, the educated
Catholics throughout the country.

After a study of the program of the advocates of this bill we are unalterably
opposed to its passage for the reasons contained in the within memorandum, and
we feel it our duty to oppose this legislation for the same reasons which have
induced us to cooperate in every way possible to support the legislation and
the action of the Federal Government looking toward social justice.

Our organization and its affiliates have nothing to sell. We have no financial
interest either one way or the other in opposing this bill, anl therefore we may
speak motiveated solely by the highest motives. Were we to stand by and
permit the foundations of our Government aid of our Nation to be attacked
without raising our voices in opposition, we would be derelict in our dutty as
American citizens. We are confident that upon an examination of the bill and
its demerits ita disapproval is asured by your committee.

Respectfully ,ibmitted,
The National Catholic Alumni Federation, by Edmond B. Butler,

president; Charles A. Birmingham, Charles E. Byrne, Roy A.
Bronson, Joseph M. Murphy, vice presidents; Charles A. Bir-
iniighian;, North Altantic Region, William A. Hogan, Middle
Atlantic States Region, Joseph M. Murphy, South Atlantic
Region, Roy A. Brons'n, Far West Region, Anthony J. Schweit-
zer, Middle West Region, Albert C. Hoffmeister, South Central
Region, re,io'ml directors.

Dated, NEw YORK, Jar uary 16, 1934.

THE POSITION OF NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION AND ITS ASSOCITES

In order that the position which we take against this bill may be clear, we
herewith state our reasons for opposition. We do not rest upon the teaching of
our church, which has been uniformly and unalterably opposed to the theory of
birth control through contraceptive methods. Hereafter in this memorandum
we shall refer to the term "birth control", but Ave want it distinctly understood
that the use of this expression is limited to the meaning of birth control through
contraceptive methods.

The objection of our church will be presented by others. We have no author-
ity to speak on behalf of the Catholic Church. That is strictly the province of
the hierarchy oi the church. We, however, are speaking as Catholic gentlemen
and as American citizens.

We intend in this memorandum to oppose the birth-control movement and,
in particular, this bill (1) because it is un-American and in direct violation of
the principles of social justice, which is the underlying theme of the whole of the
administration's program; (2) because it is subversive of public morals and a
violation of the naturall law; and (3) because the medical profession is opposed
to it.

By reason of the foregoing the permission of the dissemination of literature
under the guise of the education of doctors and nurses, etc., is wrong and therefore
this bill should be defeated.

POINT 1

SOCIAL JUSTICE AND NOT BIRTH CONTROL IS THE SOLUTION OF THE DEPLORABLE
CONDITION OF THE POOR IN THIS COUNTRY

Harry L. Hopkins, Federal Emergency Relief Administrator, said on January
12, 1934 , that there were 5,500,000 children on relief in 1933. The birth-control
advocate argues that if the poor practiced birth control they would not now be
in their present state. The argument apparently is that had the present bill
been enacted in one of the past seven Republican Congresses there would have
been no depression. A little levity is wholesome even in so important and so
sacred a subject as the deprivation of life of the future generations. However,
we are unable to ascribe this argument of the advocates of this bill to their sense
of humor. In the conference at present staged in Washington, as the chief
propaganda of this bill we find the principal argument based on the Malthusian
bogy, which is that the population is increasing at such rates that it will even-
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tually overcrowd the world. These prophets of doom who were discredited
many years ago persist in their arguments. Prof. Joseph J. Spengler, of the
University of Arizona, declared yesterday before this birth-control conference
that there are only two possible economic systems between which the Nation
must c toose-the capitalistic price system of free competition or absolute na-
tional control of all factors of production, including population. He said:

"Birth control constitutes an integral part of any rational economic system,
and opposition to it constitutes a tariff on the fit for the purpose of subsidizing
the unfit. In the absence of control, the stork, like a jackal in the night, will
steal the fruits of invention."

We cannot but be enraged at the smug complacency of such advocates of this
legislation. "Birth Control and the N.R.A." We might expect this from per-
sons who, in the past, have clothed themselves in the American Flag for political
reasons or from dishonest business men. We have reason to expect it from them,
but not from those persona who claim to be advocating this bill from high motives.

The attempt to tie birth control up with the Blue Eagle is as false as it is in bad
taste. Sir Arthur Salter in his book "Recovery, The Second Effort", refers to the
Malthusian Bogy as follows (p. 10):
"In this last century, however, this fatal doom has not come nearer but has

receded into a remoter distance. In addition to the familiar decimations of war
and pestilence, though they have not been wanting, we have seen a tendency in
many countries for the growth of population to slacken, and sometimes to stop.
The birth rate in England and in France, for example, foreshadows a population
soon stationary, perhaps even at no distant date in decline. Besides the obscure
variations in natural fertility there is the effect of deliberate limitation, already
considerable in the. most industrialized countries and incalculable in its future
range and consequences.

"The population of the world increases, indeed, but at no rate of geometrical
progression. At least the obsession of a mathematically dated doom has disap.
peared. And recent increases have been more than offset by prospects of new
natural resources. Large regions of the world are capable of supporting many
times their present inhabitants. Even with known resources, and known meth-
ods of exploiting them, the world could certainly maintain several times its
present population at much more than its present standards."

If these same advocates of birth control used their fixed purpose, the same
tireless energy, and their financial resources to eliminiate the injustice existing
today which, despite the fe-markable efforts of this present administration both
legislative and executive, their claim to companionship with the Blue Eagle might
be in better taste.

Let us for a moment consider the declared policy of the N.I.R.A.
"A national emergency productive of widespread unemployment and disorgani-

zation of industry, which burdens interstate and foreign commerce, affects the
public welfare, and undermines the standards of living of the American people, is
hereby declared to exist. It is hereby declared to be the policy of Congress to
remove obstructions to the free flow of interstate and foreign commerce which
tend to diminish the amount thereof; and to provide for the general welfare by
promoting the organization of industry for the purpose of cooperative action
among trade groups, to induce and maintain united action of labor and manage-
ment under adequate governmental sanctions and supervision, to eliminate unfair
competitive practices, to promote the fullest possible utilization of the present
productive capacity of industries, to avoid undue restriction of production (except
as may be temporarily required), to increase the consumption ot industrial and
agricultural products by increasing purchasing power, to reduce and relieve un-
employment, to improve standards of labor, and otherwise to rehabilitate industry
and to conserve natural resources."

We find that its purpose is "1* * * to promote the fullest possible utili-
zation of the present productive capacity of industries, to avoid undue restric-
tion of production (except as may be temporarily required), to increase the
consumption of industrial and agricultural products by increasing purchasing
power, * * *." Everyone will admit that the crisis which confroints the
Nation at the present time has been one of famine in a land of plenty, of milliol.s
starving, and the Government faced with the necessity of plowing under acres
of cotton, of paying farmers not to plant their crops and of limiting production
in industry at least temporarily, so that consumption may keep pace with pro-
duction. Any economist will agree that the production facilities of this country,
both agricultural and industrial, were. keyed up to a progressive increase in
population, which progressive increase in population is stopped first, through
the action of the Government in curtailing immigration, and second, by the
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decline in the birth rate. Dr. 0. E. Baker, senior agricultural economist of the
United States Department of Agriculture, on January 9, 1934, stated:

"If the present trend of depopulation continues, in 1970 there will be no
children at all."
He further stated that at the present trend, in 25 years the death rate will equal

the birthrate and after that will exceed it, and he offered figures to show that
there were 6W0,000 fewer births in the United States last year than in 1921.

It is obvious from the foregoing that there is no over-populptioa and secondly,
that the remedy is not by depriving future generations of their right to be both,
but rather by the administration of social justice so that the masses of our people
will have adequate income so that they may live in decency with sufficient of
this world's goods to support themselves and their children. Dr. Louis Berlin
has pointed out that the-

"Neo-Malthusians seek to spread the use of contraceptives because they see
the ill effects and misery arising from large families bred in the deplorable condi-
tions of 1-, 2-, or 3-room tenements in the slum quarters of cities. They should
rather give their energies to the improvement of housing, the building of garden
cities, the more equable distribution of wealth, the getting rid of smoke pollution,
the perfection of methods of locoinotions between dwellings and places of work,
and in the education of children in open air life and farm pursuits, so as to suit
them in bodily strength and temperment for agricultural and colonial up-country life."Sir Thomas Horder, Bart., K.C.V.O., M.D., in closing his introduction to
"Medical Opinion and Birth Control", says:

"In the pages which follow there are nany points dealt with which at least
call for a pause before we should decide to advocate birth control and popularize
the principle publicly. Meantime as Sir Arthur Newsholme points out, we know
a line of progress which is certain, and we can continue to follow this pending
further consideration being given to birth control, a line which is uncertain.
The certain line of progress 'consists in an improved environment and a con-
tinuance and extension of sanitation and public health and social reforms, which
have already had such magnificent triumphs.' Dr. Letitia Fairfield, arriving
at the same conclusion, expresses her conviction epigrammatically by the remark
that 'the State and its members are better employed in making the world fit for
children, than in keeping children out of the world.'"

POINT II

BIRTH CONTROL IS SUBVERSIVE OF PUBLIC MORALS AND A VIOLATION OF THE-
NATURAL LAW

We postulate in this argument, in the second part thereof, the natural law, and
by this we do not mean any preachings of any church. We realize that such a
committee as this needs no explanation or argument on this question but as this
will no doubt be subject to the attack of our adversaries, we respectfully refer
them to the Declaration of Independence of the United States upon which thi
Government is based.

When the fathers of our country in Congress on July 4, 1776, said:
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, tjhat

they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. ", they postulated the same
natural law that we now postulate. They held that rights existed before gov-
ernments and independent of governments, and we can claim without fear of
contradiction that there is a law based upon nature which controls our acts in-
depend-nt of man-made laws. Blackstone recognized it when he said:

'As man depends absolutely on his Maker in all things, it is necessary that he
should in all things conform" to his Maker's will. This will of the
Maker is called the law of nature. * * * When God created man and
endowed him with free will to conduct himself in all parts of life, He laid down
immutable laws of human nature. * * * These are the eternal immutable
laws of good and evil * * * which he has enabled reason to discover for
the conduct of human actions. This law of nature is binding all over the globe, in
all countries, at all times; no human laws are of any validity if contrary to this."

Proceeding with our argument, we state without fear of contradiction that if
we permit the use of contraceptives and allow the dissemination of this literature
we are opening the door to the destruction of the cornerstone of society-the
family. The advocates of this bill argue that this information is necessary to
enable married persons to "space children so that they will arrive when wanted
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and when the parents are financially able to provide for them." They totally
disregard the fact if it is made easy for married persons to obtain this inform.
tion, that it is just as easy for unmarried persons to obtain it. What, then,
becomes of the sanction which nature has imposed upon man? What, then, is
to discourage and prevent the evil practice of fornication? The advocates of
this bill will hardly have the effrontery to suggest to this committee that this
information should be made available equally to the married and to the unmar-
ried so that they may engage in illicit intercourse without the burden which
has acted as the only restraint where religion is lost an3 morality not taught.
On page 93 of "Artificial Restriction of the Family" by F. W. Foester we find
the following:

"We might go further and even define sex ethics as the complete subordination
cf our sexual conduct to our life as a whole, with all its fundamental interest.
and responsibilities. But nothing could be more radically false than to imagine
that the methods of Neo-Malthusianism mark an advance in the subordination
of nature to the spirit. It must be obvious to every thinking person that pre-
cisely the opposite is the case. The perfection and popularization of these
practices will not assist men to master their instincts and passions, but will,
on the contrary, make it easier than has ever before been the case for man's
sexual and animal self to dominate the will and spirit. For the artificial pre.
vention of conception does not in the least control or discipline the sexual feeling
itself. It merely frees it from producing its normal results; and it is these very
results which have in the past so powerfully contributed toward selfdisclpline
and selfcontrol. Remove the proper and natural ennsequences of sexual inter-
course, and a controlling factor of the first importancee has been eliminated."

There is no doubt that the natural law and the Author of nature forbid and
condemn the practice of contraceptive birth control. The Author of nature has
gifted His rational creatures with the sexual faculty, the end and purpose of
which is clearly and manifestly indicated-the production of human offspring,
children,-without which the human race would perish. It is for this purpose
that matrimony exists, a permanent institution by the law of nature, without
which the rmce would be Lieither propagated nor educated in accordance with
the God-given dignity of rational creatures and the absolute needs of the child.
The sexual faculties are only to be exercise, within the state of matrimony,
without which the purposes of nature for the consistent care and development of
the child would be most assuredly defeated.

The sexual faculties are social faculties. They are given not primarily for the
gtvod of the individual but for the good of the race. The end of the individual is
subordinated in them to the end of society. Though there is an individual urge
to exercise these faculties, and a fitting reward for the exercise of the same, their
outcome, the child, shows nature's intention only too clearly, that the faculty, the
urge, the exercise, and i(s reward are all social, for the good of the race.

It is for this purpose that nature gives the strongest urge and for this purpose
that nature offers her rewards. Now, to use nature's faculty, to give way to
nature's urge, to seek nature's reward, and at the same time to take means by
contraceptives to frustrate the primary purpose of nature in ranting all these
things is without all doubt to pervert nature and to defeat God a will and design.
That all this is to violate the natural law written ink nature itself is so evident that
it ih marvelous how unprejudiced men can escape its obvious significance. We
say, therefore, that birth control through contraceptives is so clearly intrinsically
wrong, so clearly out of harmony with man's nature, so madfestly prohibited by
the author of nature through the natural law that no conscience, no combination
of consciences, no difficulties, no sentimental reasons can make it right and good.

POINT III

THE MEDICAL PROFESSION IS OPPOSED TO BIRTH CONTROL

If birth control was everything that its advocates claim it to be we would
expect that the medical profession would rise unanimously and appear before this
Congress and demand the passage of the bill. We would expect that in medical
journals throughout the country articles by the leading gynecologists would
appear demanding the right to advise and'explain the use of contraceptives.
Instead of that the medical advocates of the mesure are few and far between, and
the leading gynecologists here and elsewhere are unanimous in their opinion
opposed to co.'-aceptives. They are not rushing to Congreps demanding the
right to educate the masses to avoid children.
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It is unique in the history of the medical profession that it must be saved from

itself by persons such as the advocates of this bill. If we were to assume the
truth of the contentions of the advocates of this bill, the medical profession is
hopelessly ignorant, and the doctors are steeped in ignorance and it remains for
the advocates of this bill to enlighten them so that they may save humanity. The
paucity of medical sponsors of this bill, and the presence of opposition thereto,
should induce this committee to leave conditions in statu quo until there is a real
demand by medical men who know.

It is not our purpose to argue the medical aspects of birth control. We shall
here merely state what some leading authorities say. Dr. Arthur Vernon Davies
recently declared in the English House of Commons that "competent medical
opinion in this country is overwhelmingly against birth control." He said:

"Let honorable members talk to any obstetric surgeon or a medical man or
woman accustomed to a large gynecological practice, and almost without excep-
tion these people will say that birth control is detrimental to the woman and
detrimental to the child."

Eleven members of the British National Birth Rate Commission said:
"Medical evidence has been given that all unnatural modifications of marital

association, and all contraceptive methods by mechanical or chemical con-
trivances, if habitually employed by normally constituted individuals, are
harmful."

Arthur E. Gile3, M.D., B.S.C., F.R.C.S., in "Medical Views on Birth Contro",
sayc:

"Nature never forgives and never remits a penalty incurred. So when men
deliberately break her rules, it is well that they should realize that harmful.
results must necessarily follow and they are, at the best, choosing what appears
to be the lesser of two evils. The thoughtful man will not trzasgress against
the laws of nature without good and sufficient cause. These considerations
apply to birth control, which is an insult to nature and a violation of her laws."

In Paris on June 3, 1928, F. J. McCann, M.D., F.R.C.S., president, League
of National Life, England, and consulting surgeon at the Samaritan Free Hos-
pital for Women, London, said:

"All known methods of contraception are injurious to the female, they only
differ from being more or less so ** * the more complete the prevention,
the greater the harmfulness."

A veteran gynecologist, Dr. M. A. van Bouwdijk-Bastianse, of Amsterdam
at a meeting in Nymwefen in 1929, declared contraceptive methods advocated
by the new Malthusiamsm a failure from the viewpoint oi medical hygiene.
After stating that there is not a single preventive at all times and surely unin.
jurious, he proceeds to mention as among the possible serious consequences
from the use of contraceptives, inflammation or cancer of the neck of the womb,
sterility, and in some cases death. He than adds that danger to the health oe
the woman, even to her life, whether direct or indirect, is bound up with new
Malthusianism, and exceeds by far the danger connected with pregnancy and
childbirth. He concludes by saying: "That many, perhaps most scientists
in this field agree with me regarding the effect of the use of contraceptives on
the health condition, especially of women, can readily be shown by many quo-
tations, for instance from Dr. Max Marcuse, editor of the Hatdworterbuch
der Sexual-eissenshaft. In a conference of the Internationale Gesellshaft fur
Sexual-Forschung lie says: 'It has been fully established that-apart from
the wounds and dangerous infections to a woman's sexual organs by reason
of the use of certain instruments or means to which recourse may be had-con-
traceptives may injure the health of those regularly using them.'

'Ve may stutm up our appeal to authority, although there are numerous other
(uotations which we might submit, with the ironical quetation from tile Medical
Times and Long Ishnd Medical Journal for July 1931. T]he title of the articles
was Rules for Maintaining the Present High Iticidence of Cai.'?er of the Cervix.

"After mentioning many of the modern contraceptive deices, the rules are
concluded thus: ' Tile intensive combinations of methods recommended by many
contrfteptioni's, used weekly or biweekly, should, in a very few years, gladden
the watchful observer by producing sonic such cheerful evidei-ce as a sqiunous
epithelioma of the cervix, or perhaps a papillary adenocarcinoma. It is reason-
able to suppose that we may yet, through methods so dinirably adapted to tile
purpose sought, effect a notable increase in the incidence of'cervical cancer,
already so sigmificantly high. It is almost too much to hope that the di.,ease can
be universalized amongst women, though that should be the goal."
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POINT IV

TEER ADVOCATES OF THIS BILL SHOULD BE RELEGATED TO THE LEGISLATUREs Or
THE SEVERAL STATES

The aim of the advocate% of this bill is to escape the prohibition which various
States have made against giving of contraceptive advice by doctors and nures
and clinics. It is, of course, obvious that if they are permitted to send the infor-
ination through the mails, that is if the Federal Government through this bill
removes its assistance to the several States i carrying out the prohibition, this
information can be sent from State to State, and if a State at cmpts to pr'itect
itself and its people, it will be met with the argument that such interference js an
interference with interstate commerce, the regituatioi of which is reserved to
the Federal Government. May we at this paint call the attention of this corn-
inittee to the fact that this is a business which is before this committee advo.
casting this measure. The Federal Governmeil should (to nothing to assit a
I)usiness in avoiding the laws of. particular State. National emergency does tot
exist andl tie Federal Government should pauwe :nd consider carefully the claims
of persons who are pecuniarily interested ini the outcmne of the event. We aPpear
here in opposition to this bill without any financial iatereit whatsoever. VWe are
not stockholders, inventors, lecturers, clinics. writer, or any other class of persons
who will be benefited by an increase in the contraceptive business.

Even if everything that the advocates of this bill say were so, still they have no
place here before this committee. Let them go into their several States and
through the advocacy of well-recogiiized physicians establish their right to con-
duct the business within the States. They have even now caused a dangerous
condition in the dissemination of this literature which has been disseminated in
spite of the bill which this measure seeks to repeal.

There is nothing to the argument that becattse contraceptives are bootlegged
that therefore they should be sold openly. Only a sophist could present an argu-
ment which claims that because we repealed the eighteenth amendment therefore
we should repeal this bill. The use of alcohol is the use of a product of nature as
it war designed by the Creator. These advocates are here asking this Govern-
ment to permit them to advocate the frustration of a natural function designed
by the same Creator.

The measure which they advocate is unpatriotic. The western nation' are
failing to reproduce themselves. "The birth-control movement", according to
Dr. Louis I. Dublin, statistician of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., "will
have much to answer for unless it can square its account with the American people
by emphasizing at this very time the ueed for correctives of its activities in earlier
years. It has placed bundles of dynamite all over the country."

In conclusion we ask this committee to disapprove this bill which is economically,
morally, and socially unsound. It is violative of all of the American principles
and is subversive of public morals and against the natural law. It has been buried
by past Congresses. Let it remain buried in the slime of its origin.

Respectfully submitted.
THE NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION ON ITS OwN BEHALF

AND ON BEHALF OF ITS CONSTITUENT MEMBERS AND THE ASSOCI.-
TIONS JOININo HEREIN.

EXHIBIT A

At a special meeting of the executive committee of the National Catholic Alunni
Federation called for the purpose of authorizing the president of the National
Catholic Alumni Fede',ation, and its regional director in Washington, Mr. Joseph
M. Murphy, to oppose the Pierce bill being H.R. 5978, at the public hearing
before the Judiciary Committee of the House on Thursday, January 18, 1934, the
following resolution was unanimously adopted:

Whereas there has been introduced into the House of Representatives by
Congressman Pierce a bill known as H.R. 5978, and

Whereas a companion bill has been introduced into the Senate by Senator
Hastings, known as S. 1842, to legalize the transmission of birth-control inforna-
tion and appliances for doctors, medical colleges, druggists, hospitals, and
clinics, and PIG

Whereas this federation has been requested to oppose this legislation by its
constituent members, the alumni associations of the various Catholic colleges
throughout the country, and
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Whereas this executive committee has carefully considered the various

measures and after such consideration and due deliberation is unanimously and
unalterably oppoed to the passage of these measures, it is hereby

Resolved, That the president of the National Catholic Alumni Federation,
Edmond B. Butler, be and he hereby is authorized in the name of the federation
and for its constituent members throughout the United States, being the alumni
associations of more than 50 colleges, the alumni of which colleges number in
excess of 350,000, to appear personally or through the regional director for the
Southern Atlantic States-Mr. Joseph M. Murphy, of Washington, D.C.--and
file a memorandum containing the objections of the federation and its constituent
members to this legislation, and it is hereby further

Resohed, That we hereby call upon the Judiciaty Committee of the House of
Representatives and the Judiciary Committee of the Senate to disapprove these
bills in order that the institutions of our country, i*hiclh we so properly cherish,
shall be preqerved.New York, January 16, 1934.

NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION,
By JOHN T. BALFE, Secretary.

The foregoing is an exact transcript of the resolution unanimously adopted at a
special meeting of the national executive committee of the National Catholic
Alumvi Federation called pursuant to the authority vested in the president by
Ilie constitution and by-lawg of our organization.

NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION,
By JOHN T. BALFE.

EXHIBiT B

COLLEGES MEMBERS OF OUR FEDERATION

Boston College, Washington; Canisius College, Buffalo, N.Y.; Catholic Univer-
sity, Washing t on, D.C.; Cattiedral College (Morgan Fraternity). New York; Colum-
bia College, Dubuque, Iowa; Creighton University. Omaha, Nebr.; University of
Dayton, Ohio; DePaul University, Chicago, Ill.; University of Detroit, Michigan;
Duquesne University, Pennsylvania; Fordhan University, New York; George-
town University, Washington, D.C.; (onzaga University, Spokane, Wasi.;
Holy Cross College, Massachusetts.

La Salle College, Philadelphia; Loyola College, Baltimore, Md.; Lovla Uid-
versily, Chicago, Ill.; Lovola University, Los Angeles, Calif.; Lovola University,
Louisiana; Manhattan College, New Vork; Marquette University, Milwaukee,
Wis.; Mount St. Mary's College, Maryland; New York Alunni Society of
Georgetown University; Niagara University, New York; University of Notre
Dame, Indiana; Providence College, Rhode Island; St. Anselm's College, New
Hampshire; St. Benedict's College, Kansas; St. Bonaventure College, New York;
St. Edward's College, Austin, Tex.; St. Fraiacis College, Birooklyn; St. Francis
College, Loretto, Pa.; St. Francis Xavier, New York; St. John's University,
Brooklyn; St. John's University, Toledo, Ohio; St. Joseph's College, Philadelphia;
St. Louiis University, Missouri; St. Mary's College, Oakland, Calif.; St. Mary's
College, Kansas; St. Norbert's CcUege, De Pere, Wis.; St. Peter's College, Jersey
City; St. Thomas' College, Scranton, Pa.; St. Thomas' College, St. Paul, Minn.;
t. Viator College, Illinois; St. Vincent College, Pennsvlvania; Santa Clara

University, California; Seton Hall College, New Jersey;" Spring Hill College,
Alabama; Subiaco College, Subiaco, Ark.; University of San Francisco, Calif.;
Villanova College, Pennsylvania; Xavier University, Ohio.

EXHIBIT C

COPY OF NEWMAN CLUBS AUTHORIZATION

NEw YoRK, N.Y., January 16, 1984j
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

National Catholic Alumni Federation.
Three thousand members of Newman Clubs in New York area deeply oppose

the Pierce birth-control bill.
WILLIAM MALONEY,

President of United Newman Clubs.
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JANUARY 16, 1934.

EDMOND B. BUTLER:
Federation of College CAtholic Clubs of 202 Newman Clubs in the secular

co:.eges and universities having alumni members or bodies attached as auxiliaries
to almost all these clubs protest against any birth-control bill proposed for adopt.
tion by Congress. JOSEPH F. VAlORN,

President Federation of College Catholic Clbs.

EXHIBIT D

Organizations which have requested the National Catholic Alumni Federation
to represent them in addition to their alumni associations constituent membership.

Loyola University, Los Angles, Calif.; St. Edward's University, Austin, Tex.;
St. John's University, Toledo, Ohio- Georgetown University, Washington, D.C.;.
Fordhan University, New York dity; De Paul University, Chicago, Ill.; St.
Francis College, Loretto, Pa.; St. Mary's College, Oakland, Calif.; Providence
College, Rhode Island; Manhattan College, New York City; St. John's College,
Brooklyn, N.Y.; Mount St. Mary's College, Maryland; Loyola University,
Louisiana; Villanova College, Pennsylvania; Xavier University, Ohio- Niagara
University, New York; St. Peter's College, Jersey City; Marquette University,
Milwaukee, Wis.; LaSalle College, Philadelphia; St. Thomas' College, Santa Clara
University, California; Catholic University, Washington, D.C.; St. Norbert Col-
lege, De Pere, Wis.; Boston College, Massachusetts; Canisius College, Buffalo, N.Y.;
Loyola College, Maryland; St. Joseph's C)llege, Philadelphia; University of Da -

ton, Ohio; Columbidi College, Dubu Luc, Iowa' St. Bona-venture College, New York;
Seton Hall College, New Jersey; Loyola University, Cihicago, Ill ' University
of San Francisco, California' Gonzaga University, Spokane, Wash.; Notre Dame
University, Indiana; The centre Association for Catholics of the City of New
York, 120 Central Park South, New York City; The Newman Clubs in the City
of New York; The Federation of College, Catholic Clubs, Scranton, Pa.

Other associations whose telegrams and letters of authorizations will be received
subsequent to the printing of this menorandunn, but will be filed with it.

EXCERPTS FROM ARTICLE A- AMERICAN CONFERENCE ON BIRTH CONTROL-
LITERARY DIsEsr, DECEMBER 16, 1933

Marry and beget children is the slogan in Italy and Germany, in both of which
the governments have stimulated tWe apparently dying instinct for racial preser-
vation. France, however, has complained of her empty cradles since the Franco-
German War. Australia, hearing a distant click of heels from the north, is
calling for more white immigration, but the birthrate has dropped in her chief
source of supply.".lit Asia, India, the Malay Archipelago, and the South Sea Islands, on the

othel' hand, there is no birth control save that effected by nature in her normal
routine and when she acts as the Great Destroyer. The influenza epidemic which
ravaged the world after the war did more in a few months than artificial restric-
tions could ever hope to do, and it was no respecter of race or person. The better
breed was stricken with the poorest, the white race with the black and yellow.
War itself takes its toll from the best, leaving the unfit to carry on.

Which very brief sunimary may or may not lend point to the American Colfer-
ence on Birtlh Control and National Recovery to be held in Washington the middle
of next month. To nany it will appear farcical to relate birth control to a
program designed to increase consumption.

That birth control is being widely practiced is generally conceded, and the
fact is giving rise to serious alarm. Western civilization it seems (The Literary
Digest, July 9, 1932), is facing possible extinction by race suicide. The 1932
birthrate in Eng!and, Wales, France, Germany, and Italy showed a startling
decrease. In England and Wales the rate was 15.3, the lowest ever recorded
for the period of the year. In 1876 the rate was 36.3. The decline is not a pass-
ing phenomenon, but a development that is gaining momentum. In France it was
estimated that if the present rate of decline continues the population will have
been diminished by nearly one half in 75 years. In Berlin, the birthrate
for 1931, 16 per 1,000, was the lowest on record. In Italy the birthrate decrease
was slighter, having dropped from 27 in 1927 to 25 in 1931. In both these
countries, however, Government has since encouraged marriage and large
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families by dispensation and appeal to national pride. In the United States the
rate dropped from 24.3 in 1921to 18.9 in 1930. Norway, Sweden, and Belgium
also showed declining birth rates, while Spain, Portugal, and Ireland, all predomi-
nantly Catholic, had since 1928 a greater natural increase in population that in
the opening years of the century.

Speaking of the declining birthrate in the United States (The Literary Digest,
October 8, 1932), The Statistical Bulletin of the Metropolitan Life Insurance
Co. said: "The present fecundity of the American population is barely adequate
to maintain our numbers at a fixed level. Temporarily, we still have a good
excess of births over deaths, but only because of past conditions, which have
given us relative excess of women in the child-bearing ages.

"But a further fall in the birthrate will presently bring us below the self-
sustaining level, when the effect of past high birthrates has worn off. It is,
of course, possib!: that when the present economic strirgency passes, there will
also be a recovery in our fecundity to a higher point, through an increase in the
not very distant date. Failing this, it appears inevitabl3 that, at some not very
distant date, our population will not only come to a stataristil, but will actually
decline, now that accretion from outside by immigration is precluded."

" 'The birth-control movement,' said Dr. Louis I. Dublin, statistician of the
Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. (The Literary Digest, July 22, 1933), 'will
have much to answer for unless it can square its account with the American
people by emphasizing at this very time the need for correctives of its own activi-
ties in earlier years. It has placed bundles of dynamite all over the country.
It is now high time that it began to bring back, or at least to remove, the fuses.'"

-ON-CATHOLIC AND BIRTH CONTROL

(By Patrick J. Ward, from Homiletic and Pastoral Review, July 19331

In the public hearings on the several birth control bills recently introduced in
Congress, many public bodies and religious and semireligious groups, other than
Catholics, have come forward courageously and condemned the practice of
contraception. They have strenuously opposed changes in the Federal penal
laws which would permit a inore widespread commercial traffic in contraceptive
articles, drugs, and literature. These efforts have so far been successful and the
bills have been rejected or have not been reported out of committee.

When the Hatfield and Hancock bills were before the last Congress, there came
forward to oppose them the following non-Catholic religious bodies: The Uuitcd
Lutheran Church in America, the Evangelical Lutheran Augustana Synod, the
United Danish Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and the Southern Baptist
Convention, which groups represent: congregations totaling about 5,000,000.

In addition the folloing nion-Catholic and interdenominational religious
organizations appeared against the bill: The International Reform Federation,
the Lord's Day Alliance, the World Purity Federation, the New York Society
for the Prevention of Vice. Further, the following nonreligious bodies registered
their opposition: the Independent Order of Odd Fellows, the National Patriotic
League, the Woman Patriot, the Sentinels of the Republic, the Foresters of
America, and the Americai Federation of Labor. The number represented in all
thf se groups is very large.

Many other religious bodies have on several occasions expressed their dis-
approval of birth control, as for example on the occasion of the report, in 1931,
of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America, which approved the
practice. Among the largest religious groups represented in the Federal Council
are the United Lutheran Church, the Northern Baptist Convention, the Pres-
byterian Church in the United States of America and the Presbyterian Church
in the United States, which groups immediately made known their strong dis-
approval of that report.

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States,
representing half a million conmmunicants, not only protested but withdrew from
the Federal Council and witheld its financial support.

The Lutheran Ministerium of Pennsylvania adopted a resolution urging the
United Lutheran Church to withdraw. The United Lutheran Synod of New
York took similar action as well as the Lake Erie Conference of the Missouri
Lutheran Synod. The United Lutheran Church in the United States, while
it did not withdraw from the Federal Council, most emphatically disapproved
its action. This same body has opposed the recent birth control bills in Congress.
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The Northern Baptist Convention, representing a million and a half communi.
cants declared in a resolution that the Federal Council had departed from its
o Igi a purpose.he Presbyterian Church in the United States of America with almost two

million adherents not only disagreed with the Federal Council but rejected a
report of its own commission on marriage favoring birth control.
The Methodist Protestant Church, another important group of the Federal

Council, stated the the council had gone on record "without the sanction of
Methodist protestantism."

It is well known that several of the American Episcopal bishops at the Lam-
beth conference in 1930 did not approve or support the resolution of that con-
ference recommending contraception. A resolution patterned after that of
the Lambeth conference was tabled by the Brooklyn and Long Island Diocesan
,Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church.

In addition, many non-Catholics of all faiths have at one time or another
registered their disapproval of birth control and the attempts to amend the
laws. Bishop Warren A. Candler. of the Methodist Episcopal Church South,
was one of those who protested against the bills in the last Congress.

These non-Catholic religious bodies together represent almost nine million
communicants.

Now let us turn to the other side and see what are the uon.Catholic religious
groups which have declared in favor of birth control. The Central Conference
of American Rabbis is only one of three national federations of rabbis (not
congregations). There is also on record approving birth control the Federation
of Jewish Women's Organizations representing a membership of 100,000. These
represent the more liberal trend among the some four million Jews in the country.
On the other hand, Jewish opposition to the recent bills was also presented to
the congressional committees.

The Universalist general convention in 1929 could only speak approval ior
a total group in the country of some 55,000 persons.

There is the approval of the American Unitarian Association representing
a small group of 60,000. The General Council of the Congregational and Chris-
tian Churches which together include a million members has gone as far as
approving the Federal Council report. Among the few Methodist Episcopal
groups on record are the New York East Conference, the Wisconsin Conference,
and the Southern California Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church,
and a group of ministers at Delaware, Ohio.

It cannot be said, therefore, that practicallyy all religious organizations in
America except the Catho;e Church have gone on record as favoring the quali-
fied use of- contraceptives." The facts point otherwise.

The advocates of contraceptive birth control and the proponents of the various
Federal and State bills to promote it assiduously propagate the untruthful
statement that only Catholics oppose these changes in the law.

It is well then to realize that the more important non-Catholic groups within
this country are fully alive to the great dangers involved in contracepton and
its traffic, and that they have publicly and effectively registered their opposition.

January 17, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLE-R,

New York City.
You are hereby authorized to represent St. Louis University Alumni Associa-

tion in bearing on Pierce Birth-Control Bill voicing the association's emphatic
protest. ROBERT S. JOHNSTON, S.J.,

President St. Louis University.
Jan uary 16, 1934.

EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Federation of College Catholic Clubs of 202 Newman Clubs in the secular

colleges and universities having alumni members or bodies attached as auxiliaries
to almost all these clubs protest against any birth-control bill proposed for
adoption by Congress.

JOSEFH F. VANHORN,President, Federation of College catholic clubs.
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NEw YORx, N.Y., January 17, 1984.

EDMOND BOaGIA BUTLER, Esq.
Now York City.

You are hereby authorized to represent the alumni association of the college
of St. Franceis Xavier in opposing the Pierce Birth-Control Bill.

T. Louis A. BRITT, President.

Nrw YORK, N.Y., January 16, 1954.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

National Catholic Alumni Federation,
New.York City.

Three thousand members of Newman Clubs in New York area deeply oppose
the Pierce Birth-Control Bill. ....... WILLIAM MALONEY,

President of United Newman 6lubs.

- MoVILE, ALA., Janucry 17, 1854.-
E. B. BUTLER New York City.

Springhill alumni authorize you oppose Pierce birth-control bill.
JOHN J. DauHAI, S.J.

ST. MARYS, KANS., January 17, 1954.
EDMOND B. BUTrLER,

New York City.
St. Marys colle,;e alumni association authorizes you to represent us In opposing

Pierce birth control bill.
M. M. GANEY, S.J.,

Executive secretary.

Los ANGELES, CALIF., January 16, 1954.EDMUND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

The approval our association granted you for combating Pierce bill.
LOYOLA Ul !VERSITY OF Los ANGELES,
LEo ROSECRANS, President.
JAS. DONOVAN, Secretary.

AUSTIN, TEX., January 16, 1934.EDMUND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

Authorization represent university alumni against passage Pierce birth-control
bill.

ST. EDWARD'S UNIVERSITY,
REV. HUGH O'DONNELL, President.

TOLEDO, OIO, January 15, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Represent our alumni opposing bill success.

ST. JOHN'S JNIVEVRITY,
G. A. FITZGIBBONS.

WASHINGTON, D.C., January 15, 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Georgetown University authorizes you protest against birth-control bill.

W. COLEMAN NEVILS, president.

38495-34---13
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EDMOND B. BUTLER, CHICAGO, ILL., January 16, 1934.

New York City.
Authorize you to voice De Pauls opposition to Birth Control Bill at Thursday

hearing.
F. V. CORCORAN.

EDWIN B3. BUTLER CRESSON, PA., January 16, 1934.

New Y'ork City.
President of St. Francis College strongly opposes Pierce Birth Control Bill.

You have authorization to represent our alumni. Rz V. WILLIAM M. GRen..

SAINT MARYS, CALIF., January 16, 1934.EDMUND B. BUTLER,
President National Catholic Alumni Federation, New York City.

-As president St. Mary's Alumni I strongly oppose Pierce Birth Control Bill.
DR. FRED T. WEST.

PROVIDENCE, R.I., January 16, 1934.EDMUND B. BUTLE-R,
New York City.

You are authorized to represent the Providence College Alumni Association,
which has 1,300 members, in opposing the Pierce Birth Control Bill.

L. C. MCCARTHY, 0. P.,
President of Protidence College.

NEW YORK. N.Y., January 16, 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

The Manhattan College Alumni is unalterably opposed to Pierce Birth Control
Bill. Full authorization to so represent us is yours. DAVID BRODERICK.

BROOKLYN, N.Y., January 16, 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
The Alumni Association of Saint John's College, Brooklyn, requests and

authorizes you to represen, them in opposing Pierce Birth Control Bill at public
hearing in Washington on Thursday.

FRANCIS J. GARTLAND, President.

EDMOND B. BUTLER, EMMITSBURO, MD., January 16, 1934.

New York City.
You have authority to represent Mount St. Mary's. JOiN L. SHERIDA.I.

NEw 6RLEANS, LA., January 15, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Kindly represent the Alumni Association of Loyola University of New Orleans

in strenuous and unyielding opposition to Pierce Birth Control Bill.
J. W. HYNES, S. J.,

President Loyola University.
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VILLANOVA, PA., January 15, 1984.

Hon. EDMOND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

By all means use my name protesting Birth Control Bill. Have already sent
telegram direct. ALBERT C. WAGNER,

Alumni Secretary, Villanova College.

CINCINNATI, OHIO, January 15, 1984.EDMOND D. BUTLER,
New York City.

Full authorization extended to represent Xavier University Alumni Association
opposing Pierce Birth Control Bill. EDWARD P. VoNDERHAAR, Secretary.

NIAGARA FAI.Ls, N.Y., January 15, 1984.EDMOND B. BUTLER,
NVew York City.

Please express indignant opposition of 3,000 Niagara University alumni to,
proposed Pieroe birth-control legislation. MARTIN J. BLAKE, Secretary.

JjRszy CITY, N.J., January 15, 1984.EDMOND B. BUTLERt,
New York City.

Please represent alumni body of St. Peters College, Jersey City, as opposed
to birth-control bill as being un-American, ineffective from broader viewpoint,
and immoral.

R. RusH RANKIN, S.J. Moderator.

MILWAUKEE, Wis., January 15, 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

I authorize you to represent alumni of Marquette University in oppositionito
the Pierce bill.

WILLIAM MAGEE,
President Marquette University.

PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 15, 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

Oppose Pierce birth-control bill for alumni of the LaSalle College.
BROTHER ANSELM, President.

EDSIOND B. BUTLER, SCRANTON, PA., Jaaruny 15, 1934.

New York City.
Permission granted to represent St. Thomas College Alumnae Association

opposing Pierce Birth Control Bill on Thurday. Have also sent opposition
telegram Chairman of Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives.

F. J. O'HARA,
St Thomas College.
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SANTA CLARA, CALIF., January 15, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Have full authority to represent Association of Santa Clam at he.ting of

Pierce Birth Control Bill. Oppose strenuously in our name.
GREGORY T. MARTIN

Secretary to President, University of Santa 6 lara.

"ASHINOTON, D.C., January 15, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
I hereby authorize you to represent the Catholic University of America Alumni

Association at the hearing on the Pierce bill on Thursday. Under separate
cover I am forwarding copy of telegram to House Chairman based cn suggestion
of Montavon of N.C.W.C. Shall I see you Thursday?

.... JOSEPH M. MURPHY.

GREENBAY, Wis., January 16, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
St. Norbert College Alumni authorize you to represent them at Pierce bill

hearing about which- they have sent House Committee following wire: "Two
thousand college educated christian gentlemen denounce the unclean thing which
drips the slime of prehistoric bestiality and is fostered by the Pierce birth control
bill as biblically unarguable, biologically unnatural, medically unsubstantiated,
socially selfish, philosophically indefensible, spiritually calamitous, ethically
.criminal, and nationally suicidal." DR. AN5ELM M. KEEFE,

St. Norbert College Alumni, West Depere, Wis.

BROOKLINN, MAss., January 15, 1934."EDMOND B. BUTLER,
New York City.

You are authorized to represent our alumni association in opposing Pierce bill.
Am wiring Chairman Judiciary Committee. L. J. GALLAGHER, S.J.,

President Boston College.

BUrALO, N.Y., January 15. 1934.EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Canisius College Alumni Assoclatic.- protest vigorously against Pierce birth

-control bill and authorizes you to voice its opposition.
RUDOLPH J. Excinons, President.

OMAH,., NEBR., January 15, 19$9.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Creighton Universit", Alumni Association consisting of over 5,000 men and

women in every State-of the Union urges you to represent it in opposing vehe-
mently the Pierce birth control bill pending before the National Legislature.
Passage of this bill would be a deadly blow to our beloved Nation.

FRANK E. PELLEGRIN,
Secretary Creighton University Alumni Association.
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BALTIMORE, MD., January 15, 1984.

E. B. BUTLER,
New York City.

Full authority to represent Loyola College Alumni Association. All success.
T. J. LovE, S.J.,.
Faculty Representative.

PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 16, 1934.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Represent our aluirni for opposition to Pierce Birth Control Bill.

THOMAS J. HIGGINS,
President of St. Josephs College.

DAYTON, OHIO, January 15, 1934.
EDMIOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Please represent University of Dayton alumni in opposing Birth Control Bill.

GEO. J. RENNEKER,
Acting President, University of Dayton.

EDMOND B. BUTER, DUBUQUE, IOWA, January 15, 1934.

New York City.
Represent Columbia College in opposing Birth Control Bill.

COLUMBIA COLLEGE.
REv. T. CONRAY.

ST. BONAVENTURE, N.Y., January 15, 1934.
EDMOND R. BUTLER,

New York City.
You are hereby authorized to represent the alumni of St. Bonaventyre Col-

lege at the hearing of the Pierce Birth Control Bill. Put us on record'as abso-
lutely opposed to this bill. Can you notify the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee and also our Representative? You have full authority. Best wishes.

ST. BONAVENTURE ALUMNI ASSOCIATION,
JOSEPH YANNER, Permanent Secretary.

SoUrH ORANGE, N.J., January 15, 1984.
EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
Please represent the 1,400 members of the Alumnae Association of Seton Hall

College in unqualified opposition to Pierce birth control bill. Am wirir,, Chair-
man udiciary Committee of our opposition. EDWARD L. JENNINGS,

Executive Secretary.

CHICAGO, ILL., January 16, 1934.
EDMOND D. BUTLER,

New York City.
Please Record Loyola University Alumni Association as opposing Pierce birth

control bill at hearing in legislature, Albany, Tuesday, January 18.
JOSEPH MCLAUGHLIN, J. S.

Director Loyola University Alumni Association.
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., January 16, 1984.EDMOND B. BUTLER,

New York City.
The Alumni Association University of San Francisco with 1,600 members

authorizes you to represent them and protest in their names passage Pierce birth
control bill. Formal protest telegraphed chairman judiciary committee.

FRANK P. HuoHEs, Secretary.

EDMOND B. BUTLER, SPOKANE, WASH., January 15, 1934.

New York City.
Gonzaga Alumni Association herebv authorized you to represent the association

In opposing Pierce birth control bill. The association has wired Chairman
Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives, its opposition to bill.

Rev. CURTIS J. SHARP,
Moderator, Gontaga Alumni Association.

NOTRE DAME, IND., January 15, 1914.EDMOND B. BUTLER,

Notre Dame Alumni pleased to authorize you agent, Pierce bill protest.
JANES E. ARMSTRONG,

Alumni Secretary.

Miss AGNES REGAN, QUINCY, ILL., January 17, 1934.

Assistant Secretary N.C.C.W., Washington, D.C.
Am sending night letter to the Hon. Hatton W. Sumners, Chairman Judiciary

Committee, House of Representatives in which I am expressing opposition to
the purpose of the Birth Control Bill now under consideration. Am sending
protest in the name of 50,000 members of National Catholic Women's Union.

SOPHIA CATHERINE WAVERING,
National President.

HENRY L. CARAVATI DUBUQUE, IOWA, January 17, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
Four hundred ladies of the Catholic Benevolent Society of Dubuque, Iowa, are

unanimously opposed to the Pierce Birth Control Bill now before Congress, House
Bill 5978.

Miss FLORENCE M. HENNING,
President.

HENRY L. CARAVATI, PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 450 women of St. Boniface Christian Mothers Con-

fraternity to enter solemn protest against the iniquitous measure known as the
"Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural
law and the dictates of a truly christian conscience.

Mrs. ANNA MUSHER,
President Christian Mothers Confraternity.

CLEVELAND, OHiO, January 18, 1934.HENRY L. CORAVATI,

Washington. D.C.
Please inform chairman and members of Judiciary Committee that Cleveland

Diocesan Council of National Council of Catholic Women, representing 20,000
women oppose birth control bill covered in House of Representatives bill
5978, which we believe immoral and offensive to a great number of American
citizens.

FRANCES F. BUSHFA,
President.
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NEw YORK, N.Y., January 17, 1984.
NATIONAL CATHOLIC WELFARE CONFERENCE,

Washington, D.C.
As member Manhattanville Alumnae I protest against amendment to sections

211, 245, 312 of Criminal Code. MERCEDES DE ARANGO.

NEw YORK, N.Y., Janua'y 17, 1984.
NATIONAL CATHOLIC WELFARE CONFERENCE,

Washington, D.C.
As a woman I protest against amendment to sections 211,245, 012 of Criminal

Code. PETRONILA DE ARANGO.

FORDEAM UNIVERSITY, FORDUAM, N.Y., January 15, 1934.

CHARMAN JUDICIARY COMMITTEE,
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.

My DEAR SIR: As president of the largest Catholic university in the world,
Fordham University, numbering more than 8,000 students, I hereby authorize
the National Catholic Alumni Federation to represent the Fordbam University
Alumni Association in opposing the Pierce birth control bill at the hearing on
Thursday, January 18.

Mr. Edmond B. Butler is hereby authorized to represent our Fordham Univer-
sity Alumni Association.

Very sincerely yours, ALOYSIUS J. HOGAN, S.J.

President.

NATIONAL CIRCLE DAUGHTERS OF ISABELLA,
WasAington, D.C., January 19, 1934.Hon. HATT'ON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee,
House Office Building.

My DEAR SIR: I am here to officially represent the National Circle Daughters
of Isabella, an organization with headquarters in New Haven, bonn., and
branches in practically every State in the Union.

We have a membership of about 70,000 women, all over 18 years of age. We
feel the passage of the bill now under your consideration would be a great detri-
ment to our ycug girls and at our last convention, held in Montreal, Canada,
August 1933, resolutions were passed protesting such action.

We urge you, Mr. Chairman, to have your committee give this protest their
earnest consideration.

Respectfully submitted. ALICE C. BICKSLER,

National Dirertor, Daughters of Isabella.

CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 15, 1934.
DEAR SIR: I am writing to request that you do all in your power to prevent

the passage of H.R. 5978. I consider it against decency, morality, and
the sanctity of the home. Trusting that you will give this your immediate
attention I am,Sincerely,

KATHERINE M. REIDY.

JAN UARY 18, 1934.
JUDICIARY COMMITTEE,

House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.
GENTLEMEN: The National Council of Catholic Women, whom I have the

privilege of representing on this occasion, includes in its membership 18 national
organizations and 2,000 local groups with an individual membership of 500,000.
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At each succeeding annual convention since 1923 the delegates have protested
the passage of any measure which would make possible tho free dissemination
of information and distribution of material concerning contraception, because
they believe that such legi nation Is a direct attack upon the sanctity of marriage
and the integrity of the family.

Respectfully submitted. AGNES G. REGAN,

Executive Secretary.

JANUARY 14, 1934.
The Visitation Alumnae, as an organization of 500 Catholic women condemns

and protests H.R. 5978, the hearing for which has been set for January 18,
1934.

MRS. G. F. CHopiN,
President Visitation Academy, St. Louis, Mo.

JANUARY 1., 1934.
HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAa SIR: We are Informed that there is to be a hearing on bill H.R. 5978,
the so-called "Birth Control Bill", and we write to protest against the provisions
of this measure as subversive to decency, morality, and the public welfare.

The Milwaukee Archdiocesan Council of Catholic Women, representing the
women of 256 Catholic parishes of southern Wisconsin and the Catholic women's
clubs and other Catholic women's organizations of Mil al, kee Archdiocese,
in their annual convention adopted a resolution protesti y .11 forms of such
legislation as this.

The proposed amendment would permit young people and even children access
to literature, information, and knowledge not suited to their years, inasmuch
as Tooth the manufacturer and the purveyor of materials advertised an(; distrib-
uted have already shown their lack of responsibility toward protecting our young

The Milwaukee Archdiocesan Council of Catholic Women has reiterated in the
following resolution ito objection to such measure:

"Thi propaganda of so-called birth control is an infidelity to God, a denial
of individual dignity of man and woman, and a selfish betrayal of our country's
welfare.

"It will, whenever advocated, injure the family as the unit of society and
encourage an individualism destructive of t-e social body, of national life, and
even of economic life, because it weakens the argument for a just wage, which
should be based on the family unit."

We shall appreciate very much your presenting our opposition to this bil to
the inembers of the House Judiciary Committee.

Yours very truly,
MILWAUKEE ARCHDIOCESAN COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,

By KATHERINE R. WILLIAMS, President.

JANUARY 16, 1934.
Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIn: The Natchez Diocesan Council of Catholic Women representing

the Catholic women of Mississippi, protests the passage of bill H.R. 5978, which
we feel would disrupt the sanctity of marriage and the integrity of the family
and ultimately affect the morale of our citizens.

Yours truly, Mrs. E. C. LEONARD, President.

DE-.PHOS, OHIO, January 1, 1934.
Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives.
DEAR SIR: Bill H.R. 5978, the so.called "Birth Control Bill", has come to my

notice. I wish to go on record as being very strongly opposed to such a bill.
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Hoping you will use every influence to defeat this bill at the hearing before the
Judiciary Conittee of the House which has been set for January 18, 1934.

veytruly yours. Mrs. JOHN MCREDMOND.

LHME SPRINGS, IOWA, January 16, 1984.
Hon. HATToN Vv. SUMNE.RS.

DEAR SIR: In the name of our organization, St. Stephen's Parish, Chester,
Iowa, I am protesting against H.R. 5978. Mrs. WALTERt 0. MUNEL:.

11) HLAMAR, Mo., January 16, 1984.
Hon. HATToN W. SUMN ERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
DEAR Sin: As a practicing physician and surgeon of the State of Missouri, I

wish to sincerely and earnestly protest against the favorable , ,rt of the Judi-
ciary Committee on H.R. 5978, otherwise known as "the bii! ht-glizing the pre-
vention of conception by articifial means."

This law would not only serve to defeat the divine laws of God and pave the
way towards a complete break-down of the whole family structure that has been
sacred since the founding of the Christian religion, but would disgrace our statute
books with a law legalizing murder and depopulating our great Republic.

Very sincerely yours, SAML. R. HARWOO, M.D.

LAMAR, Mo., January 16, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNES,
Chairman Judiciary Committee, House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: As fifth vice president of the Lamar, Mo. branch of the

National Cnicfla of Catholic Women, I wish t,% sincerely and earnestly protest
against a favorable report of the Judiciary Committee on H.R. 5978, otherwise
known as the bill legalizing the prevention of conception by artificial means.

This law would serve to defeat the laws of God and would pave the way toward
a complete breakdown of the whole family structure that has been sacred since
the founding of the Christian religion.

We earnestly hope that you will see fit to give due consideration to this request.
Very sincerely yours, Mrs. S. . HARWOOD.

LAMAR, Mo., January 16, 1984.
hon. HIATToN W. SUMNlERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee, House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: As prosecuting attorney of Barton County, Mo.,I wish to sincerely

and earnestly protest against a favorable report of the Judiciary Committee on
H.R. 5978, otherwise known as the bill legalizing the prevention of conception by
artificial means.

I am a member of the Methodist Church of Lamar, Mo., and feel that this law
would serve to defeat the laws of God and would pave the way towards a complete
breakdown to the whole family structure that has been sacred since the founding
of the Christian religion.

I earnestly hope that you will see fit to give due consideration to this request.
Very sincerely yours, ROTH H. FAuDION,

Prosecuting attorney Barton County, Mo.

CARSONVILLE, MicH., January 16, 1934.
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN.

DEAn MADAM1: The following letter was mailed to Hon. Hatton Sumners,
Mr. Joseph L. Hooper, and Mr. John C. I.ehr:

The League of Catholic Women of Sanilac County, Michigan, wishes to protest
against the passage of bill 5978.
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We appeal to you, our duly elected Representative, to unite with us in pro-
tecting the sanctity of marriage.

Very sincerely yours, Mis CLARA O'MARA,

President of Sanilac County League.

JANUARY 15, 1934.
HATTON W. SUMNERS,

House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.
In the name of the Altar and Rosary Society of the Good Shepherd Parish at

Toledo, Ohio, the members whose names are enclosed hereby protest against
the passage of H.R. 5978. DELLA BRUCKEN, President.

MARY WARREN, Recording Secretary.
Am sending this copy of letter sent to Washington as you requested. Will

send copy of answer, if any received. MARY WARREN," Recording ,Secretary.

Copy of list sent to Washington: Mrs. T. J. Warren, Mrs. F. L. Hayes, Mrs.
J. L. Ball, Mrs. J. T. Welsh Mrs. M. Shlagheek, Mrs. P. Hertzfeld, Mrs. Carl
Webbon, Mrs. Joe Tiernan, Mrs. Louise Ritter, Mrs. Martha Brack, Mrs. Mary
Carrol, Mrs. K. K. Birkenhaner, Miss Dora O'Brien, Mrs. M. Harrington,
Mrs. M. j. MeAuley, Mrs. Anna Overburg, Mrs. Dan Hoetor, Miss Mary Bistner,
Mrs. J. 0. Brummett, Mrs. C. Grodi, Mrs. E. Collins, Mrs. J. E. Cullars, Mrs. E.
McGarry, Mrs. A. J. Boots, Mrs. L. Royal, Mrs. Liebher, Mrs. F. F. Lark, Mrs.
F. C. Moran, and Mrs. Della Brucken.

EPWORTH, IOWA, January 15, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Washington, D.C.

DRAB MR. SUMNERS: In the name of the members of St. Paul's Mission Club,
we wish to enter our objection to the passage of H.R. 5978. This bill is contrary
to natural and supernatural laws, as also against our belief in fulfilling Gods
Commandments. Our or-:anization represents 20 Catholic Women in the town
of Epworth, Iowa.

Trusting you Will give due consideration to our request.Yours very truly.
EVELYN McGEENER, President.

CIRCLE OF MERCY,
Cleveland, Ohio, January 15, 1934.Miss AGNES G. REGAN,

Executive secretary of N. C. C. TV.
DEAR Miss REGAN: A copy of letter sent to Hon. Hatton W. Sumners,

Washington, D.C., in protest bv the Circle of Mercy Cleveland.
We as members of the Circle of Mercy composed of Catholic Women of Cleve.

land, Ohio, do enter our protest against the proposed Federal legislation which
would permit distribution of information and material to be used for prevention
of conception by artificial means.

ELIZABETH SCHWARTZ, President.
KATHERINE A. RIoHDON, Recording Secretary.

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,

Hon. WILLIAM E. HEs, Clerelan-, Ohi , January 13, 1934.

Member of Congress, Washington, D.C.
HONORABLE SIR: I wish respectfully to protest the passage of H.R. 5978.

It is contrary to sound morals and its adoption will promote promiscuity. It
will be a blow to the dignity of womanhood and will contribute to the deteriora-
tion of our Nation.
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The organization of which I am president consists of 8,000 members and
is anxious to see this bill killed in committee. We will closely watch the delibera-
tion and recommendation of your committee.

Respectfully yours.
MRS. W. S. HOUCK,

President Cleveland Deanery, Cleveland, Ohio.

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS, Cleveland, Ohio.

Chairman Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
HONORABLE SIR: Cleveland Deanery Council of the National Council of

Catholic Women, representing 8,000 members, in session today passed a resolu-
tion protesting passage of H.R. 5978, permitting dissemination of contra-
ceptive information, etc. It is contrary to moral and natural law.

ALICE F. KELLY,
Chairman Legislative Committee.

MERIDEN, CONN., January 16, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman of Judiciary Committee,
Houce Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: The Meriden Council of Catholic Women, representing about 1,000
Catholic women in this city, hereby register a protest against the passage of the
Birth Control Bill H.R. 5978.

It is the belief of this organization that the enactment of such legislation would
be productive of flagrant immorality, and the disintegration of the home and the
family care and training, and a weakening of present religious and moral safe-
guards for the good of society.

The Meriden Council begs that the Judiciary Committee do not approve of
bill H.R. 5978.

Very sincerely yours, COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN OF MERIDEN,

Mrs. MARION MURPHY, Secretary.

MERIDEN, CONN., January 15, 1934.
HoN. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, Vashington, D.C.
SiR: We, the members of the "Mothers Circle" of the Meriden Couicil of

Catholic Women, who have been making a study of the Christian family and the
intregrity of the home, wish to v- on record as opposed to the passage of Birth
Control Bill, H.R. 5978.

We feel that it violates moral laws and outrages the sanctity of nature and
would cause the breakdown of fundamental religious principles, contribute to
the debasing of our young people, and strike a blow to the sanctity of family life.

As a group of mothers, we beg that you do not approve this measure.Yours very t'iily, MOTtIERS' CIRCLE, M.C.C.W.,
(MRs.) HELEN MEALE, Secretary.

MEIDEN, CONN.,January 16, 1934.

Ho:. HATTON W. SUMMERS,

Chairman of Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: I am a inember of national board of directors of the National

Council of Catholic Women, and of the Catholic Women of the New England
States in that board.T am the mother of five children and I desire to be on record in your committee
protesting against the passage of Birth Control Bill HR. 5978 or any human
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sterlization measure. They are an infidelity to God and an outrage to the sanctity
of nature.

I beg, therefore, that your honorable committee do not approve this measure.
Very sincerely yours, Mrs. L. 3. HORRIGAN.

MEPIDnEN, CONS.
January 15, 1934.Hon. HAlrrON WV. SUMM ERS,

Chairman of Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
DEAR Mr. SuMNtERS: As supreme president of the National Catholic Women's

Benevolent Legion, I wish to protest against the passage of the Birth Control
Bill, H.R. 5978.

It is the belief of this organization, which numbers over 10,000 members, that
the proposed Federal legislation which would permit the distribution of informa-
tion and material to be used for the prevention of conception by artificial metns
would mean the disintegration of the home and a decided weakening of moral
standards.

Will you please do all within your power to see that the Judiciary Committee
do not approve of bill H.R. 5978?

Very sincerely yours,
NATIONAL CATHOLIC WOMEN'S BEr;EVOLENT LEGION,
Mrs. WM. CASLEMAN, Supreme Prnident

MEHIDEN, CoNV., January 15, 1934.HON. HATTON W. SUMMERaS,
Chairman of Judiciary Committee, 1a:4.hington, D.C.

DEAR MR. SUMNERS: The Catholic Women's Benevolent Legion of Meriden,
Conn., a branch of an national organization of over 10,000 Catholic women,
objects to the passage of the Birth Control bill, H.R. 5978.

We feel that the passage of this bill would be dangerous to health and morals
especially to our youth.

We, therefore, enter a united protest against the evil this bill would do the
sanctity of the family and family life.

We wish to go on record as making a positive protest against this measure.
Very sincerely yours,

CATHOLIC WOMEN'S BENEVOLENT LEGION,
Secretary.

MERIDEN, Co-,Ns., January 15, 1934.HoN. HATTOS W. SV'MNEEs,
* Chairman of Judiciary Committee, Washington. D.C.

We, the members of St. Anne's Society of St. Laurent's Church, Meriden, Conn.,
numbering over 300 women, vigorously protest the Birth Control Bill, H.R. 5978.

It .s against our principles to favor aiiy' Federal legislation which would permit
the distribution of information which','or!d prevent conception by artificial
means.

It strikes a severe blow at national morality, the integrity of the family, and
the saci,,dness of marriage.

Ve:y sincerely yotirs,,
ST. ANNE'S So0iETY,

Secretary.

GALVESTON, TEx., Janu ary 13, 193.
Whereas efforts are being ilade before the Judiciary Committee of the House

of RepresentativCs of Congress at its fortbeominig session in January 1934, a
bill to provide for the amendmllent of present Federal legislation so as to exempt
from the prohibition of sending or receiving by or from the United States mails,
by phyicians, medical colleges, druggists, hospitals, and clinics, information
regardiaig prevention of conception and devices of contraceptions; and
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Whereas the artificial limitation of offspring is contrary to the natural law,
is prohibited by divine positive law as is seen in Genesis 38:8, is a grave menace
to society and the state, destructive to the family, and conducive to the pro-
misUous relationship between sexes, and contrary to basic morality; and

Whereas eminent physicians, gynecologists, scientists, specialists, an6 sur-
geons have declared and do declare that the use of contraceptives is harmful to
mind and body; and

Whereas the repeal of present Federal legislation will lead to the further
diffusion of knowledge and use of contraceptives, with the accompanying danger
of their coming more into the hands of youth, to the further corruption of morals;
therefore, be it

Resolved, that the Women's Catholic Action Guild of Galveston, Tex., in
meeting assembled, voice their entire opposition to the proposed amendment,
and their absolute and unqualified condemnation of the use of contraceptives
as being sinful, immoral, and injurious to the individual and to society; and
be it further

Resolved, that a copy of this resolution be sent to the Hon. Hatton W. Sum-
ners, chairman of the Judiciary Comm ittee of tile House, Washington; and be
it further

Resolved, that the Women's Catholic Action Guild of Galveston, Tex., call
upon all who believe in God and reverence His word to join them in opposing
the aims and purposes of the advocates of birth control, and the makers of
devices of contraception, for the protection of our youth, the security of our
morals, the sanctity of our homes, and the safeguarding of the heritage left
us lv our God-fearing forbears in the character of our national ideals and
institutions.

Mrs. P. A. DROUILHET,
Prcsidert Women's Catholic Action Guild of Galveston, Tex.

Mrs. C. LYNN KEENAN,
Secretary Women's Catholic Action Guild of Galveston, Ter.

DELPIHOS, OHIO,
January .15, 193..

lon. HATTON W. SUNMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
' House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SiR: Bill H.R. 5978, the so-called "Birth Control Bill". has come to
our notice. We wish to go on record as being very strongly opposed to such a
bill.

Hoping you will use every influence to defeat this bill at the hearing before the
Judiciary Conniittce of the House (which has been set for January 18, 1934)
we remain,

Very truly yours,
ThE 1925 FIVE-IIuNDED CLUB,

Delphos, Ohio.WME:WRL

DELPHOS, OHIO,

11o11. HATTON W. SUMINERS, January 15, 19.3.

Chairman,.Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatires, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: Bill 11.11. 5978, the so-called "Birth Cuntrol Bill", has come to
my notice. I wish to go on record as being very strongly opposed to such a bill.

Hoping you will use every influence to defeat this bil at the l.caring before
the Judicia ry Committee of the House, which has been set for January 18, 1934,
I remain,

Very truly yours,
MRHS. R OSE' W~AHMI*OFP,

Vice President Liuia Deamtry N.C.C.W.

101 W: Lt W Dclphos, Ohio.

U I
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JANUARY 15, 1934.
Miss AGNEs G. REGAN,

National Council of Catholic Women, Washington, D.C.
DEAR Miss REGAN: The following message has been sent to the lion. Hatton

W. Sumners and the three New York Representatives:
"4As president of the Brooklyn Diocesan Sodality Union, 1 protest in the name

of 30,000 young women against bill H.R. 978 because it is injurious to the
human race and detrimental to the welfare of our country ae well as being vin-
patriotc to the ideals on which our county was founded."

They were urged to do all in their power to defeat this bill.
Sincerely yours,

FLORENCE SHANNON.

JANUARY', 15, 1933.
Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SiR: The National Catholic Federation of Nurses, impelled by the
principles of intelligent patriotism as well as by those dictated by Christian
morality and ethics, protests, in behalf of the 70,000 Catholic nurses of the United
States adhering to these principles, the passage of H.R. 5973, or any similar
legislation.

We respectfully icquest that our objections be given due consideration.
Very tral3 yours,

HELEN FINAN, R.N.,
National Catholic Federation of Nurses.

MOUNT Kisco, N.Y., January 16, 1934.
Miss AGNES G. REGAN,

Washington, D.C.,
DEAR MADAM: Following is a copy of the letter sent to Hon. latton W.

Sumners and Holt. Charles Millard.
In the name of Court Newman No. 348, Catholic Daughters of America,

numbering 212 members, I wish to protest the passage of H.R. 5978, presented
by Representative Pierce.

1We hope that you will use your influence to defeat this measure offensive to
so many of us.

Very truly yours, MARGUERITE A. COURSE,

Grand Regent.

JANUARR 14, 1934.
1o1. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary.
DFAR SIR: We wish to express our protest against H.R. 5978, which is coming

tip for your consideration. This bill te further amend sections 211, 245, and 312
of the Criminal Code is immoral and horrible in its consequences nd we trust
will die in committee. It urges, as you know, the removal of penalty for the
dissemination of information regarding the use of contraceptives, and specifies
the licensed persons and institutions who can give this information.

In its application, we foresee the extinction of the race, degeneracy, abomi:.able
excesses to which the unprincipled will go when sure of immunity from conception
an1d parenthood.

Conscious of the havoc already done in this country by the prevalence of
knowledge and practice of birth control, we wish to subscribe to the vehement
protest or the better element in our commonwealth, both medical and civic, who
wsh to keel) in their integrity sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code.

Yours very sincerely, NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOIC W.OI VoN,

Cooperstown, N.Y.
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DELPHOS, OHIO, January 13, 1934.

Hon. HATTON W. SUMN;ERS,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House of Representative.s,

Washington, D.C.
DEAR lion. SIR: A communication was received by the president of the Ladies

Branch 868 C. K. of A. regarding bill H.R. 5978. This bill, we understand, will
be brought to your committee for a hearing on January 18, 1934.

Please be advised that our organization has gone on record as being very
strongly opposed to this bill and we respectfully ask that you use your every
influence to defeat this bill in your committee.

Very truly yours, Mrs. OLIVIA MCKOWF,,
Vice President and Chairman, Ladies Branch,

Catholic Knights of America, Delphos, Ohio.

Letters as above were also sent to Hon. Warren J. Duffy and lion. William
E. lHess.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, STACYVILE, IOWA, January 14, 1934.

House of Representatives.
DEAR SIRs: I as a physician am opposed to the amendment of the sections

211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code because it is breaking the national law,
which, in my opinion, is our greatest standard and the basis of our ethics.

I also believe that the privilege of contraception would only be utilized by
those people who could well afford to have a family and ought to have children.
The poor would re; -.-n as they are now.

Yours sincerely,
T. E. BLONG, M.D.

P.S.-As I did not have an extra copy from Dr. Bong, copied this from ono
of his so I could send it to you.

Mrs. ANTON HALBACH.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, STACYVILLE, IOWA, January 14, 1934.

House of Representatives.
DEAR SIRS: I as president of our organization of the National Council of

Catholic Women, as membership of 270, are opposed to the amendment of the
sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, because it is breaking the natural
law, which in our opinion should be our greatest standard.

We also believe that this will only lead to immorality, shame, and disgrace,
not only to certain individuals but in time to a whole Nation.V'ours sincerely,

Mrs. GErTRUDE HALBACH.

CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMIERICA,
COURT KATERI TEKAGWITHA, No. 837,LYONS, N.Y., Jo.'Iuar. !" , 1931j.

lion. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
House Offic Building, 1Washington, D.C.

Sin: This letter is sent as a protest against the passage of HI.R. 5978, now before
members of the Judiciary Committee. This bill is in regard to the dissemination
of birth-control information and ". against the teachings of the Catholic Church.

I am protesting in the name of an organization which has a local membership of
60 Catholic nomen. Each one is solidly back of me in my opposition to this bill.

It is our hope that you will see fit to use your influence against such an objection-
able bill.Respectfully yours,

MERCEDES V. TIERNEv, Grand Regent.
Similar letters sent to: Hon. Clarence E. laneock, Hon. Frank Oliver, Hon.

Emanuel Celler.

Y~ .
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RICHMONvD, VA., January 15, 1934.
Hon. ANDREW J. MONTAGUE,

Member of Congress, House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
My DEAR MR. MONTAGUE: I have read with much apprehension copy of H.R.

5978, amending sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, which I
understand would permit the distribution of information and material to be used
for the prevention of conception by artificial means.

I feel that your long and useful public service and experience in the handling
of affairs of the Old Dominion and the Nation enable you to judge the effect of
legislation which is inimical to the interests of a vast portion of the body politic.
Therefore, an expression of dis pproval from the organization for which Ispeak
should be sufficient to impress you, rather than voluminous argument in numerous
telegrams and letters.

Our attitude is that expressed in Pope Pius' Encyclical on Christian Marriage,
December 31, 1930, and we hope that the Congress will do nothing to negative
the God-given principles enunciated therein which support the life of the family
and the Nation.

Thanking you for your consideration of this protest against the measure in
H.R. 5978, we confidently expect your vigorous opposition to the passage of such
legislation.

Yours sincerely,
Mrs. W. J. CONATY,

President Federation of Catholic Parent-Teachers Association.

RICHMOND, VA., January 15, 1934.bilt. TTrTos" WV. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

My DEAR Mr. SUMNERs: I have read with much apprehension copy of H.R. bill
5978, amending sections 211, 24-5, and 312 of the Criminal Code, which I untder-
stand would permit the distribution of information and material to be used for
the prevention of conception by artificial means.

I am sure your public service to the country and your important office in the
Congress enable you to judge the effect of legislation which is inimical to the inter-
ests of a vast portion of the body politic. Therefore, an expression of disapprova!
from the organization for which I speak should be sufficient to impress you, rather
than voluminous argument in :merous telegrams and letters.

Our attitude is that expressed in Pope Pius' Encyclical on Christian Marriage,
December 31, 1930, and we hope that the Congress will do nothing to negative the
God-given principles enunciated therein which support the life of the family and
the Nation.

It the name of the Federation of Catholic Parent-Teachers Associations of this
city, I urgently request your consideration of this protest against the mneas,ire
proposed in hI.R. 5978, and ask your committee's rejection of this amendment to
the statute.

Yours sincerely, Mrs. WV. J. CONATY,
lPrcsident, Fedcration of Catholic

Parent-Teachers Associations.
3201 Gnovp AvEE.u.

TAUNTON,, MAss., January 15, 1.93..
lio1. iArON IV. SUMNNns-,

Washington, D.C.
DEARt Sti: We, the members of Cardinal Gibbons Circle 165, Daughters of

isabella, representing the Catholic wonmen of our city, protest against the passage
of 1I.lt. 5978, amnending sections 211, 2-15, and 312 of Criminal Code, as intro-
duced by Mr. Pierce, at this session of (onizvs!..

We feel, that the p ~sige of this bill would lead io the destruction of the sanctity
of matrimony, :tid tile ititegritv of the fatuity.

Very respectfully,
M1. E.LIz.ArTr l'ARKl.R,

Ic'rditing .cr tary.
N:EI .I. M. LEsNV, Icgmtt.
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H. W. SUMNERS, AFoN, IOWA, January 14, 1934.

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: I find it my duty as a Catholic and citizen, in the name of the

Rosary Confraternity (a group of 40 Catholic ladies), to protest H.R. 5978, on
birth control. We think it entirely wrong and hope it can be proven so.

Yours sincerely,
MRs. FRANK CARTER.

CINCINNAT., OHIO, January 12, 1934.Hon. HAnrON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, Washington, D.C.

DEAR Sli: On behalf of the Cincinnati Archdiocesan Federation, we wish to
request you do all in your power to discourage and defeat the birth control bill
(H.R. 5978).

Our organization is composed of approximately 20,000 women from the south-
western district of Ohio, all of whom are opposed to the amendment in question,
as it is generally conceded that birth control is being widely practiced and the fact
is giving rise to serious alarm.

It is an objectionable, a dangerous, and vicious piece of legislation, which if
passed would be morally detrimental.

Anything you may do to defeat this measure will be deeply appreciated.
Very respectfully yours,

MnRs. FREDERICK W. ITINKLE,
President.

(Letters of protest also sent Hon. William E. Hess and Hon. Warren J. Duffy)

LEIPsIc, Onio, January 13, 1934.HoN . WARREN J. DEFEY
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: In the name of the Catholic Ladies of Columbia, Branch No. 6,
Leipsic, Ohio, representing 100 women, we wish to protest HI.R. 5978, which we
understand will be heard before Judiciary Committee of the Heuse on January 18.

As Catholics and as citizens, we feel that we must lend every effort to prevent
the passage of such objectionable legislatiov. Any cooperation on your part will
be greatly appreciated.

Yours respectfully, Mas. FLOYD WAOiNER,

Chairman Legislatire Committee.
I. B. REEKEHS, M.D.
W. D. HICLIEF, M.D.

CINCINNATI, Osmo, January 15, 193,;.
lIoN. HATTON XV. SOMNERS,

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
We, the members of the Woic's Irish Fellowship Ciub, hasten to enter our

protest * H.R. 5978, which iwill conic up in the Hou:e for passage this week.
This bill deals with birth control, and every member of our club being a true

and loyal Catholic, bitterly opposed this issue, and prays for humanity's sake
that it shall be defeated.

Very sincerely yours,
Tim MEMBERS OF TIE WOMEN'S Ihusn FELLOWSHIP CLUB,
Macs. NEAL AHERN, President,

IRS. MAE SMALl,, Recording Secretary.

.s74---3 -- I I
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ST. Louis, MO., January 16, 1934.
Miss AGNES REGAN,

Washington, D.C.
We, the Children of Mary of Strochs Parish of St. Louis, Mo., representing 100

Catholic women, protest most emphatically the passage of bill number H.R.
5978 advocating birth control. Request you to exert your power to defeat this bill.

Mrs. J. O'CoN.os, Prefect.
Miss ELIsE GIoNoux,

Corresponding Secretary.

JANUARY 16, 1934.

Dear Miss REGAN: Here is u copy of letter sent to Mr. Hatton W. Suinners:
"DEAR Sin: Branch 1129 L.C.B.A., members 140, wishes to register a protest

against H.R. 5978, birth control.
"With Branch 1129, L.C.B.A's. consent."I am sincerely,

SIi l"ANNA D. SCHAFER,

"cAKiON, OHIO." Past President."

ELMIRA, N.Y., January 13, 193.1.
Hon. HATTON V. SuMNERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
DEAR Sin: At a meeting of the Sodality of St. Mary's Church this city, it was

voted to send a letter of protest to the committee before whom the advocates of
birth control present their arguments at the conference to be held in Washigton,
January 18.

In this discussion of birth control and the use of contrceptives our society
agrees with Mo0nsignor Blessing that #he birth-control movement is "absolutely
vicious and violates the fundamental feelings Jf right and wrong of any normal
man or woman. The Church insists upon the sanctity of marriage and the natural
and moral tise of prerogatives."

Therefore this society is sending its unanimous protest against any contra-
ceptive movement or the circulating of literat,' e through the mails advocating
such movement.

And further we petition that the Congress of ids United States refuse to enact
any law permitting birth control.

Respectfully submitted.
Very truly yours, OLIVIA SIIANSON,

President, Sodality St. Mary's Church.

LAKEWOOD, OHIO,
January 11, 1994.

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Washington, D.C.

DEAA SIR: Bill no. H.R. 5978 is in direct violation of the laws of God and
nature. As a Christian mother I protest the passage of this bill atid ask that
you do all in your power to defeat it.

Yours very truly, (MRS. F. J.) MONICA C. MOONEY.

CUYAHOGA FALLS, OHIO,
January II, 1931.

'rt. HATTON W. SUMMERS,
"uirman, Committee on the Judiciary,

Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR' We, the undersigned, acting by resolution of the National Council

of Catholic Women, St. Joseph's Parish U nit of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 150 mem-
bers, all American citizens and voters, do respectfully petition your honorable
body to report adversely House bill 5978, which would legalize the spread of
information on the use of contraceptives.

We believe that such information and practices would be most harmful to
good morals, and the decencies of good citizenship.
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If our country is to remain in the forefront of the world's great powers, an

artificial limitation of the birthrate would render such a hope vain and impossible
of attainment.

Our organization protests most emphatically against favorable action on
House bill 5978.

Very respectfully yours, JANE J. WALSH,

irs. Cornelius 21. Walsh, President, St. Joseph's Altar society.

DEFIANCE, OHIO,

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS, January 11, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: We, the Christian Mothers' Society of Defiance, Ohio, with a

membership of 175 ladies, kindly 'irge you to strongly protest H.R. 5978.Sincerely y-ours,
CHRISTIAN MOTHERS' SOCIETY.

MRs. HILDA LAYMAN,
President.

DoMiNICAN ALUMNAE ASSOCIATION,
SAINT AGNES ACADEMY,

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS, Houston, Tex., January 12, 1934.

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
MY DEAR SIR: We wish to protest bill H.R. 5978 and beg yolir assistance in

defeating any attempt to pass this bi!l, which is destructive of the sanctity of
marriage and the integrity of the family.

Sincerely yours,
CARRIE MAE FOLEY,

President.
MARGARET L. BURKE,

Secretary.

JANUARY 15, 193p.
Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Jtdicicary Committee, House Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: At an open session of this club, which has a membership of well
over 300, it was unanimously voted that we go on record as protesting bill H.R.
5978.

Our reasons for this protest are: (1) That it opposes the laws of nature and
of Goa; (2) that it is pernicious legislation, which tends toward the destruc-
tion of our Nation (we already have a declining birth rate and statistics show
that a further fall in the birth rate will presently bring us below the self-sus-
taining level); (3) that there is serious menace to the morality of our young
people in the distribution of informali n along these lines, making it easy to
procure material to prevent conception; all distinguished men and women of
the medical profession are arrayed against birth control, believing that such
literature would fall into the hands of adolescents and cause much human
misery; (4) that it destroys the sanctity of marriage and the integrity of the
family.

We are earnestly interested in the defeat of this measure and trist you will
use the influence of your honorable office to oppose it.

Respectfully,
THE A'KE.s PIS,

NOVITA K. MCCUE,
Corresponding Secretary.

Also sent to Hon. Raywond Perkins, Representative front New Jersey.
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Hon. HATTON W. SUMMERS, TOPEKA, KANS., January 13,1934.

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
In re: H.R. 5978.
DEAR MR. SUMNER$: I am voicing my prote-t.against the "Pierce Bill." T'le

passing of such a measure would lower the standard of our civilization.
I am not only speaking for myself but for the Spalding Reading Circle, women

who have for the past 40 years stood for what is highest and best in our moral
cod,.

Mr. Chairman, may we hope that you will do all in your power to prevent
the enactment of such an unhappy measure.

Sincerely,
Mrs. ELEANOR FLEISCH,

President Spalding Reading Circle.

MCGREGOR, IOWA, January 13, 1934.Mr. HATTON WV. SUMNERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee,
Hoase Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: As representative Catholic women, organized as a parish study
club, we wish to voice a protest against a bill known as H.R. 5978, to amend
certain sections of the Criminal Code, which bill, it seems, will be given a hearing
on January 18.

This bill is directly opposed to the teachings of the Catholic Church, to whicl,
we belong, and which has always taught and insisted upon the sacredness of
marriage and the sanctity of the home. We are certain that this bill is objec-
tionable to good citizens of all creeds, and, if passed, means the eventual destruc-
tion of the home and of marriage itself.

To such a piece of destructive legislation, our study club, our church, and
each one of us individually are unalterably and irrevocably opposed on the
grounds of good morals and good citizenship.

We are hopeful, Mr. Suinners, that this protest registered with you with all
the vigor which we can command, w-11 have some weight in deciding the fate of
the bill.Very truly yours, ST. MARY'S STUDY CLUB,

(Miss) KATE O'RIELEY, President.

HATTON W. SMCGREGOR, IOWA, January 13, 193f.

Chairman of Judiciary Committee,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: In behalf of the members of the Catholic Ladies Aid, St. Mary's
Parish, McGregor, Iowa, I an writing this letter as a protest against the Amend-
went to sections 211, 245, and 311, of the Criminal Code of bill known as H.R.
5798.

We feel this bill is opposed to the teachings of our church and will eventually
destroy the unity of the home and the sacredness of marriage, and is therefore
objectionable to all Christian people.

We hope this protest sent to you will carry weight and help to vote down
this objectionable antendment.

Sincerely yor.s,
The CATHOLIC LADIES AID,
(Mns.) DOROTHE BERGMAN, Pres;.d01t.

1lo. WARREN J. DUFFY, JANUARY 12, 1931.

!l'ashington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: Through the organization of the Altar Society of St. Thomas

Aquinas Church, of Cleveland, Ohio, the members beseech you to voice a protCt
against hill 11.11. 5978.

It is their deirp that you act according to this request and hinder such vicious
action that may arise in favor of its adoption.

Yours truly,
President.
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lon. HATTON W. SUMMERS,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

The Pittsburgh Council of Catholic Women, representing 15,000 women of
western Pennsylvani., respectfully protest the passage of H.R. 5978. We
consider this an attack on the sanctity of marriage and the integrity of the family.

MARY T. HORAN,
President.

PITTSBURGH, PA.

JA.L'ARY 13, 1934.

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

HOUSE OffiCE BUILDING, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIn: The Springfield Diocesan Council, representing approximately

30,000 Catholic Women of Central Illinois, wishes to protest against House bill
5978, which wolild permit greater dissemination of pernicious literature.

We believe this legislation to be detrimental to our good and to the good of
our fellow citizens. Therefore we are irrevocably opposed to it.Respecfully yours, Mrs. JCHN J. SAXER

Chairman of the Legislative Coinmittee.

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN
Austin, Tex., January 4, 1934.

Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman of the H1ouse Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.
Miss AGNES REGAN: Whereas, efforts are being made to introduce before the

Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives of Congress, at its forth-
coining session in January 1934, a bill to provide for the aneidirient of present
Federal legislation so as to exempt from prohibition of sent-ing or receiving by
or from the United States mails, by physicians, medical colleges, druggists,
hospitals, and clinics, information regarding the prevention of conception and
devices of contraception; and

Whereas it is the firm belief of the Catholic women of Austin, Galveston,
Houston, and Beaumont, Tex., that such efforts are being made entirely by
propagandists advocating birth control and

Whereas the artificial limitation of offspring is contrary to the natural law,
is prohibited by Divinie, positive lw as is seen in Genesis 38:8, is a grave menace
to society and the state, destructive to the family, and conducive to the pro-
miscuous relationship between sexes, and cortrary to basic morality; and

Whereas eminent physicians, gynecologists, scientists, specialists, and surgeons,
have declared and do declare that the use of contraceptives is harmf:.l to the
mind arid body; and

Whereas the repeal of the present Federal legislation will lead to the further
diffusion, knowledge and use of contraceptives with an accompanying danger
of their coming more into the hands of youth, to the further corruption of morals;
Therefore be it

Risohved, That the Catholic women of Austin, Galveston. Houston, and Beau-
mont. Tex., in meeting assembled voice their entire opposition to the proposed
anendiment and their absolute and unqualified condemnation of the use of contra-
ceptives as being sinful, immoral, and injurious to the individual and to society;
and be it further

ltlsoliled, That copies of this resolution be sent to the local press w ith the request
for publication, and to lion. Hlatton W. Suniners, chairmuatt of the Houqe .ludici-
are Committee, Waslihigton; ahd be it further

lsolvd, That the Catholic women of Austin, Galve-ton, llouston, -mid Beau-
munt. Tex., call upon all who believe ini God and reverence Ills word to join
them ii oppolling tll' aims and puirposes of the advocate. of hirth control, aad
the inakers of devices of contraceptives, for the protection of our youth, the
security of our morals, the sanctity of our homes, and the .afe guarding of the
heritage left us by our God-fearing forbears in the character of ouir national
ideals and institutions.

Lucy IIEWMES,('11(irni al,..1filin D~istrict X.('.C. 1l"
Mi's NIAmOx I).ARwIx.

,'crtlar'/ .lshtii Di.Strict . ... 11.
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Hon. IIATTON W. SVMERs GALlON, OHIO, January 13, 1934j.

Chairman Judiciary Committee of the House,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: The following Catholic organizations, comprising total membership
of 442, wish to voice their protest most emphatically against the passing of [louse
bill 5978, as we think it detrimental to the morals of our country.Vecry ,'espectfully,

ST. THERESE LITERARY CLUB,
By LAURA Ml. SCHULEIR, President.

ST. THERESE SODALITY,
By ELLEN C. SHEA, President.

DAUGIITERS OF ISABELLA,
By Mrs. CATHERINE MOCHEL, Regent.

CATHOLIC LADIES OF COLUMBIA,

By Mrs. ISABELLA LEECH, President.

LIT.ITZ, PA., January 15, 1934.lion. HATTON W. SuMNES

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
House Gilice Building, Wlashington, D.C.

My DEAh SIR: We earnestly request that you ard the other members of the
liouse of Representatives (to all in your power to prevent the passage of bill
H.R. 5978.

Thanking you, we ace,
Very respectfully yours,

ALTAR SOCIETY, ST. JAMES' CATHOLIC CHURCH,
--- ,.Secretary.

DELPHOS, OHIO, January 13, 19341.
HON. HATTON WV. SUMNERS,

Chairman Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatives, House Office Building.

DEAR SIR: Bill H.R. 5978, the so-called "Birth Control Bill," has come to my
notice. I wish to go on record as being very strongly opposed to such a bill.

Hoping you % ill use every influence to defeat this bill at the hearing before the
Judiciary Committee of the'House which has been set for Janmnry 18, 1934.

Very truly yours,
LUELLA CROTHOUSE.

JANUARY 15, 1934.

DEAR SIR: We are writing to voice our strongest objections to bill H.R. 5978,
which we understand is to come up for hearing this week. We are opposed to
this bill, first, on principles, as we feel that information such as suggested in this
amendment should be imparted to persons only by physicians who understand
all of the effects of such practices, and, secondly, we have had the experience in
this State that young people and even children have been permitted access to
literature and materials such as would be permitted to be circulated freely under
the proposed amendment. If it is difficult now to keep this material and such
information from young people, how much worse would be the cordit; -n should
the manufacturers, industrialists, and misguided individuals who are backing
this measure be permitted additional channels by mail or otherwise to prop-
agandize and sell their wares.

As president of a federated organization of Christian ii omen covering the
wholo State of Wisconsin, to the number of over 20,000, I am writing to say that
we by resolutions ot more than one occasion have condemned such lack of con-
sideration for the protection of the morals of our youth.

We bespeak your serious consideraton of our protest.Yours very truly,
Mrs. E. A. CONWAY,

President Wisconsin Council of Catholic Wt'omen.
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BIRMINGHAM, MICH., January 18, 1934

lion. JIA~roN W. SUMNER.s,
Chairman Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.

The Birmingham (Mich.) Unit of the League of Catholic Women wish to
protest emphatically against the passage of bill 5978 now before the House of
representatives whi % would legalize the dissemination of contraceptive infor-
mation through the mails of the United States. MRs. W. L. CON NELLY,

President Birmingham Unit.

NATIONAL ORDER OF THE CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA,
COURT "STAR OF THE SEA" No. 228,

Galeston, Tex., January 15, 1934.
Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Judiciary L'ommittee of the House, House Office Building, Washing-
ton, D.C.

DEAR MR. SUNINERs: The Catholic Daughters of America, Court "Star of
tie Sea" No. 228, of this city, vigorously protest the passage of H.R. 5978.

We believe it would be a grave mistake to permit the passage of such detri-
mental legislation.

We are writing our Senators and Congressmen requesting active (pposition to
the bill and we are hopeful that you also will disapprove of same.

Trusting our protest be given due consideration by the Judiciary Committee of
the House, of which you are chairman, we remain,Yours, very truly, CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA,

LLLIE R. Rosso, Grand Regent.
MARIE Ross, Historian.

NEW ALBIN, IOWA, January 16, 1954.lion. H. WV. SUM EnS,.
House Office Buildi.:g, Washington, D.C.

HONORABLE SIR: A bill to amend sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal
Code is to b6 introduced to your coiiiit tee. I, as a Christian woma-n, object to
the amending of these sections and ask that you use your influence against it,
because of the effect it will have on the morals of our young, ur.married peop!e.

Thanking you for your attention,Sincerely yours, ANGELA B. O'RFILLY, R.N.

LAKEWOOD,, OnIo, January 15, 1934.
Hon. WILLIAM E. HEss,

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
HONORABLE SIR: We strenuously object to any legislation which would permit

the distribution of information and material to be i;sed for the prevention of
conception by artificial means.

Therefore, our entire membership protests against the enactment of H.R. 5978
and we trust that, as a (Od-fearing American Citizen, you will use every effort at
your command to defeat such iniquitous n'easures.

Respectfully yours,
LAKEWOOD COURT, CATHOLIC DAUGIITEI:S O" AMr;tICA,
MARY LORETTA SPITZIG, Grand Regent.

CATHOLIC WOMEN'S CLUB OF ROCHESTER, INC.,
Rochester, N.Y., January 16, 1934.

Hon. HATTON W\. SUMNERS,
Chairman Committee on Judiciary, touse Office Building, Washington, D.C.

Mr DEAR SIR: Thursday, January 18, we understand has been set for the
hearing before your committee of H.R. 5978, a bill to amend sectio's 211, 245,
and 312 of the iCriminal Code, as amended.

The Catholic Women's Club. of Rochester, N.Y., protests vigorously against
the passage of this legislation. In common with millions of American citizens,
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Catholic and non-Catholic, we abhor such legislation as tending to foster the
violation of the sanctity of marriage and undermine the integrity of the family,
and we respectfully ask when the bill comes up for discussion that our protest be
made known to your committee.

We are seu,-v, a copy of this letter to members of your committee from New
York Statt, iM,&': whose laws we are incorporated.

Very 1vaciy yours, CATHOLIC WOMEN'S CLUB,

Per EMILY S. CONNER, President.

CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA,
COURT AvE MARIA No. 302,

Des Moines, Iowa, January 16, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Judiciary Committee,
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: The Catholic Daughters of America Court Ave Maria No. 302,
Des Moines, Iowa, affiliated with the National council of Catholic Women,
hereby ask you to register our protest against the passage of H.R. 5978, which
seeks to liberalize the dissemination of birth-control propaganda.

Parenthood is a powerful influence making for the conservation of the Nation.
We believe thi measure to be detrimental to the morality and health of anypeople'Y. stuy

Yours truly, FLORENCE CROSK, Grand Regent.

LOPETTO HEIGHTS ALUMNAE AssoCIATION,
Denver, Colo., January 13, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Chairman Co;nmittse on the Judiciary,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

My DEAR MR. SUMNERS: In the name of Loretto Heights Alumnae Association
we strongly object to the passing of H.R. 5976. We represent 350 catholic
college women, all exponents of social justice and desirous of furthering christian
principles and ideals through sound legislation. We base our opposition to the
proposed bill H.R. 5978 on our belief that such legislation is in direct opposition
to the preservation of the sanctity of marriage and the integrity of the family,
both ideals fundamental in the minds of the founders of our country and embodied
in the principles of our Government.

We urge you and the members of your committee to oppose with all the in-
tellectual power at your command the degradation which, by the enactment of
such a bill, threatens to strike at our American women and girls, the potential
mothers of the leaders of tomorrow.

Our faith in the earnest efforts and accomplishments of our President, Franklin
D. Roosevelt, prompts us to ask that you add to the glorious record already
written into the pages of history by voicing, wholeheartedly and fearlessly, the
objections of the committee. On the Judiciary of the House of Representatives
to H.R. 5978 and so preventing the enactment of legislation which is primarily
objectionable, contrary to christian principles and un-American.

Sincerely yours, MARIE MCNAMARA, President.

By HELEN CANNON, Corresponding Secretary.

ELMIRA DEANERY ROCHESTER DIOCESAN COUNCIL,
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,

Elmira, N.Y., January 15, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: The Elmira Deanery of the Rochester Diocesan Codncil of the
National Council of Catholic Women, which comprises the church societies of
five counties of the Southern Tier of New York State, do hereby unanimously
protest to the Committee before whom the advocates of the birth-control move-
ment will be heard on Janurry 18.



BIRTH CONTROL 211

The National Council of Catholic Women renews its consecration to the
preservation and defense of the Christian ideal in family life. It deplores and
protests the disintegration of the family through artificial birth prevention.

We trust that our appeal and protest to you will prohibit such a vicious move-
ment. Very cordially yours, MRS. FREDERIC W. CAUSER, Secretary.

Ron. HATTON W. SUMMERS, ELMIRA, N.Y., January 12, 1984.

Chairman Judiciary Committee,
House Office Building, Washington, D.C.

D AR SIn: At a meeting of St. John's Altar and Rosary Society of St. John
The Baptist Church of this city it was voted to send a letter of protest to the
committee before whom the advocates of birth control present their arguments
at the conference to be held in Washington Jauuary 18.

In the discussion of birth control and the use of contraceptives our society
agrees with Monsignor Blessing "that the birth ontrul movement is absolutely
vicious and violates the fundamental feelings of right and wrong of any normal
man or woman. The church insists upon the sanctity of marriage and the
natural and moral use of prerogatives."

Therefore, this society is sending its unanimous protest against any contra-
ceptive movement or the circulating of literature through the mails advocating
sueh movement.

And further, we petition that the Congress of this United States refuse to
enact any law permitting birth control.

Respectfully submitted.
Very truly yours, MRS. H. A. ELIAS, President.

ROSARY SOCIETY, SAINTS PETER AND PAUL'S CHURCH,
Elmira, N.Y., January 11, 1934.

Hon. HATrON W. SUMNERS,House Office Building., Washington, D.C.
DEAh SIR: The Rosary Society of Saints Peter and Paul's Church, Elmira,

N.Y., numbering 265 members, do hereby register their objection and protest to
bill H.R. 5978 and feel that by passing this bill it would work great harm to
the sanctity of marriage and integrity of the family, which should at all times
be preserved.
Trusting that you will do everything in your power to defeat this measure, we

remain.
Very cordially yours, Mrs. F. W. CAUSER, Secretary.

ELMIRA, N.Y., January 11, 19814.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.

Hon. Mr. SUMNERS: Our club which comprises 15 members deplores and protests
the disintegration of the family through violation of the natural and divine laws
through birth control and artificial birth prevention and we trust that you will
be instrumental in defeating bill H.R. 5978 when presented to the legislature.

With best wishes, I remain.
Very sincerely, Mrs. HARRY O'NEIL.

EiMIRA, N.Y., January 12, 1934.Mr. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: I wish to protest against the passage of such objectional legislation as
Yet forth in bill H.R. 5978 and trust that God will enlighten the minds and move
the hearts of those who have the decision of this momentuous question in hand.
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Have been connected with all classes of people for many years in volunteer
work and sincerely feel that the sanctity of marriage and the home would be
jeopardized by these means.

Trusting that you will work against this bill, I remain.
Very sincerely yours, Mrs. JOHN CLARK.

ELMIRA, N.Y., January 1i, 1984.Hon. BArON W. SUMNERS
House Office Building, W'ashington, D.C.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: As a mother of a large family and from my practical
knowledge, I wish to protest most strongly against the passage of bill H.R. 5978,
which will be acted upon by this session of the legislature.

It would be a crime for these blessed United States of ours, for which our
forefathers fought and died, to have such a bill passed, and I trust that you will
see that this is not passed.

Hoping for a favorable reply, I am,
most cordially yours, Mns. THOMAS FALSET.

ELMIRA, N.Y.. January 11, 1934.Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
House Office Building, Ptahington, D.C.

DEAR Sin: To you, as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, I herewith pro-
test the passage of the bill H.R. 5978 proposed Federal legislation which would
permit the distribution of information and material to be used for the prevention
of conception by artificial means, and hope that you will do all in your power to
defeat this bill.

Yours, very sincerely, JANE WIPFLE.

DENvER DIOCESAN COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,
DENVER, CoLo., January 15, 1934.lion. HATTON W. SUMNERS,

Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: Representing 53 affiliated organizations which mean about 4,000

representative citizens of this great Commonwealth, I wish to offer a very definite
protest against H.R. 5978, bill to amend sections 211, 245, and 312 of the CriminalCode.

We are opposed to this bill for these reasons:
(1) The bill violates public decency by encouraging the vilest propaganda

spread about to even the young.
(2) It is an attempt to legalize birth control-a pagan measure tending as it

does to the debasement of woman and the brutalization of the race which must
necessarily result in the decline of civilization. Contravention of the natural
law has figured in the downfall of nations since history began; it will be a denial
of progress if we resort to it now.

(3) It is not necessary to revert to the degenerate practices of Greece and
Rome to relieve economic pressure in the United States. Let us rather take the
Christian position to the end that Christian principles and Christian standards
shall prevail in the spirit and letter of the laws of our great country.

Respectfully, EDNA H. JACKSON,

Secretary of Legislative Committee.

ENGLEWOOD. COLO.,
January 15, 1934.Hon. LAWRtENCE LEWIS,

Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: Rep resenting about 200 ef your consttu%,nts, I offer a vigorous

protest against H.R. 5978, bill to amend sections 211, 245, and 312 of the
Criminal Code on the grounds that it is spreading propaganda harmful to the
well-being of the Nation and contrary to good morals.
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Humanity comes first in all of President Roosevelt's social and economic
Program. He is striving to make Christian principles permeate our economic
life. Work with him for the common good, not against him.Respectfully, Mrs. J. F. ALEXANDER,

President of St. Louis P.T.A.

LEAGUE OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,
Pontiac, Mich., January 13, 1934.Hon. JOHN C. LEHR,

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: The League of Catholic Women of the City of Pontiac, Mich.,

an association representing 400 women, wishes to protest earnestly and em-
phatically againsL the passage of bill 5978 now before the House of Representa-
tives, which would legalize the dissemination of contraceptive information
through the mails of the United States.

We appeal to you as our duly elected representative, to unite with us in pro-
tecting the sanctity of marriage, of the integrity of the family, upon which
depends the moral and material welfare of our country, and which the enact-
ment of this legislation would contravene.

Very sincerely yours, Mrs. 3. PRICE HILL,
President.

LEAGUE OF CATHOLIC WOMEN,

Flint, Mich., January 12, 1934.HON. HATTON W. SUMNERS,
Chairman of Committee,

House Office Building, Washington, D.C.
DEAR SIR: The League of Catholic Women of Flint, Mich., wish to register

its protest agaii.st proposed Federal legislation in regards to H.R. 5978.
We wish it known that we as a unit aid as individual members are strongly

against the use of contraceptives in the practice of birth control.Very sincerely,
LEAGUE OF CATHOLIC WOMEN OF FLINT,

MARGARET A. LACEY, Corresponding Secretary.

NEW ALBIN, IOWA, Ja.nuary 12, 1934.AGNES 0. REOENA,

Washington, D.C.
DEAR MADAM: Herewith is a copy of letter sent to Congres. in the name of

120 members of the Rosary Society of St. Joseph's Parish. We do most ear-
nestly protest against the bill H.R. 5978, which would amend sections 211, 245,
and 312 of the Criminal Code, permitting the distribution of information and
material to be used for the prevention of conception by artificial means, the
passage of which would lead to the disintegration of social order.

Very sincerely yours,
Mrs. JOHN J. KROACK.
Secretary of Rosary Eiciety.

THE CHRIST CHILD SOCIETY,
Washington, D.C.

The Christ Child Society, a national organization established in 33 cities of our
Union with national headquarters situated in Washington, D.C., representing
15,000 women, and having for its object the welfare of children, desires to record
its protest against the proposed bill H.R. 5978.

MARY V. DERRICK,National President, Christ Child Society.
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NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CATHO Ic WOMEN,
Washington, D.C., January 18, 1934.

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE,

United States House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

GENTLEMEN: The National Council of Catholic Women, whom I have the
privilege of representing on this occasion, includes in its membership 18 national
organiz~i;ons and 2,000 local groups with an individual membership of 500,000.

At each succeeding annual convention since 1923, the delegates have pr.tv .:',4
the passage of any measure which wcn;id raskza possible the free dissemination
of information and distribution of materipi conctrning contraception, because
they believe that such legislation is a dire .attack upon the sanctity of marriage
and the integrity of the family.

Respectfully submitted. AGiNES G. RUIGAN,

Executive Secretary.

EXHIBIT A

At a pecial meeting of the executive committee of the National Catholic
Alumni Federation called for the purpose of authorizing the president of the
National Catholic Alumni Federation, and its regional director in Washington,
Mr. Joseph M. Murphy, to oppose the Pierce bill, being H.R. 5978, at the public
hearing before the judiciary Committee of the House on Thursday, January 18,
1934, the following resolution wha unanimously adopted:

"Whereas there has been introduced into the Hcu~c of Representatives by
Congressman Pierce a bill know- as "H.R. 5978", and

"Whereas a companion bill has bet introduced into the Senate by Senator
Hastings, known as "S. 1842", to legalise the transmission of birth-control
information and appliances for doctors, medical colleges, druggists, hospitals,
and clinics, and

"Whereas this federation has been requested to oppose this legislation by its
constituent members, the altomni associations of the various Catholic colleges
throughout the country, and

Whereas this executive committee has carefully considered the various meas.
ures and after such consideration and due deliberation is unanimously and
unalterably opposed to the passage of these measures, it is hereby

"Resolved, That the president of the National Catholic Alumni Federation,
Edmond B. Butler, be and he hereby is authorized in the name of the federation
and for its constituent members throughout the United Stnkts, being the alumni
associations of more than 50 colleges, the alumni of wl,'ch colleges number in
excess of 350,000, to appear personally or through the regional director for the
Southern Atlantic States- r. Joseph M. Murphy, of Washington, D.C.-and
file a memorandum containing the objections of the federation and its constitu-
ent, members to this legislation, and it is hereby further

"Resolved, That we hereby call upon the Jrdiciary Committee of the House
of Representatives and the Judiciary Committee of the Senate to disapprove
these bills in order that the institutions of our country, which we so properly
cherish, shall be preserved."New York, January 16, 1934.

NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATIO;,
By JOHN F. BALFE, Secretary.

The foregoing is an exact transcript of the resolution unanimously adopted at
a special meeting of the national executive committee of the National Catholic
Alumni Federation called pursuant to the adthority vested in the president by
the constitution arid bylaws of our organization.

NATIONAL CATHOLIC ALUMNI FEDERATION,
By JOHn F. BALrE.

SUPREME COURT OF THE FORESTERS OF AMERICA, INC.
Jersey City, N.J., December 7, 1933.Mr. PATRICK J. WARD,

Director Bureau of Publicity and Information,
National Catholic Welfare Cbnference; Washington, D.C.

DEAR DIRECTOR: Thank you very much for yours of the 5th instant, in re-
lation to the birth control bills introduced in both branches of Congress.
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The position of th- Foresters of America is the same as it was in the beginning;

we will do everything we can to help.F raternally, T. M. DONNELLY,

Supreme Secretary.

GALVESTON, TEX., January 17, 1934.Hon.. HENRY L. CARAVATI,
National Council of Catholic Men.

Speaking for 150,000 Catholic laymen in this diocese we protest the passage of
H.R. 5978 known as "Pierce Birth Control Bill" aid request and authorize you
to voice our views before the committee.

Jon., L. DARROUZET,
Chairman of lay activities, Galveston diocese.

CHICAGO. ILL., January 16, 1984.
HENRY . 3AVATI,

Natio,... Council of Catholic Men,
1814 Massachusetts Ave.

Our organization vigorously protests passage of "Pierce Birth Control Bill."
We speak for 1,650 and fifty subordinate branches and a membership of approx-
imately 120,000. S THOS. CANNON,

High Chief Ranger, Catholic Order of Foresters.

HENRY L. CARAVATI, WASHINGTON, D.C., January 17, 1934.

General Secretary National Council of Catholic Men.
Speaking for the Knights of Columbus, with a membership of 500,000 repre-

senting the largest Catholic lay body in the United States, we desire to express
our most emphatic opposition to the Pierce Birth Control Bi'l now pending in
Congress as being directly contrary not only to the devine will of the Creator,
but in every way tending to impede aud influence the best home environment.
You may present this protest to the committee handling the bill as expressing
the views of tie Knights of Columbus. D. J. CALLAHAN, Supreme Treasurer.

Nsw YORK, N.Y., January 17, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Secretary National Council of Catholic Men,
Washington, D.C.

The Union of Holy Name Societies of the Archdiocese of New York, comprising
more than 100,000 members, do vigorously oppose the passage of the Pierce Birth
Control Bill by Congress as immoral and inhuman legislation. Its purposes are
contrary to both devine and natural law and inimical to the preservation of family
life which is the very foundation of 'his great Republic.

FRANCIS X. STEPHENS, Jr., President.

ST. Louis, Mo., January 17, 1984.
DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL ACTION, NATIONAL CATHOLIC WELFARE CONFERENCE,

Washington, D.C.:
Executive committee, college section, National Catholic Educational Associa-

tion representing 104 colleges and universities, in session at St. Louis University,
St. Louis, Mo., voices its emphatic protest to the Pierce Birth Control Bill now
under discussion and condemns all efforts toward extension of the birth-control
propaganda, and the wider diffusion of birth-control practice as subversive of
national and personal morality and hence destructive of all educational effort
toward personal and national uprightness.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,College Section, N.C.E.A.
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BUFFALv, N.Y., January 16, 1984.
HENRY L. CARAVITI,

We the undersigned officers of the Diocesan Union of the Holy Name Socitey
of Buffalo, N.Y., in meeting assembled and representing 50,000 Mtembers do here
and now vehemently oppose the passage of any bill advocating birth control.

AusT114 J. ROCHE,
EDWARD BARRETT, JR.,
SIMON J. CULLEN,
JOHN. F. COSTELLO,
GEORGE M. WHITE.

CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 17, 1934.HENRY L. CARtAVA.TI,

Washington, D.C.
Holy Name Society of Cleveland representing 50,000 members hereby registers

a strong protest against the passing of the Pierce Birth Control Bill.
HOLY NAME SOCIETY OF CLEVELAND,

REV. S. J. KREMER, Diocesan Director.

HAZLETON, PA., January 16, 1984.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
Thirty-thousand Holy Name men of the Scranton Diocese protest the passage

of the Pierce Birth Control Bill. We pray that decency will prevail.
DENNIS J. KANE,

Diocesan Spiritual Director.

GREENBAY, WIS., January 15, 1984.
HENRY CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
The Diocesan Union of the Holy Name Society of the Catholic Diocese of

Greenbay, Wis., representing a membership of 25,000 men emphatically protest
and oppose the Pierce Birth Control Bill No. H.R. 5978.

REV. HENRY C. HEAD,
Diocesan Director.

NEW ORLEANS; LA., January 17, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
The Arcidiocesan Union of Holy Name Societies of New Orleans comprising

thousands of men strenuously objict to any legislation of a nature favorable to
birth control. Will you kindly prepare such protest as you deem essential and
sign our name thereto. This is your authority to do so. Thanks.

JOHN X. WEGMANN, President.

LOUISVILLE, KY., January 16, 1984.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
Holy Name Union, Lousiville Diocese, above 15,000 men protest change in

penal law inhibiting use United States mail to disseminate information for
reduction of our population which now about 40 per square mile is least of all
the great powers. We hold immoral the limitation of families by artificial means
as in contravention of nature and law of God. We protest as intelligent creatures
of God and as patriotic citizens against United States mails being used to further
a practice which immediately defies the will of God and ultimately must bring
disaster to our Nation. With all our hearts we plead to the Congress of the
United States to hold fast to things tried, to remember that laws and institutions
are made for man and not man for them. Human beings made to the image of
God are the salt of the earth.

GEORGE MARKING,
President, Diocesan Union, Holy Name Society,

Diocese of Louisville, Louisville, Ky.
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H EsnY L. CARAVATI, ROCHESTER, N.Y., January 16, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
You are hereby authorized to appear for and represent the 15,000 men who

comprise the Diocesan Holy Name Union of the Rochester, N.Y. Diocese and
to express and voice their strenuous opposition to any and all legislation that
may be now pending or which may be introduced in the Congress of the United
States favoring what is commonly called birth control.

ROCHESTER DIOCESAN HOLY NAME UNION,
By Roy W. C~iissy,

Secretary of Executive Committee.

HENLEY L. CARAVATI, DENVER, COLO., January 17, 1934

Washington, D.C.
The Diocesan Union of the Holy Name Society, Diocese of Denver, embracing

State of Colorado, representing 14,000 Catholic men, wish to protest the passage
of the Pierce Birth Control Bill.

REV. HAROLD V. CAMPBELL,
Spiritual Director.

F. L. KELLY, President.
Jos. SCHMITTLING, Secretary.

DUBUQUE, IOWA, January 16, 1984.

HENRY L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

The members of the Holy Name Society of the Archdioces of Dubuque,
10,000 membership vigorously oppose and object to this enactment of the Pierce
Birth Control Bill now before the House.

JOSEPH J. ZEYEN.

ST. Louis, Mo., January 17, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

On behalf of 10,000 members of the Holy Name Society, in the City of St.
Louis, and its suburbs, most of them heads of families, I wish to protest against
the Pierce Birth Control Bill which I understand will be brought to the attention
of the House Judiciary Committee tomorrow. I trust that the honorable gentle-
men of the Committee will see the bill in its true light and realize that legislation
of this sort would have for its effect, the frustration of countless American lives
and is not fit to be recommended to the Congress of our beloved country. Our
President has made it clear in his program for National recovery that we are the
dependent creatures of an Omnipotent God. Let us not incur the anger of this
God who is also a just God, by defying the sacred natural law which He ordinated.

RUDOLPH W. HOOGSTRAET,
President St. Louis Archdiocesan Union, Holy Name Society.

4913 SUTIIERLAND.

MOBILE, ALA., January 16, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

Please file with Judiciary Committee our earnest protest against birth control
measure as outlined in bills H.R. 5978 and S. 1842. Such legislation is contrary
to the best traditions of our country. These bills glorify immorality and deify
greed and lust and should bring the blush of shame to all Christian people.

UNION OF HOLY NAME SOCIETIES,
By J. M. MCCOWN, President.

Mobile Diocese, comprising all Alabama and West Florida.
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HOMESTEAD, PA., January 17, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
One thousand men of St. Mary Magdalene Parish vehemently protest against

iniquitous Pierce Birth Control Bill.
JAMIs A. SHAY.

PJTTSBURGR, PA., January 17, 1934.HENRr L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

We, 900 men, vehemently oppose passage of iniquitous Birth Control Bill.
HOLY NAME SOCIETY, ST. AGNES CATHOLIC CHURCH.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1984.HENRY L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

I am commissioned by 900 men of this town to enter solemn protest against
the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose
it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscience.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, ST. ANTHONY'S PARISH, MILLVALE, PA.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, ST. MICHAEL'S PARISH,
Pittsburgh, Pa., January 16, 1934.

HEINRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 745 men of this district, seventeenth ward, south side

of Pittsburgh, to enter solemn protest against the iniquitous measures known as
the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the
natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian conscience.

JACK DUSCHEID, President.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, ST. MARY'S PARISH,
Pittsburgh, Pa., January 16, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I gm commissioned by 600 men of this parish to enter solemn protest against

the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bil.' We oppose
it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscience.

Rev. LAMBERT DALLER, Pastor.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY OF ST. PATRICK'S PARISH,
Cannonsburg, Pa., January 16, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 600 men of this parish to enter solemn protest against

the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We opposeit
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscience.

Rev. J. EDw. ISToCIN.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 17, 1934.HENRY L. CARAVATI.

Be it known that 600 men of this town vehemently oppose the Pierce Birth
Control Bill as contrary to the natural law and the dicates of a truly Christian
con aience.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, SAINT MARY'S PARISH.
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HOLY N-AME SOCIETY, SAINT RAPHAEL'S PARISH,

HENRY L. CARAVATI, Pittsburgh, Pa., January 16, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 500 men of this city to enter solemn protest against the

iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dicates of a truly Christian
conscience.

NEIL CRANE, President.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.HENRY ],. CARAVATI,

Washington, . C.
• am commissioned by 500 men of this district to enter solemn protest against

the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of the truly Christian
conscience.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, SAINT LEO'S PARISH.

CLAIRTON, PA., January 16, 1934.
HENRY L. C. ARAVATi,

lWashington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 500 men of this city to enter solemn protest against the

iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscience.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, SAINT CLARE'S PARISH.

JEANNETTE, PA., January 17, 1934.
HtEN RY L. CARAVAnI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 500 men of Jeannette to enter solemn protest against

the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth-Control Bill." We oppose
it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscience.

HOLY NAME SOCIEtY, SACRED HEART PARISH.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, SAINT BONIFACE PARISH,
Pttshurgh, Pa., January 16, 193.;.

HENRY L. CARAVATI,
Washington, D.C.

I am commissioned by 400 men of Saint Boniface Holy Name Society to enter
solemn protest against the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth-
Control Bill." We oppose it vohenently as contrary to the natural law and
the dictates of a truly Christian conscience.

EUGENF G. BECK, President.

ST. MARY'S CHURCH,
Freeport, Pa., January 15, 1934.

Mr. HENRY L. CAHAVTI,
ll'ashington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: I am commissioned by 300 tuen of this district (Freeport, Pa.) to
enter a solemn protest against the iniquitous measure known as the Pierce
birth-control bill. We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and
the dictates of a truly Christian conscience.

Do not let this bill pass.Rspecflly yours, S. J. BENSON,

Senior Director of loly Name Society.

3749:-34-15
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DUQUESNE, PA., January 17, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 200 men of this district (or city or town) to enter

solemn protest against the iniquitous measure known as the Pierce birth-control
bill. We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictatesof a truly Christian conscience.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, HOLY TRINITY PARISH.

GREENSBURO, PA., January 16, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 150 men of this congregation to enter ',olemn protest

against the iniquitobs measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We
oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of truly
Christian conscience.

FATHER GILBERT STOUB,
Holy Name Society, St. Bruno Porish, South Greensburg, Pa.

GREENSBURG, PA., January 16, 19341.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

W1'ashington, D.C.
I am commissioned by 100 men of this congregation to enter solemn protest

against the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We
oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of truly
Christian col"science.

REv. FATHER K. TRAXLER,
Holy Name Society, Sz. Ceciha Parish, Whitney, Pa.

MCKEESPlORT, PA., Jaituar9 17, 19341.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
Eighty members of Holy Cross branch of Holy Name Society of Glassport

vehemently oppose Pierce Birth Control Bill.
JOSEPH J. PIROIIASKA, President.

PITTSBURGHI, PA., Jotii,'ry 16, 193.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

ilashington, D.C.
Respectfully undersigned in the name of my congregation, I would ask you

to do all possible against the birth control bill now pending.
Ruv. DR. M. KoMLosSY

Rector ,Stanns Hu ngarian Romnn catholic Con gregatton,
laze wood, PttsburgL, Pa.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.
HENRY CARAVATI,

Wa'ashington, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Mary's Ukranian Parish to enter solemn protest

against the f.niquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We
oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly
Christian coiscience.

REV. DENNIS KULNATCKY.
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HfENRY CARAVAN, PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Michael's Greek Catholic Parish to enter soleni

protest against the iniquitous measure known at the "Pierce Birth Control Bill."
We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law ad the dictates of a
truly Christian conscience.

REV. STEVEN ZARGALY.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.
HENRY L. CA RAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Augustine Parish, Pittsburgh, to enter protest against

the iniquitous measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to natural law and the dictates of a truly ChriL4i.mn
conscience.

REv. FATHER HENRY,
Pastor St. Augustine Church.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.
HENRY CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Francis Friary to enter solemn protest against the

iniquitous measure known as the " Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christ.ira
conscience.

REV. OSWALD GREINER, O.M. Cap.,
St. Francis Friary.

PITTSBURGH, PA., January 16, 1934.
tIEN'RV CARAVATI,

W|'ashitgton, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Barnabas Parish to enter solemn protest against the

iniquitous measure known as the " Pierce Birth Control Bill." We oppose it
vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a truly Christian
conscelice.

REV. J. E. MARTIN,
Pastor N't. Barnabas ('hrch.

HOLY NAME SOCIETY, BLESSED SACRAMENT CHURCH.

ALBANY, N.Y., January 17, t93,;.
IIENItY L. CARAV.ATI,

Washington, D.C.
We protest against any legislation favorable to birth-control propaganda.

.JAMES MEANEY, President.
Rev. E. D. WHALEY, Director.

WILMINGTON, DEL., Janary 17, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATI,

Il'ashingtoro, D.('.
The Holy Name Society of St. Elizabeth't Wilmington, wishes to voice to

yout, the Delaware Senators and Representatives, through their chaplain, their
strongest opj)osition to the Pierce Birth Control Bill.

Rev. WILLIAM J. McELWAINE.
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PITTSBURGH, PA., January 17, 1934.H ENRY CARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
I am commissioned by St. Henrv's Roman Catholic Church to enter soleni

protest against the inquitious measure known as the "Pierce Birth Control Bill."
We oppose it vehemently as contrary to the natural law and the dictates of a
truly Christian con,-ciencc.

Rev. JOSEPH MYERS,
St. ilenry's Catholic ChrrY,.

WASHINGTON, D.C., January 13, 19341.Mr. CARAVATI,

National Catholic Welfare Council, Washington, D.C.
School and College Sodality Union in their meeting today passed resolution

unanimously protesting Pierce Birth Control Bill.
VINCENT S. McDoNoUGH, S.J.

SAN ANTONIO, TEX., January 18, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATn,

Washington, D.C.
The men of Holy Name Society diocese of San Antonio, Tex., do hereby most

heartily protest against adoption of Pierce Birth Cr.atrol Pill for the reason that
they consider same to be detrimental to our national lie and contrary to the
Christian principles of our beloved Republic. F. C. SULLIVAN,

President.

SPOKANE, WASH., January 18, 1934.
HENRY L. C ARAVATI,

Washington, D.C.
We oppose dissemination of birth-control propaganda. Advise proper

authorities.
RAYMOND F. KELLY,

President Diocesan unionn of iloly Name Societies.

EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL., January 18, 1934.
HENRY L. CARAVATn,

Washington, D.C.
The East St. Louis Conference of Holy Name Societies emphatically oppose

the Pierce Birth Control Bill. It is vicious and a detriment to the welfare of
our Nation.

Tlos. E. PROSSER, D.D.S.,
President of lioly Name' Conference.

JANUARY 19, 1934.

STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY HON. MARTIN L. SWEENEY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS PROM THE STATE OF OHIO

Mr Chairman and members of the Judiciary Committee, H.R. 5978, under
consideration before your committee and sponsored by Congressman Pierce, is
conmonIv known as the "Birth Control Bill." This measure seeks to amend
sections 211, 245, 312, Federal Criminal Code, to remove the inhibitions agail.st
the Inailing, the transporting, or circulating any goods or information relative to
the prevention of ceneeptioln, or article, instrument, substance, drug, medicine
or thing designed, adopted, or intended for the prevetltion of conception for uses
(I) by any physician legally licensed to practice inedicine in any State, Territories,
or the District of Columbia, or by his erectionn or prescription; (2) by any inedical
college legally chartered under the laws of any State, Territories, or the District
of Columbia; (3) by any druggist in filling any prescription of a licensed physician;
or (4) by any hos)ital'or clinic licensed in any State, Territories, or the District
of Columbia.
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Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, under the guise of protecting
the rights and privileges of physicians, medical colleges, druggists, hospitals, and
clinics, this measure, if enacted into law will open up the flood gates and insure the
promiscuous and dangerous practice of birth control throughout the United States,
its Territories, and ,he District of Columbia.

In May 1932, during the session of the Seventy-second Congress, a hearing was
held on a similar measure before the Ways and'Means Committee of the House
of Representatives. This bill was known as the "Hancock bill ", and sought to
amend our tariff laws to permit the importation from foreign countries of litera-
ture and contraceptives for the purpose of spreading information and encouraging
birth control in this countrv. I appeared before this committee and registered
my protest against the pending measure. I said then, and I say now to this com-
inittee that the birth-control movement in the United States is a vicious doctrine
which, if not restrained, will ultimately destroy the Nation itself.

The hasic argument of the proponents for birth control through contraceptive
methods is that it will serve as a protection to society from the birth of mentally
abnormal and physically defective children. This premise assumes that all
defectives of the class referred to are the offspring of abnormal or defective
parents. I think every fair-minded person will agree that this assumption is
false. Many mentally and physically fits parents procreate children who are
physically and mentally defective, and at times such results even baffles the
m elical profession, and only a Divine Providence aloi.' has the answer to this
occurrence.

Another argument advanced is that the poor of our Nation are in need of infor-
mation and contraceptives. I am of the firm conviction that if this class could
speak as a whole, a vigorous denial would be made of th;s so-called "necessity."
The poor class, as a rule, does breed large families It is this class that form the
backbone of the Nation; that furnish the hewers of wood, the drawers of water,
the toilers of the soil, the industrial workers, and the mnw power for national
defense.

There is no immediate fear of a population pressing upon time soil, as was tile
case when the distinguished clergyman, Malthus, advocated the scourage of war
and disease as a means of removing excess population, and (lid in particular
advocate continence, which has been the only sane and recognized course to follow
during the marital state.

This great Nation of ours, according to our experts, can sustain comfortably a
population close to 100,000,000 more human beings. We produce a: average
food supply each year to sustain a population of 200.000.000 people. In quoting
from the column of Arthur Brisbane, January 18, 1934, in discussing the question
of the birth control bill lie states:

"lBut fewer babies in the United States, barring children of the very poor,
whose parents cannot give then proper care, would be a calamity. We need
50,000,000 more population to cat what farmers produce, and buy second-hand
automobiles."

Our wide expanse of territory invites millions of our inhabitants to take up their
abide.

Slum elimination in our large cities, and a readjustment of te nati, nl wealth
looking to a wide and more equitable distribution among the working class, will
do mole to correct tile abuses of our capitalistic system than the argument
advanced by the advocates of birth control, who claii for it the t.imination of
war, and physical and metal disease. Shorter hours of labor with higher wages,
old-age pension, and nonemployment insurance, in my opinion, will remove mnamy
of the evils referred to by proponents of this measure.

The Nation is conscious now of the drive for social economic justice that will
prevent starvation and malnutrition among the poor classes of our peple. and
create a new and wholesome environment throughout the land. It is strange
that many of the wealthy individuals who finance and urge the birth-control
movement are rarely fomd in any movement ior social econonlic justice. Many
of the advocates here tday were leaders in the national prohibition movement,
which now, thank G. d, has been destroyed, we hope, forever. This type to
which I refer use to characterize violators of the dry law as "Scofflaw;." It
would seem to me that lefre they be permitted to present an argument for time
birth-cntrol movement that they ought to come into court with clean hands.
It was testified at a former hearing en a similar measure, and it is tesliied before
this committee, that birth-control clinics are springing up all over the country,
and that time mails are being utilized in violation of the law to forward to indi-
viduals literature ona the birth-control subject. It should be the function of
this committee with time information before you to notify the Department of
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Justice to investigate the numerous cases of law violations which take place every
day, without compunction on the part of the offender.

Many patriotic, religious, and civic organizations oppose the birth-control
movement. Chief among them is the Roman Catholic Church, which has come
down through the centuries weighing in season ad out the social problenis of
mankind in issuing a warning with all the vigor it commands agaiwt the suicidal
policy of any means of thwarting the will of a Divine Providence. The argument
is presented that this movement desires the responsibility of contraceptive infor.
matior: be placed in the hands of the medical profession, it is well knowzi
despite the fact that the American Medical Association, with over 100,000 mem-
bers, has not, nor in my opinion will not, endorse such a dangerous movement.

It seems to me members of the committee that this should be ample proof
that this movement is unsound and destructive of family life. Paternalism in
government is one that should be shunvld at all times. We learned the costly
and bitter lesson when the government attempted to dictate to the Americait
public oil the subject of alcoholic beverages.

The advocates of the birth-control movement join in every instance with the
disciples of sterilization, and if successful in this vicious undertaking, the crea-
tures composed of body and soul and made to the image and likeness of God
will be no more than stallions and jacks, or cattle, in the minds of the prop-
agandists of birth control. I sincerely trust your committee, which consists of
the best judiciary minds in this Congress, after due deliberation, iii the interest
of socif. justice and common decency make an adverse report oil the measure
under consideration.

STATEMENT SUBMITTED .IV lION. WILLIAM J. GRANFIELD, A REPREsENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM TIlE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, at the outset I wish to endorse
the very splendid al informative statements made before this colinittce yestero
clay afternoon by the distillguied clergyman from Detroit, Mich., Father
('oligh]:u.

I am opposed to tlir4 bill, which received the consideration of the stiCoblonittee
of the Senate Jtdiciary Committee 2 years ago. At that time I entertained
the views that I intend to present to youi briefly this tiorning.

Tie birtil-control Inoveniellt in America, to my tlilnd, is akin to the prohibition
movement which received the legal sanction of our people soe 12 years ago, ,uid
which has proven to be the greatest social and political mistake ill tile history of
the eolntrv. At that time the advocates of prohibition insisted that prohibition
would insiure temperance and make Ameiica a happy and better place in which
to live, hut the fallacy of this is known to every Imail, wonan, and child. In the
light of otur experience with that "noble experiment," I ani unalterably opposed
to this mieasure.

The advocates of birth control seek legislative sanction which if given would
degrade the home and prove a travesty oil the sacrament of matrilony. I ala
sati.,fied that the Colngress of the United States will never place its stalllp of
approval upon legislation of this character.

Mr. BURTON. I thank the committee for your courteous attention,
and state that I believe our side rests at this point.

The CHA!;MAN. We have 43 minutes reserved for rebuttal, but in
view of the fact that 10 minutes was extended to those who have
been opposed to the bill I assume it is in agreement with the judgment
of tlhe committee that 10 minutes be added to the time of those who
favor the bill may have, so that the committee would give youi, I
believe, 53 minutes.

STATEMENT OF HON. WALTER M. PIERCE, A REPRESENTATIVE
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OREGON

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, may I, as the introducer of the bill,
take a few mintes of Mrs. hepburn's time in making a short
statement?
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We are willing to concede that the law should only be operative
in States that do not prevent the use of contraceptives, as, for in-
stance, Mississippi and others; so an amendment has been drawn
along the line of the Webb-Kenvon law, almost in the words, so as
to get the judicial interpretation of that act, and it will be inoperative
in States that have such laws.

Shall I present the amendment to you, or shall I read it?
The CHAIRMAN. You may submit or read it, as you like.
Mr. PIERCE. I will read it. It is as follows: "A Proposed Amend-

ment to H.R. 5978 to Incorporate Provisions Explicitly Protecting
the Laws of the Several States." Add at the end of the bill the
following:

"Provided, however, That nothing in this paragraph (amendment 7) shall be
construed to permit the shipment or transportation in any manner, or by any
means whatsoever, of any book or information relating to the prevention of con-
ception, or article, instrument, substance, drug, medicine, or thing, designed,
adapted, or intended for the prevention of conception, from one State, Territory,
or district of the United States, or place noncontiguous to but subject to the
jurisdiction thereof, into any State or from any foreign country into any State,
which said book or information relating to the prevention of conception, or article
instrument, substance, drug, medicine, or thing, designed, adapted, or intended
for the prevention of conception, is intended by any person interested therein to
be received, possessed, sold, or in any manner used, either in the original package,
or otherwise, in violation of any law of such State.

The time is now for Mrs. Ilepburn to manage.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Pierce.
Mrs. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee,

the leader of the opposition, who introduced the speakers, said lie did
not care for us, because we did not come here bringing a lot of little
children. I think this is not a nursery or at all proper to do that; but
I also have not noticed that he brought any women here with their
little children, the little children are all at horne.

If a woman has little children, we think she had better stay at
home and take care of them. After a woman has had a family-and
brought them up and learned more or less about things, she has time
to get out and do public work.

Another thing I noticed that interested me very much in connection
with all of the arguments of the opposition, was that their entire hope
of morality is apparently based on fear and ignorance, and they are
determined to keep people in fear and ignorance, in order to make
them moral.

We do not believe morality is based on fear and ignorance, and we
believe they cannot keep the people in fear and ignorance.

Now, a woman came to me this morning who said she came from
Tacoma, Wash., to make an appeal. She is very anxious to talk to
you gentlemen, so we told her we would give her 4 or 5 minutes of our
tine. Is Mrs. Thompson here?

Mr. BURTON. May I interrupt, Mrs. Hepburn, to say I did not
advocate making a nursery of this committee room, but merely said
as to bringing the mothers here-

The CHAIRMAN. I think everybody understands our statement.
Mrs. HEPBURN. So far as mothers are concerned, I will wager we

have more than the ones he has brought here. All of us are mothers.
Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I introduce Mrs.

Thompson.

0 7
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STATEMENT OF MRS. THOMPSON, OF TACOMA, WASH.

Mrs. THOMPSON. Honorable Chairman and members of the coin-
mittee, I was hurt yesterday at a statement that was made in this
room when it wassaid that the married men and women of our land
are to consider that matrimony is not simply a legalized bed of prosti-
tution, and to consider that miatrimony means something more than
for man and woman to live together like two animals; and that a
man should so love his wife that he will not make her a play toy.

You know I thought it was just obscene, and I thought, and I am
sure if my husband were here, lie would have resented that statement,
as I am sure every married man at this table resents it.

I was hurt, not only for myself, but for the majority of the women
in our country who are clean-minded women. For 12 years my
husband has leen superintendent of a community center. lie is a
Methodist minister and has been for more than 30 years. In this
community center we have many, many folks coming of many
religious beliefs. We have Jews, Gentiles, Catholics, and Protestants,
and tle only thing we ask these folks is, can we be helpful to you, is
there anything you do need. I have found their greatest need is the
knowledge in the care of their children thdat are born, and to he
relieved of the fear of having other children when they are not physi-
cally able and capable of having them.

I can truthfully say that when I am at home, I have from 1 to 10
women every week of my life coming to me and pleading with me to
tell them how they can keep from having more babies in their home.
But I couldn't tell them, I didn't have this knowledge.

Then I heard of this conference on birth control and national
recovery, and I came from the West, front Tacoma, Wash., and
I came at my own expense for the simple purpose, and the only object,
that I might get this knowledge and take it back to the women in
my city and in my State.

Then it has been stated over and over here that if this knowledge
were made general that our young folks and our high-school boys
and girls would become immoral. I just cannot believe that. I do
not believe that your daughters, or your sisters, or men would be-
come immoral if this knowledge were made known to them. They
are not that type.

I deal with hundreds of young folks, and I am sure that was a
misstatement.

I wish I might bring to you in this very room, scores of women
that have come to me and pleaded with me for this knowledge.
I wish I might just take you into one home where there is a little
mother there I have known for a number of years. When I first
knew her she had 8 children and sl~e has 14 now-not all living,
but she has had fourteen.

Just about Christmas time when I was out there, I found another
unwanted pregnancy, and she said to me, "Oh, Mrs. Thompson,
how I have pleaded with you for this knowledge"; and I said,
"I know, but I didn't have it to give to you."f

I have carried on my lap many and many caskets of little babies
that were still-born, because the'mothers did not have the strength
to give those kiddies; I have helped them, and have followed tho
hearse time after time with a young mother or mothers who had too
many kiddies.
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I believe if you vote wisely on this, that the coming generation
wili rise up and will call you blessed, because they will be a strong,
stalwart nation, and that is what we want, because they will be
conceived in love and in hope, and not in hate and fear.

May God just blers you, and may He give you the wisdom to vot6
right in this, not only for my State, but for the States you represent
and the women of our Nation.

God bless you.
Mrs. HEPBUrtN. The next speaker is Dr. Prentiss Willson, a

practicing gynecologist and president of the Medical Society of the
District of Columbia, and who wants me to emphasize the fact that
lie is speaking in his personal capacity.

STATEMENT OF DR. Pr.ENTISS WILLSON, OF WASHINGTON, D.C.

Dr. WILLSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
there are a few points I should like to make in rebuttal of some of the
testimony which has been brought here this morning, and the first
point to which I would address myself has been brought up by my
good friend Dr. Mundell with regard to this so-called "safe period."

I call your attention to the fact that the moment any clerical
group admits the right in matrimony of controlling conception by
limiting the relations to a safe period, they have admitted the justice
of this movement.

It is either right or wrong to control conception. If it is wrong, the
publication of a book on "Rhythm" to guide women in controlling
conception is wrong; and parenthetically, one wonders why this book
is being admitted to the United States mails under the present law.

The next point I would like to make with respect to this, as Dr.
Mundell knows perfectly well, having listened to a paper not later
than Tuesday afternoon on this subject, that the findings of those who
have been investigating the subject are in direct opposition to an
enormous mass of statistics on the subject accumulated in Germany
during the war, statistics based on the numbers of conceptions fol-
lowing the furlough of the husbands who were at the front in relation
to the time of the furlough with their wives' menstrual cycle.

The third point I want to make is, it simply is not so.
I had the pleasure Tuesday afternoon of discussing with Dr.

Miller, who read this paper before the Birth Control Conference,
and I asked him this question: Under the operation of this supposed
law of rhythm, is intercourse in the first 2, 3, 4, or 5 days following
menstrual period absolutely safe under any circumstances, no matter
what the woman's sexual rhythm may be? He said it is absolutely
true.

He went so far as to tell me in answer to a direct question that if an
unmarried girl came into his office and wanted to know, and to pay
hdm for his advice to that effect, that that period was safe, that aside
from the moral implication of telling her so, he would be willing to
say to her it was safe.

Then, the very next morning a private patient of mine in the office,
whose friend had attended the hearing, called my attention to the
fact she was to have a baby the 10th of June, and I would stake
my reputation on that, and that her List menstrual period came on
the 3d of September, and her husband left on September 10, and she
felt life 2 weeks ago.
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The next, point I want to bring out is in opposition to my very good
friend, Dr. William Gerry Morgan, ex-president of the American
Medical Association, and when I see Dr. Morgan, I want to ask him
this question before somebody else tells him.

Dr. Morgan appeared before a committee of Congress to advocate
the liberalization of the right to physicians to dispense liquor pre-
scription under the late lamented prohibition act,. 1PhYsicians were
permitted to prescribe 90 pints of whisky in a period of 90 days, as
I recall, and anyone who knows arything about. medicine knows that
no one except a man who is a speci:list in the handling of delirium
tremens, could legitimately write prescriptions for that amount of
liquor in that period.

Dr. Morgan told me he personally was opposed to the use of liquior
in the practice of medicine, yet -e came up before Congress and
advocated the removal of restrictions in that regard, because it was
in his opinion an unwarranted interference with ' th right of physi-
cians to practice medicine under the laws of the Inited States, and
I also don't think Congress had the right to tell physicians how to
practice medicine.

Yet, now, when legislation is proposed to repeal certain sections
of the act which are interfering with perfectly legitimate legal practice
of medicine by physicians, Dr. Morgan comes in here and opposes
that movement.

The next matter, Mr. Chairman, I v, ant to call to your attention, is
the alleged attitude of the American Medical Association in this
matter-and I may say parenthetically I am not speaking extra-
murally, because I am'a member of the association. It is both a
political and a scientific body, and it believes in the old adage of not
letting your right hand know what your left hand is doing.

I say this, because those engaged in the practice of medicine as it
relates to women, are represented by three organizations that are
looked up to by the whole profession, the American Gynecological
Association, the American Association of Gynecologists and Obste-
tricians and the section of Obstetricians and Gynecologists of the
American Medical Association. The American Gynecological Society
in May 1925 endorsed the propriety of this proposed legislation, and
the Section of Obstetricians and Gynecologists of tie American
Medical Association endorsed it May 29, 1925. The other associa-
tion, the American Association of Obstetricians and Gynecologists,
has received a report from its committee on maternal welfare, adv cc -
ing this subject to be studied by that association.

At the meeting of the American Medical Association in Milwaukee
last June, the chairman of the Section of Obstetricians and Gynecolo-
gists of the American Medical Association read a paper in which he
listed birth control as one of the four major problems of gynecology at
the present time, along with canocer and sterility, and I forget the other
one of the four. At the same time Dr. Plass introduced a resolution
in the American Medical Association to appoint a committee to study
the subject-not to endorse it, but study it. It was turned down and
tabled by a vote of sixty some to forty some, so the American Medical
Association comes into this court with unclean hands.

It refuses, as a political organization, to even study a subject
which as a scientific organization it lists as one of the four major
problems affecting womanhbod of America.
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Dr. Howard Kelly, of Baltimore, testified here today, find it
has been read, that Dr. Barton Cooke lirst of the University
of Pennsylvania, is opposed to this liberalization of the birth-contr'ol
information. In that connection I only want to point out in Dr.
Kelly's own university of Johns Hophins there exists a depart-
ment which deals with diseases of women in that school, repre-
sented for years by Dr. Williams, a noted gynecologist, and the author
of a text book which is still in use, has appeared, not once, hut I
believe more than once, before a former committee of this Con,_ress
to endorse the legislation which Mrs. Sanger hopes to see you gontle-
mcem put through.

It has also been stated before this committee thit birth control
should be opposed because it is contrary to natural law. If I were
a member of this committee I would feel insulted that anyone had
that opinion of my intelligence. What is civilization but opposition
to natural law? Natural law means that children should die of
jieasles--that wome,i should (lie of sepsis. Are we to go to the
law of the jungle so far as the control of population is concerned?
Is lexis talonis to be the law of the land? Is that what these gentle-
men and ladies advocate? • It is not a question of the law of nature,
in the natural control of population, whether it be rabbits, guinea
pigs, or human beings; it is a question of the survival of the fittest,
and when we get up to human beings it has been controlled, as
history indicates, by war, pestilence, and famine.

I make a living by helping women have babies, and have no other
livelihood; my practice is limited entirely to obstetrics; therefore,
1 have no particular ax to grind in appearing here to advocate birth
control.

I have made that my practice for over a quarter of a century, and
in that time I think I have accumulated some knowledge as'to the
attitude of women on this subject; I have accumulated a consider-
able knowledge as to the attitude of women, Catholics, Protestants,
and Jews, and I would like to say to you gentlemen from mature
judgment, that the dread of pregnancy'for the women of this land
hangs over the majority of them month after month like the sword
of Damocles, suspended by a single hair.

I have been speaking in rebuttal of this testimony given today on
points of which I have some information because of the fact I have
been a practicing physician, but in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I
should like to callyour attention to another phase of this legislation.
The reason why I am opposed to continuing this obsolete, archaic
statute as the law of the land any longer, is because as a citizen, and
in common I am sure with a great many others in the county,
resent this type of legislation; and we wonder how long it will take
the Congress of the United States to understand, with their recent
experience in prohibition, that this type of legislation is resented.

It is based, as has been said, on the sociology of fear, and you cannot
legislate morality into people of this country any better than you
succeeded in legislating into their make-up a desire not to take
alcoholic liquors for beverage purposes.

When everything is sai" and done, let me make this one more
statement from my medical experience, then I am through. The
demand for birth control among the women in this country, unless
my experience and practice with them for a quarter of a century has
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been no criterion of the rest of the country, and that assumption
would be ridiculous-the demand of the women of this country is
for birth control, and when the Congress of the United States refusesthem that information legally, they should bear in .ind the experience
of King Canute when lie told the tide not to come in.

AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATrON MEETING, MILWAUKEE, WIS., JLNE 12, 1933

The attached resolution was introduced by Dr. E. B. Plass, gynecologist and
obstetrician, of the University of Iowa. It was referred to a committee on
preventive medicine, of which Dr. Draper, State health officer of Virginia, was
chairman.

Tl is committee reported the resolution favorably, and unanimously, to the
House of Delegates. The resolution was voted down, however, in executive
session, by a vote of 66 to 46, only 112 delegates present out of a total of 175.

Note that the resolution asked only "for the appointment of a committee to
study the question." It did not refer to legislation, nor did the unfavorable vote
have any bearing on legislation.

RESOLUTION, HOUSE OF DELEGATES, AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 1133 ANNUAL
SESSION

Whereas the problems and methods of birth control are of vital concern to the
health as well as the social and economic welfare of our American people, and,

Whereas the statements of proponents and opponents of birth control are at
wide variance, thereby creating confusion and uncertainty, and,

Whereas a demand has been made by various groups for dependable evaluation
of methods of contraception and of the conditions that justify their employment,
and,

Whereas these questions are intimately related to medical science and medical
practice, therefore, b~e it

Resolved: 1. That this House of Delegates create a special committee of five
on "The Study of Contraception" to be appointed by the speaker, with the
advice of the executive committee of the bcard of trustees.

2. That this committee is hereby instructed to study the problem of birth
control in all its aspects, particularly as they relate to methods of contraception,
conditions indicating its employment, and the best manner of imparting instruc-
tion to physicians and to the lay public.

3. That this committee be provided by the council on pharmacy and chemistry
with a statement of the value and effectiveness of contraceptive products and
preparations that are or may be recommended by manufacturers; and, be it

Resolved, That the board of trustees be requested io instruct the council on
pharmacy and chemistry to render all reasonable assistance and advice to this
9pccial committee, and to provide this special committee with a fund to be
determined after conference with the committee chairman, for clerical and
correspolldenee expenses, and, be it

Resolved, That the report of this committee, together with all its findings and
recommendations, be no( disclosed until it has been presented at the 1934 execu-
tive session of this House of Delegates for consideration and action by this house
of Delegates; and, be it

Resolved, That the appointment of this special committee shall in no way be
construed as an endorsement of birth control on the part of the American Medical
Association and that the appointment of this committee is for the purpose of
compiling dependable facts for future guidance when dealing with this question
as closely related to public health and medical practice.

Mlrs. HEPBUIVN. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
Mrs. Sangcer N% ill make our concluding statement.

STATEMENT OF MRS. MARGARET SANGER

Mrs. S.A cG.E. Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee, it
must be rather confusing to you to hear so many statements, mis-
statements, overlapping of evidence, as has been given to you in the
past 2 days.
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We have had the introduction of the amendment, but I want to tell
you that in approving this bill about a year ago, I believed that those
who opposed it, especially the Catholic organizations, should be
interviewed, and that it. would be a good thing to submit this bi!l to
them and to see just where -*e could get together on the bill.

This bill was drafted, gentlemen, with the advice of the physician
recommended by the National Catholic Welfare Council and that
physician considers this a good bill, and he was the one referred to me
v this organization.
There was a question asked about the condition in England relative

to birth control, and I would like to give you this. In -July of 1930
the government in England issued a memorandum to all public health
authorities informing them that birth control information might be
supplied on medical grounds to women in attendance upon the mater-
nity and child welfare centers, so that today in England all maternity
and infant welfare centers are allowed to give this information.

Then the League of Nations has officially recognized contraception
and abortion as problems of public health. Under date of October
15, 1931, the health organization of the League issued a report on
maternal welfare and the hygiene of infants of free-school age; and
on February 1, 1933, the Council of the League of Nations adopted
the reporL in its amended form. I would like also to submit for the
record the report of the League of Nations recommending contracep-
tion in the various health centers throughout the world.

Now, there is one other point that seems to me very interesting,
and that is that it may seem there has been a great deal of warfare
practiced between the people who oppose the bill and we who propose
it, and that the people who have come here to oppose this bill are
at the north pole and we are at the south pole; but I beg to inform
you that is not true.

There is a book that has recently been published by the Latz
Foundation called "The Rhythm of Sterility and Fertility in Women."
This has been published with "ecclesiastical approval and this has
been recommended by all of the Catholic societies and Catholic
publications.

Mr. tEALEY. \Iav 1 ask when you consulted with the representa-
tive of the National'Catholic Welfare Association?

Mrs. SANGER. A year ago.
Mr. HEALEY. Who was that; do you recall his name?
Mrs. SANGER. Colonel Toy, who represented our organization,

went to see both of these gentlemen who are present here, and also
Father Ryan, and we were recommended to see Dr. Mundell, who
appeared here this morning.

Mr. BtURITON. You were not recommended by me to do that?
Mrs. SANGER. We went to him on that recommendation.
Mr. HEALEY. W hat did you do?
Mrs. SANGERI. We wcnt to see him and found him vci-v sensible.
The CHAIRMAN. You may proccd.
Mrs. SANGER. The particular thing in this ifll that seems to be

objeettd to by Father Coughlin is the phrase, "by any physician, or
by his direction or prescription."

I don't quite understand what he mcans, but if Father Coughlin or
those opposing this measure want to take that phrase out, "or by hi-
direction or prescription", I can't quite understand why, but if'the8
want to take that out, it can be done, but at the same time they are
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talking about the control of these contraceptives that are flooding the
country today. I believe the only way that contraceptives can be
controlled, is when this dissemination of information and appliances is
put in the hands of the medical profession where they rightfully
belong.

Mrs. Norton brought in this morning the suggestion of commercial
activity, I believe it was Mrs. Norton or Mrs. McGoldrick, intimat-
ed that we are associated with commercial firms, or with some of the
manufacturers who are bringing forth th(se contraceptives so widely.
We deny that. There is not one person in our organization associated
in any wav with any manufacturer of contraceptives. I don't mind
telling you that a year ago I was offered an immense sum of money,
nearly a quarter of a million dollars, if I would speak on the radio for a
firm liat has a product that is perfectly legitimate, it is not a contra-
ceptive, but I thought that people listening in might think it was a
contraceptive, and I refused that offer.

We have had numerous offers during these many years, and at no
time has any of us been associated in any way with any manufacturer
of any kind whatever. This is not a commercial concern, we are not
interested in that part of it, we a-e on:. interested in trying to see, so
far as our research is concerned, what'ctn be done, and what can he
found to be effective and helpful to the vast milin, of wowen who
are seeking sound advice en how to limit their fandlies and limit thema
safely.

Here is a copy of a clipping from a paper called the Western
Catholic, dated Fz bruary 17, 1933, published in Quincy, Ill., which
mentions birth control b.y the 6o-called contraceptives, which says:

We have received many inquiries about the remarkable book by Dr. Leo J.
Latz on natural, rational, safe birth control as a potent means to comnbat the
hideous, horrible, unnatural vice of contraception. This remarkable book
published by Dr. Latz, of Chicago, Ill., should be read by confessors, physicians,
editors, preachers, nurses, social workers, etc. Send us a new suliscrilption for
the Western Catholic, and we will send you a free copy of this great work.

So the racket is not all on one side. If we are going to have u
racket, let us look at it squarely and take our share of the respon-
sibility.

To me it is a very dangerous thing to put out a book like that,
when the physicians and the scientists of the country do not by any
means agree that there is a safe period for all women, as )r. Willson
has suggested to you.

Now it comes down to n safe device or a safe period, and that is
ust about where both sid',- Are now. I can read to you out of this
ook, "Rhythm," answers to everything that has been said here.

Out of this book comes answers, and I will take up your time to read
at least some of them. It states here that Catholic doctors are not
in agreement as to the serious physical consequences of contraception,
and the answer is that they are by no means in agreement on this,
and I would want you to understand, they agree that the consequence
of over-child bearing and the consequences of prolific child-bearing
are to a certain extent a greater cause for worry and anxiety than
the other point of contraception.

That is right from this book. There are many of these questions
that should be answered, and.Lhey have been answered here in this
study of the Rhythm.
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Father Coughlin in his statement yesterday gave us to understand
he is Irish, and I am Irish myself for many generations back, and I
know how charming such a personality can be, and how facetious it
can be, too, when it is coupled with a medieval mind. I think Father
Coughlin should study up a little bit on Malthus. 1\Ialthus did not
coin the words "birth control", but he believed in late marriage and
continence until such a day when only a few children could be
conceived, and that was the time they should be married, when
they had decided how many children they could economically take
care of.

Father Coughlin also said it is our duty to increase and multiply,
and he quoted the Bible, and he said that today, "we, believing as
Catholics that marriage was invented by God for the primary pur-
pose of propagating children." This was rather humorous to me, that
he, a celibate, never knowing the joys of fatherhood, could come here
and tell us to increase and multiply. It seems to me if that is the word
of God, certainly he should be on the job.

It was brought up about Holland; I think Mrs. McGoldrick or
Mrs. Norton said the !aws of Holland had been rescinded. But that
is untrue. Let me explain what Holland has done. Holland had
gone far on the way to the practice of methods of contraception.
Back from the time of 1878, physicians of Amsterdam were con-
cerned about this question and they formed clinics in Holland, and
it is an interesting thing, if you will look at the facts and statistics,
to see that Holland right through for the past 50 years has had a
low birth rate, a-ld also has had a low infantile death rate, but has
had a higher survival than any country in Europe, and has the lowest
death rate in Europe, and three of her cities have the lowest infant
mortality of any coiinti'y in Europe.

About the time of the World War Holland had a perfectly open
law. I myself lear.ied the technique of contraception at The Hague
in 1914. It was not necessary tobe a trained nurse, or a doctor, but
anyone old enough to be married, by the laws of the State could
receive or give such information or instruction. During the war there
was an amendment of the law to the effect that articles of contra-
ception should not be exposed or exhibited in the drug stores, and
that is as far as that law has been rescinded; otherwise, it is the same
as it was.

In our clinic, where many Catholic women come, we have all due
respect for them, and all due respect for everyone who has an opinion,
whether religious or moral. We know that this bill is not mandatory,
it is not asking those opposed to do anything different than they do*
today. It is permissive legislation we are asking for.

There are twenty or twenty-one million Catholics in the country,
and there are about a hundred million other people who are not
Catholics. It seems to me there is no reason why any one group
should impose their will upon the rest of the country, whether it is
their moral or religious or their political ideas.

I think you should know, as we have found, that women who come
to our clinics average just about equal. We have had 35,000 women
in one clinic in New York City, and there are over 150 clinics through-
out the country; and every one of them reports the same thing, that
there are about one third Catholic, one third Protestant, and one
third Jews, so that they run about even.
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I have myself had the most pathetic cases of Catholic women torn
by their loyalty to the church and their desires to control the size of
the family. They have exactly the same problems every other woman
has, except it is a greater hardship on them not to be able to have
religious sanction of the thing they feel they should do.

To give you briefly a picture of the thing, we find there are tw)
groups of people, on'one side you see the people who practice birth
control, and control the size of tile family, and then the other group
who have not done that, not because they do not want to, but because
they cannot get the information, and have to resort to operations.
Look down among our own friends and see what you find, you find in
one group under average conditions today, if they control the size of
the family, you will see the highest percentage of health among the
women and the lowest percentage of mortality. There may be only
two or three children brought into the world, hut more is done fir
those children. They live longer, they go to schools, and they go
through college; their; their mothers are able to participate in public
life and help bring along the general progress of our civilization, and
do not neglect their children either.

I find that those engaged in our welfare and social activities, and
most of our culture activities come out of that group. It is they who
are paying the highest taxes, and paying in philanthropies for the
other group.

My experience as a nurse in New York brought me into this. I
was a member of a large family, II children, and my mother died j ust
after the last one was horn. I maintain if she had had some knowledge
of birth control she would not have died; but they say, in that event,
I would not have been born, and maybe some of you would not be
sorry. Nevertheless, if my another had had some knowledge of birth
control she might have been alive today and able to take care of tile
children, which she could not do.

In my practice as a trained nurse I found women were trying to
find some methods by which they could limit as well as control the
size of the family; where should they go? They asked each other. It
was a sort of common gossip about this or that. They go to the
hospitals, dispensaries, and public agencies, and always they are
refused when it comes to asking for this particular kind of information.

One woman would ask me what to do; and they say, "You give it to
the rich; they get the information; why must we bear all of the burden?
You see what I have got, how many children I have got; my husband
is a good man, we are trying to do tile best we can for the children;
Won't you help me?"

1 came to this movement after one case I had, tile last one, who died
with septicemia. We had worked very hard with. her; it was on the
East Side in New York, on Grand Stfeet, in the summertime; tile
doctor worked hard on her, and we finally brought her back to hmr
home and the doctor said, "Now, young lady, you don't go through
this again, or don't call me in." She said, "Yes; what shall I do?"
He said, "You tell Jim to sleep on the roof." We left that woman
with that kind of advice after she had gone through an operation and
nearly died.

We went on, went on our way, irrespective of what happened to
her, and within 3 months I was called back tc that case. The
doctor was there ahead of me, and that woman had not been able to
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survive, she had gone through another operation and she had no
resistance, that-woman passed out, leaving a frantic husband with
two little children.

I went home that night, gentlemen, away back in 1912, and I
decided then and there that life was not worth living in this country
unless we could give back to society some of the benefit of our expe-
rience. Of course, we hiad no idea what we would get into with such
a decision, but we then found the Federal law which had been on
the statute books since 1873. We asked the physicians, and they
shook their heads.

Mr. KURTZ. Pardon me, I would like to ask this question. Is
there any reason why you or the physician in the case referred to
should not have given to that lady the necessary information for her
protection?

Mrs. SANGER. Today she would get it if her doctor happened to
know it.

Mr. KURTZ. Why didn't she get it then?
Mrs. SANGER. Because in the first place I knew practically nothing

about it. I was a mother myself, but I knew nothing about getting
the information, and the doctor assumed there was a law against it.

Mr. KURTZ. The New York statute did not prevent him from giv-
ing it.

rs. SANGER. Quite right, but they didn't know it. The New
York State statute was never construed, and in fact, some of us went
to jail to get a decision on it. It is only under that decision we are
operating today in New York, in all the clinics.

This law as we find it, affects the United States mail and common
carriers. Someone asked about a physician prescribing by mail.
No physician would prescribe by mail,'but a physician needs to get
proper information of newer means and methods, he needs to
exchange with other physicians, clinics, laboratories, and so forth,
through the United States mails. As it is now, as one of our physi-
cians testified yesterday, the medical publishers do not want to
jeopardize their liberty under such conditions of the law. This book
here, Rhythm, is going through the mails, not by right, but by privi-
lege, and it gives illegal information just as any book I might write on
preventing conception.

Mr. HEALEY. Can you differentiate somewhat between that?
One is an interference with life itself, isn't it?

Mrs. SANGEI:. 1 beg you pardon, not any more than information in
this book is.

Mr. HEALEY. The method you advocate is an interference with life?
Mrs. SANGER. It prevents conception, it is not an interference

with life.
Mr. HEALEY. It does interfere with it.
.Mrs. SANGER. So does anyone remaining single; so does continence.
Mr. HEALEY. You are not opposed to continence?
Mrs. SANGER. No; I am not.
Mr. HEALEY. That does not in any way oppose the policy you

advocate here.
Mrs. SANGER. No; I am not opl)osed to that, and I am not opposed

to this book, if we can find a safe method. We are coming down now,
not to a question of principle, but a question of methods. We have
no objection whatever to this. We say there are three methods of
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preventing conception, continence, sterilization, mechanical method,
or chemical means of contraception. One group believes in mechani-
cal or chemical and the other group believes in continence, and this
book, I feel it will do harm to send it through the mails until there is a
study made of it. Possibly, if it were found there was a safe period,
it would have to be the pllysician who advises the patient as to her
safe period.

Mr. CELLER. You have read that book; doesn't it say that study
would indicate there is a safe period, or does it give a full guarantee
there is a safe method?

Mrs. SANGER. It gives a calendar which shows the date exactly
of the variations of the menstrual cycle. Here is one of the little
ones with those dates and the concept calendar.

.Mr. CELLEn. Is the language all through the book indicative of
absolute assurance to the reader, or are there no qualifications what-
soever in the book?

Mrs. SANGER. No more than we give with our contraceptive. It
depends on the individual, I would say, and the doctor to advise
her, but if I picked up that book and read it and believed as a Cath-
olic, and saw an e..lesiastical approval, I would follow it to the letter.

Mr. CELLER. !nsofar as the ecclesiastical feature is concerned, I
don't know whether the people who read it pay any attention to the
ecclesiastics in the book; that has nothing to do with the scientific fact.

Mrs. SANGER. No; I am not intimating that.
Mr. CELLER. What I am trying to get from you is whether or not

the author of that book has made the absolute declaration that
there is a period in which there can be no conception.

Mrs. SANGER. Yes.
Mr. CELLER. Without any qualification?
Mrs. SANGER. Without qualification, it gives the definite statement.

They tell you exactly when your period of sterility starts and when
to depend on the period of fertility.

Mr. HEALEY. There is not anything in the book, no method
prescribed, that would interfere with the laws of nature.

Mrs. SANGER. Do you want to argue that?
Mr. HEALEY. I say there is not anything. "".'here is no artificial

means prescribed, and no use of medicines or drugs or any thing that
would interfere with the natural laws.

Mrs. SANGER. If we are going to argue natural law, it is something
different. I will say if there is a period of sexual sterility and a day
when nature makes the woman sterile, it is most likely that is the
time she would repulse the idea of re'ationship, and so far as any
natural law is concerned, I think that is the period to stay away.

Mr. CELLER. That is your viewpoint, or medical opinion?
Mrs. SANGER. It is my opinion. 0
Mr. CELLER. You have no medical opinion to back it?
Mrs. SANGER. Yes; I have some of the world authorities that claim

that is true.
Mr. CELLER. That say that period of sterility would be the time

when there would be a reprise on the part of the woman?
Mrs. SANGER. Yes; when nature sort of closes the door toward this

attraction.
The CHAIRMAN. I want to get clear the thing under consideration

and discussion. Is it your contention that the difference between
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your position and the position of the opponents is to belfound only in
the method to be used?

Mrs. SANGER. Yes; we both have the same principle.
The CHAIRMAN. In your case the purpose would be to have the

relationship without the possibility of conception. is that your
contention?

Mrs. SANGER. Yes, that is my contention. We are both together
on the principles, and we separate on the question of methods.

Mr. CELLER. Don't you separate right here, in the case of that
book, there is nothing done to interfere with the natural results of
sexual functions, but you advocate the introduction of foreign sub-
stances by your chemicals or instruments seeking to prevent the
natural result of the sexual function?

Mrs. SANGER. Not of the sexual function, but of reproduction.
Mr. CELLER. Isn't that where you and the author of this book,

whoever he is, differ?
Mrs. SANGER. There is nothing in the book which gives contra-

ceptive information as to chemicals or devices and they object very
strongly to them, but they agree to our contention that children
should be spaced and women should not have a large number of
children. We say there is not a safe period, and if there was, we
would gladly accept it and say blessings on you for advocating it.
But we claim that in the meantime we should have the right to use our
knowledge as we see it, just the same as in eyeglasses or other things
individually advised.

Mr. CELLER. Don't you recognize there is a vast difference be-
tween the propagation of the race and the fact that you may have
poor eyesight or poor hearing?

Mrs. SANGER. There is quite a difference, but I am talking about
the question of the mechanical means toward the preventing of con-
ception.

Mr. CELLER. But you must agree you are interferring with a
function of the human body.

Mrs. SANGER. You are not interferring with a function, any more
than you are by remaining single, if you wish to go into detail.

Mr. CELLER. You don't interfere there, you refrain.
Mrs. SANGER. In this you don't refrain:
Mr. CELLER. In that book there it is said there is no outside inter-

ference with the natural result that would come. This physician
says there is a period when there is no possibility of conception, but
there is no outside interference.

Mrs. SANGER. As far as conception is concerned, in the method we
advocate, by the use of the contraceptive, the ovum is not fertilized,
it passes out of the body just the same as if she had never used one.
We do not believe in interfering after conception has taken place.
We do not believe in destroying after conception, but preventing
conueption. There is where we differ, and that is what I want to
make clever. We maintain that prevention is the important thing
and not interference afterwards.

We want this bill passed because we know operation., are going on
at a tremendous rate, and we are trying our best with all the human
decency we can command to take care of that problem and to help
abolish it.
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We know there are very few married women in the United States,
that haven't a conscience toward their children, they are seeking the
best way out to protect themselves.

Physicians have gone on record to get the American Medical As-
sociation to have a research body to investigate all of these newspaper
advertisements of contraceptives and other things in the drug stores,
we have made a brief investigation ourselves. We have records that
43 percent of the contraceptive chemicals on the market are abso-
lutely useless. A woman doesn't know where else togo. Shewllgo to
the druggist and ask what to do, or her husband will ask, and the
druggist will give to them whatever a high-powered salesman has
loaded hiw -p with.

Mr. HEALEY. You do contend that because of the physiological
differences in women, each woman presents almost a new case?

Mrs. SANGER. That is right.
Mr. CELLER. And any information along this line to be imparted

should be imparted by a physician or someone in a position to
impart knowledge?

Mrs. SANGER. That is right.
Mr. HEALEY. You say the reason the poorer classes are not getting

that is because they can't afford to get that information from physi-
cians; is that why they are not getting it?

Mrs. SANGER. Yes; partly.
Mr. HEALEY. If we passed this bill, do you think there will be any

reason why they can afford after the passage of this bill to get it any
more than" they can now?

Mrs. SANGER. Yes.
Mr. HEALEY. What is the reason?
Mrs. SANGER. In New York City, for instance, or most of the cities,

if the woman can go to the private familV physician and pay his
charges, there is no hesitancy then on the part of the doctor if he has
been instructed in methods, but if she goes to the hospital he will not
break the law. There are 7,177 hospitals in the United States. li
addition, the hospitals have to pay for these articles at their own cost,
and they will not do it. I know a woman who was dismised from a
hospital for giving a contraceptive device to a woman who was in
there. and who had six children already, and was not in a physical
condition to have more.

Mr. HEALEY. As a practical matter, women will not go to a physi-
cian if we pass this bill any more than they go now, and won't this
information pass on from person to person, and therefore the infor-
mation will be abused and will not be used in a manner beneficial to
that particular person?

Mrs. SANGER. It cannot be done that way any more than you can
get proper eyeglasses today at the 10-cent store.

That is the main thing, when they go Lo qualified persons at estab-
lished places where competent instruction is given, they simply cannot
pass it on. A woman would be a fool to use it when advised for some-
one else. She might as well not have anything at all as to try to use
something given to someone else.

I am of the opinion that the medical profession will have to do 4 way
with all of this scattered broadcasting of chemicals and materials,
and have it tied up in a way it will be distributed at the proper place
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where the women can seek advice, and I believe that is the only pos-
sible safeguarding of the whole question we are talking about.

Now, here is a little book that is an introduction to the Rhythm,
and gives the contents of the book, and I would like you to see justwhat it is.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe w- are all very much in the same
boat and this whole thing is getting beyond us, and I believe it is time
for Congress to take action on this and try to establish it on right
principles. I have every faith in the medical profession. I know
that among physicians there are good and bad, but the great mass of
them are decent men of integrity. We have got to trust them, and
we have got to have a thing of this kind placed somewhere, in my
opinion, and it cannot be in better hands than in the hands of our-
medical profession.

Mr. HEALEY. You don't mean to leave the impression with this
committee that the opposition to the passage of this law is confined to
Catholics?

Mrs. SANGER. I think the organized opposition is.
Mr. HEALEY. In view of all of the people who testified here from

the other religions?
Mrs. SANGER. Yes, they were mostly individuals.
Mr. HEALEY. There are millions of people throughout the country

opposed to birth control, of all religious denominations.
Mrs. SAUGER. I doubt it, but if you are going to put in individual

letters, I could have brought in trunks of individual letters, if I had
an idea you wanted them.

Mr. HEALEY. There are millions of non-Catholics throughout the
country who are opposed to this, and you know that, as a matter of fact.

Mrs. SANOER. No; I don't-not millions.
Mr. HEALEY. You ought to know there is considerable opposition

to it from every State.
Mrs. SANGER. There is no organized opposition except from the

Catholic Church. A small group of Lutherans have opposed it, and
they are the only groups we have any record of.

Mr. HEALEY. Have you tried to get resolutions from other churches
sponsoring your view?

Mrs. SANGER. We have, yes.
Mr. HEALEY. Have you such resolutions of endorsement?
Mrs. SANGER. They have gone in the record; I think they were put

in yesterday. The endorsements of some medical organizations and
some religious organizations are in the record.

Mr. HEALEY. I mean the national bodies representing the churches
throughout the country.

Mrs. SANGER. Yes; there are individual churches just like those read
here today, individual Presbyterians, Baptists, Methodists-there are
lots of them.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you through, Mrs. Sanger?
Mrs. SANGER. Yes; and if there are any questions I would be glad

to answer them.

THE Bia PROBLEM OF MARRIED PEOPLE SOLVED

1. What is the big problem of married people?-The problem of being able to
regulate the size of their families in accordance with their financial, health, social,
and moral conditions and needs, of determining when they are performing that
tremendously important act which will result in a new human being, their child,
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coming into the world, of being able to select the month and the week when their
child shall be born.

2. How about contraceptives? -l. They can only prevent children from
coming into the world. 2. Their use is immoral. 3. They are not safe.
4. They are distasteful for all, repulsive for many. 5. Their habitual use is bound
to cause much physical harm.

Dr. van de Velde, an advocate of contraception, known the world over for his
writings, admits: "There is no ideal contraceptive and there never will be. By
an ideal contraceptive I understand one that will not cause any inconvenience or
disturbance, that will exclude the possibility of doing harm to the user herself,
and that is at the same time fool-proof." Many other authorities in the field of
gynecology could be quoted to the same effect.

3. H1ow can married people solve their "big problem?"-By familiarizing
themselves with the theory of the rhythm of sterility and fertility: in women qnd
by applying it to their ease. To ilhstrate: If a couple desires a child, they will
select the day, for the parental act, when pregnancy must result and when there
is the greatest promise of insuring for their child a rich heritage of physical,
emotional and mental endowments. If on the other hand, financial, health or
other reasons make it desirable or imperative that the arrival of the next child he
delayed, they will confine marriage relations to the time when it is impossible for
the wife to conceive, to the weeks that are called "the safe period."

4. Was not "the safe period" exploded as very unsafe a long time ago?-
Dr. Capellmann's theory of "the safe period," which he made known in about
1880, has been shown to be unreliable. It has proven satisfactory in some cases
but unsatisfactory in many more. We have reference to something quite differ.
ent, to the rhythm theory, which was brought to public attention very recently,
in 1930.
5. How does the new theory differ from the old?-l. The rhythm theory is

scientifically established. The Capellmann theory was a matter of surmise.
2. The Capellmann theory applied the same rule in the same way to all women.
The rhythm theory must be adapted to each woman individually. 3. The safe
period 'according to the Capelhnann theory comprises only five or six days as
determined by Us latest defender, Dr. Niedermeyer. According to the rhythm
theory 20 days in a 28-day cycle are sterile, which means "safe." 4. The
rhythm theory can explain why the Capellmann theory will work in some cases
and why it must fail in others.

6. Who discovered the rhythm theory and established it scientifically?-
Mainly two scientists, Drs. Ogino and*Knaus-gynecologists and university
professors in Japan and Austria, respectively. Though working independently of
one another and though approaching the problem from entirely different angles,
they arrived at the same results, namely, that there is a period of sterility and a
period of fertility in each woman, and that these periods can be determined.

7. Where can information about the Ogino-Knaus theory be obtaind?-In
"The Rhythm of Sterility and Fertility in Women," a book written by Leo J.
Latz, M., LL.D., a member of the staffs of Loyola University Medical School
and of several Chicago hospitals. The book is discussionn of the physiological,
practical, and ethical aspects of the discoveries of Drs. Ogino and Knaus."
Seven months after its first appearance, the third edition, thirty-fifth thousand,
was called for. The book is illustrated, pocket-size, and has royal blue, flexible,
gold stamped covers.

8. What authorities can be quoted in favor of the rhythm theory?-Drs. Miller,
Anderson, and Schultz reported the results of their extensive research in the
June 1933, issue of Surgery, Gynecology and Obstetrics, the official journal of the
American College of Surgeons, the foremost scientific periodical in its field in
America. A conclusion forced upon these scientists by their observations reads:
"Every normal regularly menstruating womin has a definite period of physio-
logical sterility and a definite period of fertility in each cycle; pregnancy may
be brought about or avoided at will by the observation of these two periods of
time." Dr. Carl G. Hartman, Research Associate, Laboratory of Embryology,
Carnegie Institution, an authority recognized through the world, reviewing
The Rhythm, writes: "By and large the reviewer subscribes to most of these
conclusions--the reviewer has made dozens of exact determinations of ovulation
in the menstruating monkey-and observations on the monkey agree almost to
a day with Knaus' findings. The natural method does offer Catholic women
who avoid contraceptives out of religious scruples something that is likely, if
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followed closely, to reduce the incidence of pregnancies to a point approximating
the record of our birth control clinics." For further authorities the reader is
referred to The Rhythm.

9. Has experience confirmed the positive phase of the rhythm theory?-
Striking cases are mentioned from his own medical practice by Dr. Latz in
The Rhythmi. He writes: "A couple had been childless for 11 years . . . The
nmost favorable time for pregnancy . . . was pointed out to them. Directions
were follow and the woman became pregnant. In another case a couple had
been childless for nearly 6 years. By following the directions suggested by the
rhythm theory their wish to have a child was gratified."

10. Has experience confirmed the ilegative phase of the theory?-"With
50,000 proofs.' Space -vill permit us to quote only a small section from the
evidence contained in The Rhythm: "In the French Review of Gynecology and
Obstetrics, Dr. de Guchteneerc refers to more than 100 cases of br. Knaus, 59
cases of Dr. Ogino, and 160 of Dr. Wholers and to his own 45 cases, all of which
confirm the rhythm theory. Adding to these the cases referred to by Dr.
Snmlders, those that have been reported to ne by physicians from their own
e.,periec ce, those of Dr. Miller and those that I have been able to observe myself,
we can confidently say that upwards of 50,000 cohabitations, during most varied
menstrutal cycles, and under the greatest variety of circumstances, is evidence of
the reliability of the rhythm theory."

11. Does The Rhythl give directions aq to how the rhythm of sterility and
fertility can be determined in the case of each womnan?-That precisely was one
of the reasons Dr. Latz had in publishing the book. He presents the matter in
a siple, clear manner so that the average person should have no difficulty in
understanding it. Many illustrations assist the reader in following the text.

12. %Vhat other information is contained in the book?-That can be learned
best by glancing at the table of contents.

PART I. PHYSIOLOGICAL ASPECTS

Rhythm in nature
Sterility
Fertility
Conception
The marital act
Sextal intercourse outside of mar-

riae
The spermiatazoon
T'h(!e ovlln
The ovaries
Ovula, ion
Corp, s luteun
The uterus
Pregiarey
Menstruation
Menstruation cycle
Determining the menstrual cycle
Ovulation and menstruation
Time of menstruation in regard to

ovulation

Discoverers Ogino and Knaus
Dr. Ogino's evidence
Dr. Kanus' evidence
Possibility of extraordinary ovula-

tion
Sufficient data for determining the

rhythm
The basic data
The 28-day rhythm in figures and

in graph
The 29-day rhythm
The 26-, 27-, and 30-day rhythms
Irregular cycles
Inconstancy of the rhythm
Premature menstruation
Delayed menstruation
The rhythm in its simplest form

PART 11. PRACTICAL ASPECTS

Conscious cooperation with the
Creator

A natural method of regulating
offspring

Natural birth control
Predecessors of Ogino and Knaus
Reliability of the natural method

of birth control
Doctors disagree
Ai opponent

A defender: R. de Gutchteneere
Other opponents
Another defense
Favorable authorities
Proof from experience
The physician's aid in determining

the rhythin
When pregnancy may cause death
Directions for the application of

the rhythm theory
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PART Ill. ETP" "AL ASPECTS

48. The Pope and periodic abstinence
49. Theologians in the past
50. A parallel case
61. Theologians of today: The natural

method of birth control justified;
how it differs from contraception;
conditions to be observed

52. The 3-fold purpose of marriage
53. Characteristics of sex-an aid to a

proper perspective; centrality of
sex; the profundity of sex; the
peculiar intimacy of sex; the
mysteriousness of sex; the sa-
credness of sex; the power of
evil in sex

54. Relationships between sex and
marriage

55. Contraception
56. Seriousness of contraception
57. Contraception criticised by con-

traceptionists
58. Medical authorities oppose con-

traception
59. Med:. al authorities support con-

traception

Catholic doctors and the physical
effects of contraception

The difference between natural
birth control and contraception

Unlimited procreation of children
Periodic abstinence and nature
Periodic abstinence and the will of

God
Periodic abstinence and under.

population
Frustration of the principal purpose

of marriage
Frustration of the act of marriage
Married people and continence
Difficulties of continence in mar-

ried life
Obligation to practice natural birth

control
Acquainting married couples
The rhythm and a frightful increase

in vice
Good effects of periodic abstinence
The solution of the family problem,

13. What is the attitude of the clergy toward the Rhythm?--In the first place
the book is "published with ecclesiastical approbation." This means that
authorities in the Catholic church have officially declared that the book contains
nothing against faith or morals. Pages could be filled with enthusiastic com-
mendations by priests from every section, not only of the United States, but of the
whole world.

14. Can you quote some comments of the press?-One can hardly do better
than quote with .u11 approbation the closing words of the introduction of Father
Joseph Reiner, !4.J.: "No physician, no nurse, no social worker, no clergyman,
can afford to disregard the information contained in this book."

We do not know of a more potent antidote to the contraception heresy so wide-
spread today, than this explanation and justification of what Dr. Latz rightly
calls the only rational method of birth control.

ARTHUR PREUSs,
Editor, The Fortnightly Review.

A sound Catholic medical man discusses a most serious problem, one he cor-
rectly calls "the only rational method of birth control." Dr. Latz has written
a golden book for married people. As the country today is flooded with mecian-
ical birth control literature in which all moral considerations are cast to the winds,
the only corrective lies in a like dissemination of facts and discoveries that do
not go counter to nature and are made plain from the Catholic point of view.

CATHOLIC DAILY Tnisu.Nx.
15. Is there no danger that broadcasting this information will do harm?-

The answer to this question can be found in The Rhythm: "To attempt to keep
the rhythm theory from becoming generally known is to attempt the impossible.
Before long it is bound to become a topic for discussion in the daily papers and
in the popular magazines. Would it not be wiser to be beforehand and to furnish
the information in a wholesome fashion? We should not make it necessary for
our people to turn to muddied springs and unhallowed sources to obtain informa-
tion about a law of their Creator which He designed for the purpose of lightening
their burdens."

16. What good can come from acquainting married people with the rhythm
theory?-Here again we get our answer from The Rhythm: "First of all we have
a right to expect that the married lives of many couples will be vastly enriched
with the values, physical, phychic and moral, of married life, as it was intended by
the Creator. Burdens that test human endurance to the utmost limit, and to
which all too many succumb, will be lightened. I speak of economic burdens
the burdens of poverty, of inadequate income, of unemployment, which make it
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nipossible for parents to give their children and themselves the food, the clothing,
the housing, the education and recreation they are entitled to, as children of God.
1 speak of physiological burdens, the burdens of depleted physical energies and
cxilausted vitality resulting from a previous birth or miscarriage, the burden of
chronically or temporarily adverse conditions of the heart, the kidneys, or other
organs, or of conditions that threaten the life of the mother in case of pregnancy.
I refer to psychic burdens not infrequently more difficult to bear than any I 1have
so far mentioned, burdens of uncontrollable fear, anxiety, irritability, of rebellion
against God and His Church for seeming to make demands beyond human nature,
beyond human powers to endure.

"The greatest gain that will accrue to the human race from a judicious dissemin.-
tion of this knowledge is the prevention of countless crimes against nature, especi-
ally abortions and contraception." It is estimated that about 30,000,000
contraceptive devices are used in the United States every week (about 600,000 in a
city like Chicago) and that every week about 800,000 abortions are performed
(approximately 1,600 for Chicago). These harrowing conditions which are grow-
ing worse from year to year, surely call for a remedy. It is the writer's opinion
that change for the better cannot be expected u,.til women generally become
familiar with the rhythm of sterility and fertility, a provision of an 0l-wise and
all-kind Creator that will add to the happiness of married people and make it
easier for them to lead lives in accordance with God's holy law.

17. Where can The Rhythm be obtained?-By sending $1 in United States
of America exchange (75 cents for leatheroid cover) to the publisher: Lalz
Foundation, 1228 Republic Bldg., Chicago, Ill., or from bookstores.

COMMENTS

"* * * an excellent survey of the various aspects of the Ogino-Knaus
theory * * .* The author has tried to present those rather intricate matters
in a very simple manner * * * he has also contended to neutralize the
unpleasant impression derived from a purely technical discussion * * * he
has brilliantly succeeded in both purposes * * *.

* * * the author is right in saying that the method is as reliable as aiy
physiological law can be * * * some sort of family limitation has become
a necessity in modern countries * * * it is essential to help Catholic people
* * * *without compromising on principles. A rational use of the sterile
period is the right means to that end * V *.

The only difficulty then is not to foster birth control mentality * * * but
to place married life upon the plane connoted by the term "Sacrament." Dr.
Latz has done so excellently * * * "married people cannot read this book
without deriving benefits for their minds and hearts, for their bodies and souls."
Dr. Raoul de Guchtencere, of the Lambert Gynecological Institute of Brussels,
one of the most distinguished gynecologists of today, in the Catholic Medical
Guardian.

"The observations and experiments of Drs. Ogino and Knaus have been rather
thoroughly corroborated by a number of clinical investigators * *
James J. Walsh, M.D., Ph.D., Homiletic and Pastoral Review.

"I have applied the Ogino-Knaus Method since March 1930 and
find it fully confirmed by my observations * * * An ever increas-ng number
of physicians report to me * * * the successful application of this discovery.'
Prof. J. N. J. Smulders, chief atending physician of the Huize Assissie Hospital,
Undenhout, Holland, in his book, "Periodic Abstinemice."
"'* * * the Ogino-Knaus theory seems to hold good; thus this book should

be of great value in lessening marital burdens. Its contents should be known
to allphysicians * * *." Colorado Medicine, official journal of the Colorado
and Wyoming State medical societies and of the Colorado Hospital Association.

(Excerpts from "The Rhythm"]

LIMITATION OF OFFSPRING BY PERIODIC ABIRTINENCE

63. Question. Why is the limitation of offspring by periodic abstinence not a
crine against nature? It seems to "reap the pleasures of sex, while at the same
time evading the normally consequent sacrifices and responsibilities of sex."

Answer. Provided that the married couple have a good reason and honorable
motives, periodic abstinence, far from being a crime against nature, is entirely
in harmony with the recently discovered laws of nature. Nothing is done to
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interfere with nature's processes. There is nothing reprehensible ill enjoying
the pleasures of sex without having to bear the burdens ordinarily resulting
therefrom, provided no violence is done to nature, no law of God is violated.
Nature does not direct marital intercourse among human beings as it directs
copulation among animals. It provides sex stimulation during the period of
sterility as well as during that of fertility and must be assumed to intend the
marital act for other purposes than procreation. If the latter were nature's
only objective it could be taken care of by married couples' uniting once about
every fifteen months.

64. Question. But does periodic abstinence not seem opposed to God's hol-
will as expressed in the command "Increase and multiply and fill the earth"l
(Gen. 1.28)?

Answer: If the literal meaning of these words is stressed too much, every
person reaching puberty would have to enter the married state, vows of chastit\-
would have to be abrogated, married people would not be allowed to cbserv:e
continence and would be obliged to bring into the world a maximum nibuer of
children. This evidently cannot be the meaning of the text, zior can it be lhe
will of God.

6.5. Question. Will not the effect in both eases be the same, namely mder-
population and possible race extinction?

Answer. Mv first answer is: Be it so. Underpopulation and even the extine-
tio i of an entire race are not in themselves intrinsic evils. In fact, they ma.y be
distinct blessings. If the moral deterioration of western nations is to continue
at the rapid rate that characterized it during the post-war period, a reduction il
that element of population most affected should be welcomed. Birth control,
natural or unnatural, is primarily a symptom, an effect. Let us devote aiore
attention to the causes.

My second answer is: What the results of periodic abstinence as regards popt-
lation are going to be, is a matter of speculation, where everyone is allowed to
make a guess. That it must lead to a greater restriction of offspring than we
witness today I deny. That it may do so, is not at all probable.

ENGLAND

In July of 1930, the Government in England issued a Memoranduml 153
M.C.W. to all public-health authorities, informing them that birth-control
information might be supplied on medical grounds to women in attendance upon
tile maternity and child-welfare centers.

LEAGUE OF NATIONS

The League of Nations has officially recognized contraception and abortion : as
problems of public health. Under date of October 15, 1931, the health orgaiza-
tion of the League issued a report (C.11. 1060) on maternal welfare and the hygiene
of infants of preschool age, and on February 1, 1933, the Council of the Leagu
of Nations adopted the report in its amended form.

The CHAIRMAN. If the members of the committee do not desire to
ask any more questions, and if you have no other testimony to
tender, we will adjourn at this time.

I don't know whether any Members of Congress here want to make
any statements, and I would like to suggest if there are Members of
Congress who would like to make statements for the record, I would
suggest they be just as brief as possible, and they may tender them
to the committee and the committee will handle them in a war
satisfactory to the Members of Congress. We do want to hold this
record down as much as possible, to make it at least so that the
members of the committee will examine it.

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, may I file a copy of the Harvard
Law Review, page 723, which is the only copy I have, but I will
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place in the hands of each of you a copy of the New Republic of last
week, to which I call your attention, and which contains the clearest
statement of the situation I have read since this fight was on. I am
sincerely hoping you will give us a favorable report. (See page 33.)

The CHAIRMAN. The committee very much appreciates the presen-
tation of the matter both by those who favor the legislation ard those
who oppose it and want to congratulate you on the gcid humor that
has prevailed.

(Whereupon, the hearing was adjourned.)


