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Q. Now, those prostitutes that come to your asylum,
1sn’t 1t a fact that the majority of those are diseased wo-
men

A. What do you mean by that?

A. 1 mean women with vencreal diseases?

A. Yes, and one point I am glad you mentioned—they
come there, having had venercal discases and having had
children, and, brother, worsc than all, while women come
there having negro children. |

Q. Now, the point I am getting to is this: take this girl
here—let me stale a hpyothetical question—this girl is fee-
ble-minded: this gir]l has an imnyoral tendency, as demon-
abated at all by this operation, 1sn’t 1t more than likely that
child. Now, if you sterilized her and turned her out on
society, isn’t it more than probable that with her having
that 1mmoral tendency and her sexual desires not being
abated at all'by this operation,isn’t it more than likely that
she will contract venereal diseasc?

A. Is it your idea that feeling safe 1n sterilization, she
will cohabit more promiscuocusly? Very likelv.

. Don’t most of this type come under Dr. Drury’s defini-
tion? They arve fire-ships. They don’t understand the use
[ fol. 81] of preventatives, and therefore are more likely to
contract disease. They are thrown into contact and have
sexual 1mmtercourse with men who are normal men, and give
them these diseascs; say, syphilis? That man contracting
syphilis ultimately gets married to a normal, sound woman.
He passes on down to his descendants the syphiletic taint.
How 1is society benelited by letting that girl out?

A. The man who will cohabit with a feeble-minded person
would very likely cohabit anyhow and catch the syphilis,
but the feeble-minded person 1s very casily over-sexed, and
it makes but very little difference in my opinion; she would
be over-sexed anyhow, and that would be for only one gen-
eration,

. But say this gir! was sterilized and turned out and in
six months she had contracted syphilis, because, as you say,
this stemhbization has noft abated her sexual desires at all
She does know she will not have any more hahies, and she
goes out and goes on a rampage

A. She has already heen on one.

Q. Well, say she goes on another.

A. Very likely.
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Q. So she is a potential distribulor to otherwise sonnd
men, and they get married. Now, when the off-spring of
those syphiletic men come into the world with a syphiletic
taint, how can you say that society would be benefited by
turning this girl ont?

A. Because, I believe it would be just as bad one way as
another.

Q. Suppose yvyou kept her in that hospital all the time?

A. Well, you would not nced to sterilize her then.

Q. Do vou weigh her sexual gratification and liberty as
against her becoming, as Dr. Drury calls them, a fire-ship?

A. 1 do.

Q. And yvou say society would be benefited by turning
her out?

A. Do vou mean to segregate all of them?

(). I mean all thosc that ave in the institution. Those
women without the mentality of babies, and who, as you say,
are over-sexced; who are hkely to drift into the prostitute
class.

A. And they would drilt into 1t anyway.

Q. Not if yvou kept them 1n there. How does 1t henefit so-
ciety to turn them out?

A. It benefits society hy not taking care of them, and by
the work they do. They are hewers of wood and drawers
of water, and there is not very much more likelihood that
they would spread venereal disease if sterilized than it they
were not, And then it 1s only for one gencration, and the
state is not able to pay for scgregating them, and by hav-
(fol. 82] ing an in and out method, that 1s to take these
feeble-minded ; put them in for a month of two; sterihize
them and turn them out; you can get most of them steril-
ized, whereas the state would kecp all of them in.

(). Therefore your idea is thal the State Hospital, say it
can only care for a hundred-—it takes one hundred and ster-
ilizes them, and turns them out and takes another hundred,

and so forth?

A, Yes.
Q. T agree with yon that society would be benefited to

that extent, but what I want to know is whether it would be
well to take a chance on turning these girls out that they
mayv drift into prostitution and street-walking and spread-
ing diseazes. Now, as I understand, in your institution two
per cent of the insanity is attributable to syphilis?
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A. Yes, but what 1L am trying to say 1s, say you have one
Lhundred 1m there now who are not distvibuting discase, and
vou have mineteen hundred out distributing it and repro-
ducimg, whereas 1s these people were operated on and have
n clearing house taking the olhers i and sterilizing them,
vou wonld have that many less reproducing.

Q. Now, Doctor, one more question I want to ask you:
this law here says that yon shall not take sound organs out
of the body. Do vou consider the cutting of that fallopian
tabe

A. You don't take out a thing.

Q. You just cul 1t.?

A, Yes, siT.

Q. Now, that destrovs it?

A. No, sir, 1t shunts the egy off from 1ts destination where
it would develope.

. It merely prevents reproduction?

A. Yes.

(Witness stands aside.)

A. H. Esrasrook, a witness ol lawful age, having been
first duly sworn, testified as follows:

Direel, examination.

By Col. Stirode:

(). Please state vour name, age—if you don’t mind, resi-
dence and oceupation.

[fol. 831 A. Arthur H. Estabrook; age, thirty-mine. I am
on the scientific staff of the Carnegie Institution of Wash-
ington, at Cold Sprimg Harbor, Liong lsland, New York,
and my official residence is at, Cold Spring.

Q. What is the Carnegle Tustitution of Washington?

A. It is a private organization conduecting rescarch along
scientific lmnes. The department of geneties, with whieh L
am conneceted, 18 a department studving hervedity i hu-
mans, animals and plants.

. How long has this study in heredity in humans and
animals heen carried on at the Carnegie lastitution?



76

A. Since 1906 with respect {0 animals and plants, and
since 1910 with respect to human heings.

Q. How long have you been engaged in that work?

A. Since 1910.

Q. I understand then that the work you have been en-
vaged in has been assisting the investigation leading to
the formulation of the laws of heredity?

A. That 1s right.

Q. In those investigation- has there been any effort made
to determine to what extent mmsanity and feeble-minded-
ness are transmissible by heredity?

A. The studies on those subjects have been carried on
for the past fifteen years, and definite laws have been
found covering inheritance of feeble-mindedness and cer-
tain types of insanity.

Q. Have vou yourself engaged in any particular studies
tending to give you personal knowledge ol such matters?

A. I have been studying those subjects since my con-
nection with the Carnegie Institution, for fourteen years.
The specific studies that I have carried out have been prac-
tically four; one a study of a large degeunerate group 1n
the northern end of New York State, a report of which
was published, called the Nam family. The second largest
was the Jukes family of eriminalg, they being a family
which lived in New York City numbering about two thou-
sand people at the present, whose record is of feeble-
mindedness. Four or five years I spent in studying the
Tribe of Ishmael, sttnated mainly in Indiana and sur-
rounding states further west. 1 bave also made other spe-
cial studies on olher groups of mental defectives—that
including feeble-mindedness too.

Q. Referring to this family of Jukes, when was the first
published study made of that family, with reference to
feeble-mindedness and criminality?

A. In 1875 a man named Richard L. Dudley, then offi-
cially connccted with the New York Prison Assoclation
investigating the jails of New York City, found a large
[fol. 84] number of people who had been 1n the jail and
Jater had a criminal record. A study made by Mr. Dudley
at that time showed a group of seven or eight hundred
who were all either eriminals or paupers, and a few idiots;
the term ‘‘feeble-minded’’ at that time not being in general
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use. In 1912 1 went {o the area where this group had hved
and continuned to study from 1875 until that time, fimshing
the work im 1915.

Q. You don’t mean you hegan the work 1 18757

A. No, T continued the study of them since that time.

Q. In other words, 1n 1912, you spent some three or four
years.in studying them?

A. XYes.

(. Now, I wish yvou wounld say what was the result of
that imvestigation?

A.iBriefly, we found that the family was continuing to
produce a group of mental and social defectives, and the
result of the study was to show that certain definite laws
of heredity were beinge shown by the family, i that the
feeble-mindedness was being inherited according to a direct
rule and that feeble-mindedness was the hasts of the anti-
soctal conduct, showing up in the eriminality and the pau-
perisni.

Q. Can’t you make 1t a litle more concrete by summing
up what yvou found as to mndividuals of the family?

A. I'here werc approximately three thousand pcople that
were known had died in infaney, and of the other seventeen
hundred, approximately thirty-four were feeble-minded.
1Q. '‘Have you had some experience i other states of try-
mg-to work out and solve this problem of sterilization?

A.*No more than investigaling the family histories in
connection with the working out of information, and the
education previous to the earrvinge out of such laws.

Q. ‘Do you know that other states have tried 1t?

A. 1 do know that other states had sueh laws and such
lawsihave been carried out in other states.

Q. tIs 1t a comparatively recent development?

A. Sinee 1906.

Q. Prior to that this class of legislation was unknown?

A. Practically not.

. You say that the investigations of this bureau of
eugenics at the Carnegic Institute of Washington has re-
sulted 1n the ascertainment of certain laws of heredity, ap-
parcntly governing the transmission of the attributes of
human beings to their descendants: I wish vou would very
briefly explain to the Court just what the facts have been
[fol. 85] ascertained to be in that regard.
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A. We find that in general characteristics or {raits of the
individual, either physical or mental, are immherited in pairs.
A person has a characteristic or he does not have 1t, or he
may have the opposite of 1it. As an example, a person may
have six fingers. A normal exception to the condition of
six fingers is the ordinary condition of five fingers. We
know from observation, and have formulated the law that
where we have the six-fingered condition, it 1s what is ecalled
the dominant charvacteristic; the normal condition of five
fingers being the recessive characleristic. 'I'hat is the
dominant and recessive characteristic. That 1s the domi-
nant and recessive characteristies going together.

Q. Doctor, we are not interested in fingers. 1 should
have narrowed my question to what have vou discovered as
regards to feeblemindedness.

A. That reaets 1n the same respect to the normal, the
feebleminded being the recessive condition, the normal
condition of mind heing dominant.

Q. What clse have you ascerlained to govern thig?

A. Where feeble-mindedness ¢f found in two strains,
the two stramms mecting, feeble-mindedsess will shhow up in
one-fourth of the children. Where fecble-mindedness 1s
found Iin one parent, that 1s, and only in the strain—that
18, the other parent being normal but coming from a strain
where there 1s feceble-mindedness, one-half of the children
will be feeble-minded. Where feeble-mindedness is found
h both parents, all the children will be fechle-minded. The
rule, so far as we can find, has no exceptions. Two normal-
appearing parents, both of whom come from defective
strains, will i all probability have at least onc-fourth of
feeble-minded children. That gives the explanation of
where the feeble-minded ehild comes from in families that
are apparently normal. The blood 1s bad. They carry the
defective germ plasm, and where two defectives’ germ
plasms meet, the effect again appears.

Q. I wish yvou would ulustrate that a little—about the
cerm plasms. Take cases where vou have a fechle-minded
father and a fechble-munded mother, or a normal father and
a feeble-minded mother, or a normal father and a normal
mother, or what vou call a {eeble-minded strain in one of
them, and show how your laws work out?

A, Two feeble-minded parents wiil always have feeble-
minded children. One hundred per cent, of the children of
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two fecble-minded parents will he teeble-minded. Where
one parent is feeble-minded and the other parent normal,
we will have one-half the children feeble-minded,—if that -
[fol. 86] parents comes from a defective strain.  If, how-
ever, in this case the parent on one side—the normal parent,
mated to a feeble-minded woman—if the normal parent
comes from a good stock family where there is no mental
deficiency ; i the first generation none of the children will
appear feeble-minded, but all of those children will carry
a trait of feehble-mindedness. H one of those children
marries back into a good strain, the feeble-mindedness will
still be covered. It is a recessive characteristie, but 1f one
of those children mates mto a bhad stock, rrespective of
whether the mate 1s feeble-minded or not, 1f he marries
inte bad stock one-fourth to one-half of the children will
be fecble-minded. In other words, 1t 1s a trait that is
present in the germ plasm of the reproductive part of the
individual that determines the offspring, and not the indi-
vidual. We look upon individuals now as merely off-shoots
of the stock—the germ plasm 1s what goes through.

Q. Now, vou take the case of a fechle-minded man marry-
ing a feehle-minded woman: you say all the children of
such a mating will be feeble-minded? That 1s true?

A. Yes, sir.

Q). Suppose a fechle-minded woman marries a man who
18 not only normal, but has no feeble-minded strain at all?

A, I cited that case: none of the children will be foehle-
minded. All of the children will appear normal, but all of
those children will carry the possibility of having defective
children, depending on whether or not they mate into poor
stock,

(). In other words, they carry a stram from their mother
wlhieh 15 likely to crop out in a suceeceding generation if
they marry another with the feeble-minded stramn?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Suppose the mother 18 apparently normal but has a
feeble-minded stramn mmbevited from some ancestor, and the
other parent 1s also apparently normal but has also in-
herited some feeble-minded strain from some other ances-
tor: what would be the hikelihood of the offspring of those
children—both apparently normal people—

A. One-fourth would be feeble-minded.
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Q. Can you illustrate that graphically?
( Witness draws diagram for the Court.)

A. When a characteristic such as feeble-mindedness or
insanity are present 1 mdividuals, we always put them in
brackets. Here 1s a man who 1s normal mentally; he ap-
pears normal, but according to Mr. Strode’s idea he comes
from defective stock. Now, we have the same supposition
[fol. 87] on the part of a female. Both of them are in
brackets. Now, we¢ know in the scgregation of the germ
cells we can show this under the microscope. We know

that the actual elements in the germ cell which carry hered-
ity. We know those little chemical bodies—we know that

thev divide. Say that in the division of the sperm cell we
know the character M eoes in one cell and the character I
coes 1nto another cell, Now, if this cell or naclens with the
character N mates with this ovary cell, we have an individ-
nal who has ehemical determinants of two normals. 1f
this N cell mates with this I cell we have an individual pro-
duced with the character indeterminate for N and a char-
acter F feeble-mindedness. Now, if this fechle-minded cell
mates with this cell, we have another N-F. Now, i1f this
cell here mates with this cell, we have a dose of feeble-
mindedness from each one of the parvents. Now, according
to our definition, and also according to fact, we find that
those two people there have a character F, normal. These
people Li-K whose character I feeble-mindedness does not
show, both appear normal. Now here is our individual (in-
dicates) Fechlemindedness comes from that.

Now, if you have two feeble-minded people mating, no
matter which way your germ cells mate, you have nothing
but feeble-mindedness.

Now, supposing we have here a normal strain where there
is no feeble-mindedness

Mr. Whitehead: What do vou call a poor strain?
A. One in which feeble-mindedness 1s found by reason of
birth, not by discase.

(Continues answer:) Now, going back: if this N mates
with this N, we still get a poor strain; we get a normal in-
dividual, carrying feeble-mindedness. Now, if this person
mates with a feeble-minded group, the feeble-mindedness
comes out again.
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Now, those are perfectly definite laws that have been
found and formulated, and apparently the rule 18 not
broken.

I might add to the Judge that insanity follows the same
rule. Iinilepsy follows the same rule, but we do not call
it epilepsy; we call 1t a neuropathic condition.

(At this time—1:30 A. M.—Court 18 adjourned for lunch-
eon. Hearing 1s resumed at 2:15 P. M. same afternoon—-

Nov. 18, 1924.)
[fol. 88] By Col. Strode:

Q. Doctor, to this point your examination has been di-
rected to the development of the general prineciples and the
ascertained rules applicable to cases like that under review
here. I now wish to direet your attention to, and solicit
vour testimony more particnlarly and specifically as to
the girl Carrie Buck. Have you personally made any 1n-
vestigation of Carrie Buck and her ancestry with a view
of passing upon the probable heredity of her descendants?

A. I have.

Q. 1 wish you would please, 1n your own way, first as
simply as you can, tell the Court what your investigations
were and give the Court the benefit of the result.

A. I visited the Colony at Lynchbhurg, saw Carrie Buck
personally, also her mother; made a brief study of the two;
also read the two case histories. Then I went to Albemarle
County where both Carrie and her mother formerly lived.
I visited the home where Carrie staved, also visited as
many members of her family as possible. In this conneec-
tton I made a mental test of her half-sister, Doris Buck;
cathered information concerning her halt-sister—half-
brother, Roy, and gathered other information which—
other information concerning five or six members of the
immediate family, mostly upon the mother’s side. The evi-
dence points to the fact that Emma Buck 1s a feebleminded
woman., That she has had three fecbleminded clhildren by
unknown fathers. 'The evidence further points, as gathered
from my investigation in Albemarle County, that on the
mother’s side there are a sufficient number of cases of de-
fective make-up mentally, to lead me to conclude that the
Dudley germ plasm, of which Kmma Buck 1s a member,

6—008
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carries a defeetive strain in it. 1 have rcason to assume
that Emma Buck’s father, Richard Harley, was of a de-
fective make-up, but not sufficiently so to include him in
the classification of feebleminded or that he would have
been a custodial case, but feeble mentallv. There are other
cases to render the assumption reasonable that the Harley
strain also carriecs feeblemindedness—that is, the germ
plasm. That explains the reason that limma, whose mother
was no doubt normal mentally, and whose father was at
least a border-line case within the classification of a feehle-
minded stock, BEmma Buck has three feebleminded children,
two of whom I' have seen personally and the other one whom
I consider so from my study of his school behavior and bis
general behavior reaetions,

. Did vou give Carrie Buck any mental tests to deter-

mine her mental capacity?
[fol. 89] A. Yes, sir. I talked to Carrie sufficiently so
that with the record of the mental examination—yes, 1 did.
I gave a sufficient examination so that 1 consider her feeble-
minded.

Q. Have vou a definition of ‘‘fecbleminded’’?

A. Yes, I have.

(. What is 1t?

A. A feebleminded person 18 a person who is so weak
mentally that he or she 1s unable to maintain himself or
Lherselt 1n the ordinary community at large.

(). Now, what is a soetally inadequate person?

A. That 1s anybody who by rcason of any sort of defect
or condition 1s unable to maintain themselves according
to the accepted rules of society.

Q. From what you know of Carric Buck, would you say
that by Lhe laws of heredity she 15 a feebleminded person
and the probable poteniial parvent of soerally inadequate
offspring likewise afflicted?

A, 1 would.

(. I rcad the definition of a feebleminded person to you,
taken from scction 1075 of the Code of Virginia (Reads
from Code of Virgima, 1924} :

“The words ‘feebleminded person’ in this chapter shall
be construed to mean any person with mental defectivencss
from birth or from an early age so pronounced that he is
m capable of caring for himself or managing his affairs,
or of being tanght to do so, and 1s unsate and dangerous
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to himself and others, and to the community, and who con-
sequently requires care, supervision, and control for the
protection and welfare of himself, others and the com-
munity, but who is not classible as an ‘1nsanc person’ as
usually mterpreted.’”’

In vour opinion is Carrie Buck within that defimition?

A. She is.

Q. Did vou sce Carrie Buek’s child?

A, I did.

Q. Were you able to form any judgment about that child?

A. I was.

(). What 1s 1t?

A. I gave the child the regular mental test for a child of
the age of six months, and judging from her reactions to
the tests 1 gave her, I decided she was below the average
for a child of cight months of age.

Q. I don’t think of anything else, Doctor. If I have over-
looked anything that youn think mmportant

(Witness suggests question.)

Q. Dr. De Jarnctte made some refevence to the Callicac
family of New Jersey. IHave yvou any knowledge of the
history of that family?

[fol. 90} A. I have.

Q. I wish vyou would supplement what Dr., De Jarnette
sald about them,

A. The only other point to be added 18 that on the good
side of the Callicac family there were found among the
members scveral that had been college presidents, at least
one governor of the state, and a number of senators.

Q. Were there any such tyvpes found among those who
were descended from the feebleminded?

A. No.

Q. How does that history compare, 1n a general way,
with the history of the Judge family?

A. The history of the defecetive side of the Callicac fam-
ily 1s very similar, except that the Callicac family did not
show g0 much criminality.

Q. 1 hold in my hand a monograph enlitled *“The Jukes
in 1915;"’ I wish you would say whether or not this bhook

sets forth your investigations of that family?
A. It does.
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Q. It is, T believe, sometimes suggested that environment
rather than heredity may be the prime caunse of those that
are termed feeblminded., What have yvou to say about that?

A. The environment might react upon the mdividual in
such a way that to the ordinary mndividual a person might
appear feebleminded i his aetions, but the environment
would not affeet their inhercnt mental ability. In other
words, the environment might aftect the behavior of the
individual, but would not effect—would not esseutially
change the indrvidual.

(Cross-examination.

By Mr. Whitchead:

(). Doctor, about this bad stock that we have talked
ahout: those people were people with a feebleminded taint

in them—the ones vou refer to as being bad stock., You
say that of these children here, there are certain ones that
are not fechleminded, but carry the tammt in them?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. They themselves are not feebieminded, but they carry
the taint in them?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You, of course, do not advocate sterilizing those, do
you {

A. I think not.

[fol. 91] Q. The 1dea would be to sterilize them as the
feeblemindedness breaks out in the offspring? Sterilizing
them as 1t appears?

A. Yes.

Q. You have made a test of Carrie Buck over here; now,
do you think she 1s capable of taking care of herself or
being taught to do so?

A. I do not.

(. In what way will society be benefitled by turning her
out?

A. In two ways; vou mean after sterization?

Q. Yes?

A, First, of elimmating the possibility of her having
feebleminded children; and I might modify that statement
by sayving that experience tells us that the average feeble-
minded person associates with feebleminded consorts, so



89

that the chances of her having feebleminded children are
much greater than of a normal person. First, by eliminat-
ing the possibility of her having feebleminded children;
and sccond: by obtaining her discharge from the institu-
tion. Her discharge from an institution would necessarily
require some sort of supervision.

(. You say she 1s imcapable of being taught to take care
of herself?

A. She is.

. And therefore incapable of managing her own atfairs?

A, Yes.

. And therefore nnless somebody took her and looked
after her, she would land 1n the poorhouse?

A. No.

Q. Where wouid she land?

A. She would probably land in the Jower-class area in the
neighhorhood 1n which she lives.

Q. But you said she was ineapable of taking eare of her-
selt?

A. She is incapable of taking care of herself in the man-
ner 1n which society cxpects her to.

Q. Do you mean to say that she 1s imcapable of making
the home for herself that a perfectly normal woman would?

A. She would not. She would carn a partial living.

. Would not the possibility be that she would be a charge
on the community?

A, Not under the plan of supervision of which I

. 1 am not referring to that. You spoke of sterilizing
her—snuppose you sterihize her and turn her loose—some-
hody has to take care of her.

A. There are grades m the ability to take care of one’s
[fol. 82] selt. 1 would say im the case of Carrie Buck she
would not he capable of taking care of herself to the fullest
cxtent.

(). Would she be able to earn a living?

A. She would he able to carn a living—a sufficient liv-
ing—in the proper kind of home where somebody would
he looking after her.

(. I mean after she had heen sterilized—the Doctor
sald—the definitton here m the statute says this, and he
says that this 1s the definition, and I am trying to find out
i there are not griades of this definifion? The definition
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says this: ¢ * * *  shall be construed to mean men-
tally defective from birth or from an early age—that he 1s
incapable of caring for himself or managing his affairs or
being taught to do 0.’ Do you mean to say this 18 the
definition we are dealing with now?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. ‘“And that he is unsafe and dangerous to hunself and
to the commumty’’?

A. Yes, sir.

(). Well, you would not turn a man loose that 1s danger-
ous to the community. Now this statute says society 1s
going to be benclitted?

A. It will be benefitted i that a feebleminded person
sterilized, may, under supervision—to be perfectly specifie,
assuming that she be returned to the home from whieh she
came, that of Mrs. Dobbs in Charlottesville, she would be
able to maintain herself 1n a comparable suificient condi-
tion, from the standpoint of society.

). So that the 1dea necessarily contemplates in return-
ing these girls to sociefy that there be some sort of super-
vision over them in their outer life by somebody %

A. Yes.

(. That supervision would, of course, to an extent look
after their moral as well as their physical welfare?

A. Yes.

(). So that your idea of the benefit she would personally
receive would not be the benefit that Dr, De Jarnette par-
ticularly referred to?

A. To what benefit do vou refer?

(). e said that the chief benefit was that they might go
out and enjoy sexual relations.

A. She could enjoy sexual relations, assuming that they
were carried out under the sanction of society; that is,
assuming that she was married.

Q. And you think that the 1dea that she could not take
care of herselfl—I thought there were certain grades of
[fol. 93] thesc pcople called high-grade and low-grade
morons; I thought they all came under the general classi-
fication of feebleminded?

A. Yes.

(). And that the high-grade morons were capable of be-
ing taught to maintain themselves to some extent?
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A: Yes, sir.  If théy are capable of being taught to main-
tain themseleves, in the meaning of the word accepted by
society, they would not come within the defimtion of the
statute. Y

Q. You wouldn’t say that a person who measured up to
the average of the Sprouse ncighborhood would still be
classed as feebleminded ?

A. I don’t believe I know the Sprouse neighborhood well
enough to answer that guestion.

. You made a test of limma Buck?

A. Yes, sir.

(). You made the standard Binef test?

A. I made the short test.

(). And of course you relied on the history?

A. Yes.

. You mean by that the commitment papers, and so
forth?

A, No, I mean her nstory as she gave 1t to me.

). Her personal history as she gave it to vou?

A. Yes, sir.

(). Now, you did that also with the girl here, Carrie?

A. Yes, sir. Carrie gave me her personal history, which
I atlso ehecked up 1n the field 1 Charlottesville.

Q. What 1s the difference between them?

A. A socially inadequate person may be socially inad-
equate because of bemg a drug addiet, or by reason of be-
ing a wanderer or a pauper, but a socially inadequate feeble-
minded person would be on account of mental deliciency.

Q. Now, this Dudley family—Emma Buck came of the
Dudley family?

A. On the mother’s side, ves.

(). And the Harlow family—is that 1t?

A. That s limma Bucek’s family.

(). That 1s the Harlow strain. You say both of those
strains have feeblemindedness in them?

A. 1 do.

(. And are socially inadequate—members of the family ¢
A. Yes, sir.

(Witness sfands aside.)
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[fol. 94] Dr. A. S. Prooy, a witness of lawful age, hav-
ing heen first duly sworn, testified as follows:

Direct examination.

By Col. Strode:

Q. Dr. Priddy, what is your occupation?

A. Physician; Superintendent of the State Colony for
Epileptics and feebleminded located in this county on the
suburbs of the City of Liynchhurg.

Q. How long have you been officially econnected with Vir-
ginia State mstitutions for either the i1nsane, epilepfie, or
feebleminded ?

A. Nearly twenty-one years altogether.

(). How long have you been Superintendent of the insti-
tution where you now arc?

A. Fourteen years, six months.

. How long have you heen receiving in that institution
under the statute feebieminded persons?

A. The first about the fiftcenth of Mayv, 1914.

(). In your entire experience 1in State institutions for the
insane, eplleptie, and feebleminded, have you heen con-
nected with other similar mst1tutmns‘?

A. I was assistant physician first, and then superin-
tendent, of the Southwestern State Hospital at Marion for
about ﬁw, years.

(). In your twenty-one years of experience in connection
with these institutions how many patients in such institu-
tions would you say had passed undev your ohservation?

A. 1 should say from four to five thousand.

(). F'rom your petition as Superintendent of yvour present
mstitution, 1t appears that one of your patients, Carrie
Buck, after a hearing hefore your Special Board, has heen
ordered operated upon under the provisions of this act, pro-
viding for sterilization, approved March 20, 1924, That act
provides that the inifial step shall be a petition by vou
stuting the facts of the case and the grounds of your opinion
to the best of your knowledge and helief, praying an order
to be entered for this sterilization. 1 wish you would state
to the Court why you moved to have this girl sterilized
under this act?
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A. In the first place, I arrived at the conclusion that she
was i highly proper case for the benefit of the Sterilization
[fol. 95] Act, by a study of her family lustory; personal
examination of Carrie Buck, and subsequent oliservation
since admission to the hospital covering the whole fields of
inquiry connected with the feebleminded.

Q. You tell us you arrived at that conclusion, but you do
not answer my question, which 1s, what are the considera-
tions that lead vou to that conclusion?

A. May I refer to my notes? (Witness refers to note-
hook.)

A. (Continuing:) She was cighteen yvears old on the sec-
ond of last Julyv, and according to the natural expectancy,
if the purpose of the act chartering this mstitution are to
be observed and carried out, that 1s to keep her under cus-
tody during her period of child-bearing, she would have
some thirty years of strict custody and eare, under which
she would rcceive only her hoard and clothes; would be de-
nied all of the blessings of ouldoor life and liberty, and be
a burden on the State of Virginia of about $200.00 a vear for
thirty yvears; whereas 1f by the operation of sterilization,
with the training she has got, she could go out, get a good
home under supervision, earn good wages, and probably
marry some mat of her own level and do as many whom
I have sterilized for discases have done—be good wives—
be producers, and lead happy and useful lives in thelr
spheres.

(. Now, your remark about having sterilized some pa-
tients for disease leads to this question: is there any law
prohibiting the sterilization of those who by diseased con-
dition of their tubes or other parits require it to be done?
Is there any law against 1t?

A. None whatever, I have a right to do whatever 1s hest
for the mental and physical advantage of the patient.

Q. As a matter of fact, was that tested out?

A. Yes, sir. '

Q. You were sued in a Richmond court by one of vour
patienis upon whom you had performed this operation?

A. Yes, sir.

(). ‘'hat was before this law was passed?

A. Yes, sir.
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Q. You defended that on the ground that it was neces-
sary for diseased organs?

A. Yes, sir, that was my defense.

(). That was the accepted medical practice?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Take a woman of full mind, if they want that done,
1s there any rcason why it should not he?

A. No, certainly not. It is done by the very best of sur-

QeoNs.
Q. Girls like Carrie Buck are in the custody of the State?

[fol. 96] A. Yes, sir.
Q. And she 1s legally incompetent to consent?

A. No.
Q. And unless the State sets up some tribunal to settle

that for her, she is deprived of the benefits to be derived
from that operation?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, coming individually to Carrie Buck again; what
were the indications 1n her personal history leading vou to
believe that she was a feebleminded person and the prob-
able potential parent of socially inadequate offspring, like-
wise afflicted?

A. In the first place she has a feebleminded mother, a
patient in the Colony under my care, who is of lower men-
tal grade than she,

Q. What 1s her name?

A. Emma Buck.

Q). She 1s also a patient 1n your colony?
A. Yes, sir. She has a mential age of about seven vears

and eleven months, according to tests put up at that insti-
tution, and Carrie has by history and mental examination
and obhservation, proven to be feebieminded herself. There
are two dircet generations of feebleminded, and besides,
while I don’t know anything about their kinship, under myv
care and observation 1 have got about eight Bucks and
Harlowes, all coming from the Albemarle stock. I won’t
vouch for their relationship—I don’t suppose they know.
1 have one from Rockbridge County just committed; four
from Charlottesville or Albemarle; one from Richmond;
one at the Reformatory, and the other in Goochland

County.
Q. They all trace back to——
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A. All trace back to the Albemarle Harlowes and Bueks.

(. I will ask yvou agaim, what leads you to helieve that
Carrie Buck, 1f she had children, would be the parent of
defective offspring?

A. In the generally aceepled theory of {he laws of hered-
1ty.

). What 1s her age, mentally ?

A, Mentally 1t 18 nine years—a middle-grade moron,
and the brother of low-grade.

Q. Might she be sexually sterilized without delriment
to her general health?

A. Absolutely she could.

Q. Would you think her welfare would be promoted hy
such serilization?

A. I certamly do.

. Why? And how?

[fol. 97] A. Well, every human heing craves liberly; she
would get that, nnder supervision.  She would not have a
feeling of dependence; shie would be cavning her own live-
lihood, and would get some pleasure out of life, which wounld
be denied her in having to spend her life i cnstodial care
in an institution.

Q. Would you think the public welfare would be pro-
moted by her sterihization?

A. Unqguestionably. You mecan society mm 1ts tull scope?

Q. Yes, sir.

A. Well, in the first place, she would cease to be a charge
on socicty 1f sterilized; 1t would remove one potential
source of the inealeculable number of desecendents who would
he fceble-minded. She would contribute to the raising of
the general mental average and gtandard.

Q. Well, taking into consideration the vears of experi-
ence vou have had i dealing with the socially immadequate,
and more particularly with the feebleminded, what, in your
judgment, would be the general effect, both upon patients
and upon sociely at large, by the operation of this law?

A. It would be a blessimg.

Q. To whom?

A. To both soeciety and to the individuals on whom the
operation is performed.

(). Of course these people, being of Iimited intelligence,
lack full judgment of what 1s best for them, but generally,




so far as patients are concerned, do thev object to this
operation or not?

A. They clamor for 1t.

Q. Why?

A. Because they know that it means the enjoyment of
life and the peaceful pursuance of happiness, as they view
1t, on the outside of istitution walls. Also they have the
opportunity of marrying men of their mental levels and
making good wives 1n many cases.

Q. Have you had personal observation of that with those
vou have personally sterilized?

A. From 1916 to about the winter of 1917, for tubal dis-

eases, and a few subscquent to that, we sterilized eighty-
odd cases. About sixty of them—we got good homes for
about stxty of them. Some returned to their families, and
after a period of from six to eight years ihev have been
out of the institution and so far as 1 know, they have never
given the officers of the law any trouble. They have
earned their livings, and not onc has ever been returned
to the institution Some eight or ten of the cases are known
to Mr. White. Nine or ten have married and made good
wives. ‘*
{fol. 98] Q. Comparing them with women of the samc
tvpe, 1n the first place, that you have had fo retain perma-
nently in the mstitution, which 1s the better oft, from the
standpoint of the patients; those that have been sterilized
and releascd, or those kept in the i1nstitution?

A. Those who have been sterilized and released are, of
coursce, much better off. Now, the demand for domestics
in hoursework 1s so great that probably we could get rid
of half of our voung women of average intelligence, hut
I have had to abolish 1t. 'I’hey go out, and 11 18 so common
for them to come back pregnant that 1 have quit taking
the risk. PPeople don’t care to take them when there is
the constant chance of them becoming mothers.

(). Except for their liability to become pregnant, 1s there
any other insurmountable obstacle to their being put out
in homes that way?

A. No, sir, none whatever.

Q. A good deal has been said in the way of cross exami-
nation of some of the witnesses as to the hkelihood of the
encouragement of vice by their hiberation; judging particu-
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larly by your experiecnce of some cighty that have been
released under thosc cireumstances, have you ohserved
anything to show that would be demoralizing m a general
way?

A. T think that is negligible as an objection to steriliza-
tion. I have never had any trouble, nor has my attention
ever heen called to that sort of evil from sterilization, and
these women going at large—I mean lhiving out

Q. As a matter of fact, as to those sixty or cighty yon
have sterilized under those cirecumstances, have you under-
faken to keep up with them?

A. T have kept up with them gunite well. Many of them
like to come back and show prosperity after they are free.
T had a boy, son of a Baptist minister, who was incorrigi-
ble—of the imbecile class. Ide attempted o assaunlt a girl
of this communily. Ilis faither had him steridzed by the
complete method. We had o girl who had been sterilized,
and he ran away with the sterilized ease, and 1 have never
known a couple to get along better.  When she died down
at Kingsport this fall he came back to the hospital and
said, “My wife’s dead now, you will have to take care of
me,”’

Q. In other words, two ol the socially inadequate could
get along together, but not separately?

A, Yes, sir, Mr. Whitchead knows them both.

Mr, Whitehead: Yes, put in there that I know them
through being a member of the Special Board of Directors.

[fol. 99] Col. Strode continues:

Q. Doctor, about how many patients, taking both men
and women, are there in your institution whose condition
you think would be mproved and who might be better
dealt with for their own good and for the good of society
if you were tfrec under the provisions of this law, after a
hearing, to have this operation performed?

A. Well, I should think from seventy-five to a hundred
women. The men have other anti-social tendencies just as
elaring as child-bearing, and we would have to keep them
there—they rank below the tramps and hoboes.

. But you have some seventy-five women there who are
suitable for return to soctety from every standpoint except



94

that they are of child-bearing age and alre likely to have
illegntimate children?

A, Yes.

Q. Have vou facilities to take care of all patients of this
class that would be committed to your hospial?

A. That should be, or would be?

Q. That should he?
A. No, sir, we cannot take in more than one 1n five at the

very outside.

Q. Of course that term ‘‘should be’’ is susceptible of
interpretation; are youn full to capacity?

A. Yes, sir, have a long waiting hist. It 1s impossible to
admit them.

Q. If you could get seventiy-five vacancies by operating,
the condition of thiese people, in this way, would they fill up
with other cascs?

A. Yes, sir, and with other cases needing enstodial care
many of them could be sterilized and got out and we could
take care of others.

Q. You have no way, I {ake it, of knowing how many of
those people there are in the State?

A. Well, in Virgmia, based on the population of two and
a half million, there should be from eight to ten thousand.

Q. That 15 merely an estimate?

A. Yes, sir, but there has a census been taken in other
states—in Massachnsetts, for mstance—and it runs in a
ratio of one to two hundred and fitty. Some of those people
wouldn’t come within the Virginia definition.

Q. Many of them don’t come within the meaning of the
Virginia Statute?

A. No, sir, fortunately, or we wouldn’t have any hewers
of wood or drawers of water.

Ffol. 1007 Q. But the statutes of Virginia do provide for
the taking of the feebleminded and caring for them?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And in theory, they are all in your charge when they
arc committed to your hospital?

A. Yes, sir, subject to my jurisdiction and subject to
the law.

Q. Doctor, T don’t know of anything else, unless you have
something that you think I have over-looked.
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A. T feel that I should state, it a few words, the strong
reason for the operation of the sterthization law 1s that the
State contemplates the detention of these women in the in-
stitution during their childbearmg period of trom twenty-
five to thirty vears, and by sterilization—an absolutely safe
and harmiess operation—withn three weeks the end that
would be attained in twenly-hive yvears would be brought
about. They are no worse off when sterithized surgically
than when sterilized by nature alfer being kept locked up
twenty-five or thirly vears.

(. In other words, when segregated, as vou do them, they
are hy scgregation cifectually prevented from propagat-
g ?

A. Yes, sir, and there 1s another matter to be considered:
when you keep those women locked up for twenty-five to
thirty years, the door of hope 1s ¢losed to them. "They are
unable and incapable of getting out and carning their liv-
Ing.

Q. In other words, you have to {rmin them young, and
if yvou postpone their opportunities for trainimg, they get
so they cannot do 1t?

A. Yes, sir, they become helpless and lose confidence in
themsclves.

Cross-cxamination.

By Mr., Whitchead:

Q. Doctor, vou say the ratio in Massachusctis of the
feeble-minded 1s aboutl one to two hundred and fiftv?

A. Yes, sir, that is the gencrally accepted radio:
epileptics, about one to four hundred. -

Q. But I understand the Virgmia statute 1s siricter than
it is 1n Massachusctts?

A. Yes.

Q. Doctor, about these grades of feeble-mindedness—
there are grades, aren’t there?

A. Yes, sir—low-grade 1mbecile, commenecing at about
[fol. 101 ] four years: then the middle grade, at six or seven
yvears; then cight to ten, low-grade moron; then twelve,
the middle-grade; and so on to fourteen or fifteen vears—
the lngh grade.
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Q. Now, of course, i you sterilize an i1diot, society could
not be benefited by sterihzing an idiot?

A. Certainly not. They are not supposcd 1o procreate,
theoretically.

(). So that the ones that are contemplated getting out
are the high grades?

A. Yes.

. And vou can teach them to do some work? You, of
course, send them out under the care of the Probation
Officers of the State?

A. Yes, sir, get them into good families.

Q. And those are the ones to which youn allude sending
out?

A. Yes,

Q. Now, this girl here, as I understand, 1s sort of a
middle-grade?

A. Yes, she 1s middle grade.

Q. Is she capable of being tanght to take eare of herself?

A. Yes, she is capable of being tanght to earn her living
under proper supervision. She 1s capable of going back
to the home from which she came.

Q. Isn’t it a fact, doctor, that by sterilizing them it does
tame them down some?

A. It 1s not supposed to 1n any way 1nterfere with their
sexual passions, but I don’t know—it seems to make them
better.

Q. Doctor De Jarnette seemed to think it did not have
any cffect at all?

A, There are no organs removed, and no internal secre-
tions, but they seem to get on befter. 1 don’t know the
reasorn.

Q. This operation, I understand, in a girl 1s Just cutting
that follopian and tying 1t back?

A. Yes, sir, that 1s all.

(). None of the ovaries are taken out?

A. No, indeed, that is eriminal.

Q. Now, most of those girls that were sterilized and
went out and got married, most of those were diseased?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. They were of the high-grade type?

A. Yes, sir.

.
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(fol. 102] Redirect examination.

By Colomel Strode:

Q. Doctor, I nnderstood vou to say that if this girl could
be sterilized the Dobbs home would be open to her?

A, I understand they want her back.

. And the only thing to prevent her having an inde-
pendent home 1s her child-bearing capacity?

A, Yes, sir. I don’t know that they would be willing to
assume the risk as she ig now.

(. Now, something was said here about the Wassermann
test?

A, Four hundred of our population were tested 1n 1921,
and they ran over 14 per cent. infected.

Q. In other words, fourteen per cent. of the population
of vour institution were syphiletic?

A. Yes, sir, but now there has evidently been an improve-
ment 11 the handling of venereal discases—we don’t run
over from one-half {o one per cent. on the Wassermann
test now.

Q. Taking the conclusion you would draw from your ex-
perience and observation, would you say there was likely .
to be anv apprectable mevease in the prevalence of venereal
disease under the operation of this law?

A. I think not. Any man that exposes himselt to the
risk of a strange woman takes a great risk anvhow.

Reeross-examination.

By Mr. Whitehead:

(. Doctor, this girl, Carrie Buck, is not diseased in any
way ?

A. Oh, no, perfectly healthy, physically.
(Wiitncss stands aside.)

Col. Strode at this point reads the deposition of Dr.
Laughlin.

{—958



