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Any plan for institutioralization, colonizution, 2r even
social supervision of all the techleminded in the comruni by inevitubly
arouses 41 irmediate storin of vrotest =5 to the coct of such @ proceaure.
That it would be costly, ~here con he no dowbt. Dr. duhiman hac given
Lus gome suagesring figires re rg the probonle number of the feeble-
mindec in this state, vhich, amnzi they nay cecm, are nevertheless no
out of mprcpertion to those aw: e from other souices of 4 similax '
doreover, we must not forgeb thet the level of intelligence requirud
probable self-malntenance in orainwuy cocicty ic constuntly rising us
and more cf the zimple tasiks which acke littic dosuna upon shstract intel-
ligence a1c¢ being performzd by mzchings. “re ozchine muy ceplucs
morons bt it takes £ man with some intelligence Lo run it. As the intel-
lzotual demands of en industriulized society become incrcasingly groater,
the number of those vho are unable to mect the demands stexdily inercuscs.
In other words, if, toduy, we consider thuabt the dividing point between
probable norma™ity ond probable foecblemindednuss fulls somewhere in Lhe
neighboricod of un intclligenee quotient of 70, the choness ure  thet before
long we shall need U2 roise the standuard to 75, 80 or even higher as more
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and more O tLe jObe requiring brawi give pliree to thost  temanging bromns—

Svecause of their coverwhelming numbers und the inudeguatc
instivutionsl facilitics to be found in most states, soeloty has in goncrsl
assumed 4 luissez fuire attitude with regurd to the individusl mental
defoctive up to the point where ho sturts to make troublz., In the public
schools, us bota Ur. fuhimupn .nd dr. Hockweil buve pointed out, the fieble-
ninded chiic who is obedient and docile sionds . much smiller chunes of
being trunsierred to a spocial cliss thun does the one who misbehives.
Likewise, it is the feebleminded cdelinguent, ruther thun the one who is
neglected ond mistrested .t home, usho is trmsferred to = institution.

411 this is commonly uxcused on the basis of cxpense. The
special class in the public school iinds one of its cniel supports in the
argument of economy. "Let the home provide for the physicsal czre of the
child," so szuy the proponents of this plen, "ano while it is true thut the
cost of ecducating him by the spoecisl cluss method will be greuber thun that
of cduecating him in the resular grades, it will be much chesper than placing
him in an institution usnd the ropuiear classcs will bhe freced from the drag
of having him in thc room."

I do not belicve bhut the cost of coucating the foebleminded
in the home has ever been ndequabely consiacred. I o not refer only bo
the childrern whio do not atbtenc school. The public school at most cures for
children for five to seven hours a dey, five duys o weck, nine or ten months
out of the yeir. Considered on an unausl basis, this is :bout one cighth
of their totsl time or about one third of their totul waking time. If we
add to this the fuct thit the home has exclusive charge of training during
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the formative yeurs before cniering school, together with the factor of
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irregiliar attendunce which makes a further subtrection {rom the time spent
in school and adds to that spent in the home, we must wdmit that :n a time
basis, wt least, the purt pluyed by the home in the education of ithe child

greatly exceeds that of the school.

How much of the cost of this home triining is borne hy
the community ut large? Evidently the wnswer will vury with the type of
training and, consequently with the type of home. For the purpose of this
unalysis we may divide tie homes from which fecbleminded children come
into three broud groups; thosc in which both narents .re fuebleminded, those
in which only cne purunt is feebleminded or in which both purents belong
to whay is known os the "borderline” group, und those in vhich both parents
are normal,

There is un old and well-substantiated theory aboat the
probuble outcome when the blind try to lezd the blind. Ky own expericnce
with tie home truining given by fecbleminded parents to their feebleminded
offspring is in full uccordunce with expectution. Although cxceptions
exist, it is nevertheless true thut the typical fecbleminded person is
highly unlikcliy to provide for his children = home thaot meets cven the
minigum stunu.rds for healthy development. On the physicul side, focd is
likely to be scanty, poorly planned und badly cooked, with meuls ut
irrcgular hours and served with little rcgard for sunitution. The home
is likely to be loczted in o part of the city where the children sre

exposed to muny undesirable influences from which the parents, themselves
but children, are quite unsble to protect those other children for whom
fute hae somechow made them responsible. Is it surprising that under such
circumstunces many of the children become delinquent? And can we be quite
sure that in leaving these children in their homes we have effected 2 real
econony?

The second group, which includes those homes in vwhich
one parent is feebleminded or both bilong to the borderline eluss differs
from the first group in two ways. First, .und most importint, such hormes
nuy be expected to include both normil .nd fecbleminded children, whereos
in the first group, if thce alagnosis of ment.l geficiency in both parents
is correct, normzl children are of rure cecurrsnce. Secondly, while the
sociul stutus of such families is usuully low, fuirly respectible homes
with decent living conditions may sometimcs be found umong them, if the
influence of the normul purent is strongly dominant or the circumstanccs
have been unusually fuvorsble., The suitability of such houes for the
rearing oi' children must, then, bs judged on the busis of their individual
merits.

The third class, including homes in which both parents
czre normual but one or more of the children is feebleminded presents
problen of = somewhat different niture. Assuming thit the parents urce of
respectable churscter .nd financiilly able to provide for their children
it has been felt rather generally that the fecbleminded child should either
be sent t¢ 1 privite institution .t the purent's expenss or be kept in the
home at least untii after the sge of puberty., But whut sbout the other
children who are normal? Most of us vho have hud clinicel experience ure
fanilior with inst.nces in which the prescace of a feebleminded child in
the fumily hus beon the source of the koenest woburressment to the other
children, sometimes to the extent of wmeking them unwilling to invite thiir



friencs to the home or of indueing ruthur serious smotionul upsets wnd
behuvior mel djustaents. While it is not my purpuse today to diseues the
sociul problems dircetly arising froa the prescnce of o folble-minded
chiid in 4 normul firdly, it is not ont or pleec to point out that hure,
600, & tewpcerary saving oy be guined ot too deur 4 cost.

Thut the social cumscquences .nd conmunity cxpenditures
resulting f1ocw aantsl deficiency do not, by .y wc.ns, stop with the
firuneial support of the fecblominded themsvlves is o fict thait hus been
long rucegnised. The Inubility of bhe feobliwneed to "eonduet themsalves
«nd their uf.irs with ordinury prudence" o kes thom espeellly aronc Lo
fall vietin e the unforbtunibe envirvmsent.l conditions under which mony
of then ure re.red. The high percuntege of foeblininded dnemg Juvenile
delinquents (nd woong unsurricd mothers h.s been puiniea out by piveticllly
all whe huve studied thesc groups. Tet we May wiil deubd whether the uental
deficieney hus been the immedisnie c.use of thesc offenses. In the o jority
of instaneces its role scens to hiuve buen mn indircet ruthor thon o airuvet one.
1 know of no evidence thit the feebluninded ehild ro e
hoae by percnts of uverage intelligence is uny wore likely to become doeling—
ucnt than hie nerncl brothers und sisters. On the contrary, muay of the
feebleninded seen to be churactorized by & speci.l kind of plasticity, o
readiness to uccept without guesticn . 8tundarde of cinduct, the soeivl
mores of the people by whou they ure surrcunded, .nd to conform to these
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_Stundards just as far us their limited ubilities (nable them be do.  Sup

zore thun the normacl child vho soen begins tu furia ideus of his own sbout
whut is and whut is not the thing to 6o, the feeblawinded child s “he tool
of circuistince. Reared in favorable surroundings, ke u.y .md in 2 lurge
percentage of cuses does, become o burden upon hiz fuaily or upon the
comaunity ut lurge. But the chunces of hig bireoning wn setive behuvior
problen ure not very groot.

If this point of view is corruct, the comriuni ty
) y

secte
of mentul deficiency tuxdé on & somewhot Aifferent aspect.,  Not omd.
1

aTL We
concerned with lesscning the number of the feeblominded in future gencer.-
tions  through steriliz.tion or sugragution of the fecbloninded in the
present generution, but cur cfforts becuie centr.lized cn secing to it
thut no fuebloninded person shull bs entrusted with the rewring of children,
Sciency hus givon us no tinul unswer to the guestion as to the uicunt of
tine thut wousd be nouded bo eliainite heroditary amt .l deficiency fren
the pupulation by acuns such 4 progr.am. Porh.ps the aost dependuble
estinute is that of R.A. sher published in the J. of Hercdity in 1927
from which it wuppeirs thut spproxiaticly 11 per conb of the Treblemindod
of wny generution come from @:bings bebwesn bhe fuobleminded of the pust
gencriiticn nd sbout 89 per cent ircw the corricr group. Thus in 4 popul .~
ticn which srigin.dly contuined 830,000 {wiblewinaed, stopping dl PLoD: :gu~
tion wong this group woula yicla o sccond gener.ticn inecluding sbout
295,700 recbleninded, -1l of whod coue frod "eareisrs" vho are theuzelves
norucl.  But recuctions in the number oFf fecbileningud in succcoueding guner.—
bicns would be cxecedingly siow sinee the reservois of corriers from which
211 such individu.ls weuld the
the first gunerution. It 4 .~ population in which the
original preporticn of fecbleninded was one in o thous.nd, it would require
about 68 generations or twe to three thouvs.nd 238y Nt o clisinste
hereditury fosblenindedness entirvely, but wercly t¢ ceersass that propurtion

of
Fi




fron onv in 4 thous.nd tu ome in ten thous.nd, it it werc dune acrely by
stopping 41l propeg-ticn .mong the feobloninded.

But is the reducticn in the nuobir of the fecbleninded the
only benefit which we nuy fuirly hepe to guain fro: such o progrim? I do not
belleve th:t 3t is und it is wy purpusc todiy te umphuasize the poin® thut
the sceiul probleas wrising frog ment.l defieciency wwe to a4 very lurge extent
the result of the reuring of the feebleminded by the feebleuinded. This is
purticulurly truc with those of the higher grades, muny of whoi could be self-
supporting, vholly ur in purt, if they were so tradned from the beginning that
they would furm desirable hubibs of word : 4 reascn.able pride in their
sccunplizhments ond scceot whatover scei. rvision by properly ecnstituted
authorities it muy se.-n wise to iupose upon then. his invelves wice tr.in-
ing from the beginning; tr.ining of . iina th:t is lirxely tc be iupossible so
leng us the feeblenminded wre roured by the fiobledinded undcer the kind of
covironaentsl cenditions with which the unzupervisal fecbleuinded re likely
to surrovnd theusslves.

The bicleogicul conscquence of perwitbting the feeblasinded to
reproduce tieir kind is scocthing thet I think few of us here will sericusly
Questicn. The desirability of Gecrecsing the nuabers of the fecbleninded in
future generuticns hy segregotion or gterilization of the presert generaticn,
even though the rite of wenre.se weuld probubly be fur slower thun nany huve
optinisticully supposed ig 1guin i fuet which I think we sholl a3l gromt.

"But*thﬁ‘SSCiTiCETCTI':ﬁvﬁntﬁgﬁﬁ"TESUitiﬂg"frDﬂ'tﬁﬁ Tiet thit 10 prevensing
the fecbleminded from becoaing parenbs vie ure ut the sume tiue Preventing then
from becoming resnensible for the eare wnd reuring of ckildren is & point that
has been, I think, insufficiently stressed .nd tht L4y be quite us signifi-
cant fre: the standpoint of lessening the burden duc to the feebleminded us
is the decreuse in their nunbers vhich nay be & te go along with 1%,

It has been wy expericace, ROredver, thot it is fr cuasier b muic the AVCTE L
laynn "sei the peint” when the envircnsental ispcet of such o progran is
stressed thuin when it is recoumcndud on the basis of ite cugenic aspeets wlonc,
and thut one is fur leuss likely te run foul of religious prejudicus wnd
concern over the "rights of the individual.® soreover, unlike the eugenie
benefits which are, by comparison, slow wnd uncsrtuin, the environmentel
advantages would uppeur in full dcgree within the first generction cfter -
coaplete steriliszation or segregation pregyan viere pub into effeet, Feceble—
ninded individuadls weuld still be born 4n L ge ounbers but feebleminded
perents woula nc longer oxist. It is not within cur puwer; by any lethods

now kmown to science, to insure thut il children will be endowed with noroad
intelligunce but it 1s possible, within the eiurse of a single generation
to insure that w1l children, the fuobleminded os weil <8 the noemad, will be
burn to purents who e cuapable of providing ior thew the kind of truining

thut only perscns of norpaul intelligence con be oepended upen bo give.




