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o.tl-1... (} '' ~ ) I rtri ~ 
V /fJ ()..)V-/II: \ f'\ On I.H.D. invitat1.on ropresentativos of aJ.l divisions met 

J:...r to diSCU!lS e<moral t'Pinking on population and tho I.F.D. plafl...S to 

~ 1( date. 

7esent - Pres. Bar 1 ... 1rd 
Vice Pres. KiJball 
SS - Ev~•s a!rl DoVinncy 
MS - Morison 
HS - Po:nor~t 
HUolB.ni ties - Fahs and D 1 Arms 
lliD - :Jtrode, ••arr an, Bates, Balfour, Payne, Tcmlllnt and Hackett 

GKS opened the meeting by referring to TIID develop:"lents and 

our staff confer ence o.f Sept. 20 including t,r.e ae;crna. ar..d features of 

our disctsaions and conclusions at that tL~e. 

There was a lengthy exchnnge of views on the crcnoral theme 

and objectives of tne RF population interests . The main issue was 

whether the title of 11 Population11 01, "Human h:colobY" was preferred. 

'£his seemed to concern both purpose and strategy. CB, Evann and 

DeVinney spoke in favor of 111opulation11 as rcpresentine the real need 

and .fundamenta: .. problen. The others, MS , US and Humanities favored 

Human EcoloQT. Pres . Barnard sup.'orted the latter view. He warned 

that, if and 'When, ;>op-J.lation work leads to birth control or fertility 

chanee tho H.F lTould p:tobably divorce it.seli' .fr:Jm any e.ctior. progrc:m . 

Our association with a birth control move~ent might be interpreted as 

propaganda or an effort t o influence )Ublic opinion, which is contrary 

to our policy and possibly danzerous to our charter. The major ity 

were obviously L11. favor of broad studies on hUilan ecology. 

In discussing objectives, Fahs emphasized that population 
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decisions and development of local programs should be indigenous and 

not urged or imposed on any country to which all ag-reed. This is 

certainly the spirit of the Far East mission ' s conclusions and recom­

mendations, and also the traditional IHD policy. 

Field Project. 

UCD reviewed the features of his memo on a Field Project -­

objectives; study and local development ; and personnel. Details were 

not pursued but no objections or critical co.rmnents arose . 

Regarding the location of a field stuqy the Caribbean area 

received no vocal support. Evans and DeVinney questioned the suitability 

of Puerto Rico as a field area, but local obstacles , particularly 

religion, discouraged such a choice . 

Pomerat questioned ·whether records and general developments 

in Japan would favor its choice for a field study. The complications 

of three party (RF--SCAP--Japan) relationships were mentioned. The Far 

East seemed to receive most support as a location, and Ceylon was favored 

as far as opinion was expressed. 

Serious consideration was given to the method of operation of 

a field project and inter- di visional relations. CIB emphasized that 

the !liD is an operating division and that the others are not. The 

consensus seemed to be that a field pr oject, if engaged upon, should be 

undo r the IHD. 

Durinp the meeting the need for physiological and medical 

research reearding sex arrl contraception was touched upon. Appraisal 

of the situation and a decision whether to support and to coordinate 
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such plar.ning appear desirable. CIB recalled the Far East survey 

statement that no satisfactory contracept.ive method exists or is in 

sight. He questioned 0 i.f you had a perfect contraceptive could you 

use it or promote its use" . This query startled or confused some of 

us . General opinion seemed to be that if knowledge and means of contra­

ception were available, they should not be restricted. 
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