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Today a little-known drug called 
Quinacrine has been cleared for FDA 
Phase III Clinical Trials, pending fur-
ther research and development fund-
ing.2 Quinacrine is the newest tool in 
a decades-long movement of coercive 
sterilization. 

Behind this drug and its develop-
ment are powerful leaders of the 
anti-immigrant movement and those 
sympathetic to its population control 
message. The ideological heart of this 
movement is John Tanton, regarded as 
the orchestrator of a vast network of 
anti-immigrant groups.
 
Tanton, the founder and former Presi-
dent of the Federation for American 
Immigration Reform (FAIR), is preoc-
cupied with promoting and funding 
Quinacrine sterilization. In addition to 
FAIR, Tanton founded the Center for 
Immigration Studies, U.S., Inc., Im-
migration Reform Law Institute (the 
source of bills such as Arizona’s SB 
1070 and Alabama’s HB 56), Pro-
English, U.S. English, and the white-
nationalist journal The Social Contract. 
No less than eight other groups—like 
NumbersUSA and Negative Population 
Growth—have financial or leadership 
ties to FAIR and/or U.S., Inc.

Tanton’s network of organizations 
and foundations has shifted public 
discourse to increasingly tolerate 

anti-immigrant sentiment. In its early 
years, FAIR solicited and received 
$1.2 million in contributions from the 
notorious Pioneer Fund, a foundation 
committed to the pseudoscience of 
eugenics.3 Eugenic research aims to 
prove the existence of fixed genetic 
differences between races, an un-
dertaking that has been often used 
for a number of disturbing causes—
namely, for proving the genetic superi-
ority of white, European-descended 
peoples. This practice has been mired 
in controversy since its inception, and 
especially since the Nazis used it to 
rationalize the Holocaust and other 
war crimes.

Today’s anti-immigrant movement 
evolved out of the eugenic programs 
widespread throughout the United 
States during the first half of the 20th 
century. Due to its historical signifi-
cance, and to acknowledge the state’s 
current struggle to make amends for 
its history of eugenics, this report de-
tails the forced sterilization program 
in North Carolina, and how it connects 
to the Quinacrine sterilization effort 
underway today.

Originally developed to fight malaria, 
Quinacrine was re-purposed as an off-
label form of female sterilization that 
is described by its developers as “per-
manent birth control.” In that capacity, 
the drug is inserted directly into the 

uterus and leads to tubular occlusion. 
Performed without anesthetic, the 
pain and bleeding can be so intense 
that the patient often faints during or 
soon after the procedure.4 

By the year 2000 more than 100,000 
women worldwide—from Vietnam, to 
India, Sub-Saharan Africa, and Chile5 

—had been subjected to this proce-
dure. Many, including female work-
ers at a rubber factory in Vietnam, 
were sterilized without their informed 
consent.6 Specifically, some were 
told the process was temporary and 
reversible. Some were not informed 
of the risks, and later developed 
uterine adhesions, toxic psychosis, 
and perforations of the uterine walls.7  
Some endured life-threatening ectopic 
pregnancies.8  

Quinacrine was designed, promoted, 
and distributed by two activists within 
John Tanton’s network, Dr. Stephen 
D. Mumford and Dr. Elton Kessel, but 
it has been enthusiastically backed 
by the rest, including some of its 
most important and vocal leadership. 
According to Mumford, Quinacrine 
is “essential to population growth 
control” because “overpopulation is 
a gravely serious national security 
issue, even more serious than the 
nuclear threat.”9  

Introduction:
The Wrong Side of the Ledger1

I’ve come to the point of view that for European-American 
society and culture to persist requires a European-American majority, 
and a clear one at that.

-John Tanton (December 10, 1993)
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In October of 1998 Drs. Mumford and 
Kessel, the duo responsible for the 
promotion and distribution of Quina-
crine, were facing a possible injunc-
tion from the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration. The FDA’s Division of Labeling 
and Nonprescription Drug Compliance 
had notified Mumford in writing that 
he must “halt all distribution of any 
and all Quinacrine under [his] control, 
identify its location, and voluntarily 
destroy it under FDA supervision.”10  
Mumford indicated that he had halted 
distribution of the drug in the United 
States prior to receiving the federal 
warning.11  

It was soon learned that Mumford 
had removed his stockpile of around 
300,00012 Quinacrine pellets from the 
basement of his Chapel Hill, North 
Carolina home and sent it abroad in 
order to continue distribution with-
out FDA interference or oversight.13 

According to federal law, as long as a 
supply remains outside of the United 
States, it is beyond FDA jurisdiction. 
Despite the fact that no government 
agency in the world has approved 
Quinacrine for chemical sterilization, 
FDA regulations allow Mumford and 
Kessel to continue distributing it in 
the face of widespread international 
condemnation.14 Kessel himself has 
stated that government approval is 
“desirable but not necessary.”15 

Stephen D. Mumford is the president 
of the Center for Research on Popula-
tion and Security (CRPS). He founded 
CRPS in 1983 after he was asked to 
leave his position in the Research 
Department at Family Health Interna-
tional. He claims he was dismissed 
for making anti-Catholic statements.16  
Today CRPS’s primary interest is “the 
study of the national and global secu-
rity implications of overpopulation.”17  

It was during his time at Family Health 
International that Mumford met Dr. 
Elton Kessel, who was Family Health 
International’s executive director. 
After his departure from Family Health 
International, Kessel founded Inter-
national Federation for Family Health 
Research (IFFHR). 

Mumford and Kessel have successful-
ly mobilized to produce and distribute 
Quinacrine. With the help of anti-
immigrant and anti-population growth 
groups, they have provided Quinacrine 
pellets to a private global network of 
doctors, nurses, and midwives.18  

This explosion in human numbers, which after 2050 will come entirely 
from immigrants and the offspring of immigrants, will dominate our 
lives. There will be chaos and anarchy.

-Stephen D. Mumford (June, 1998)
 

Sterilization, a Burning Issue Today: 
The Quinacrine Story
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Quinacrine was repurposed as a ster-
ilization drug in the 1960s by Chilean 
researcher Dr. Jaime Zipper.19 Dr. Zip-
per performed around 4,000 Quina-
crine sterilizations on Chilean women 
from the early 1970s until 1998. In 
1998 the procedure was banned by 
the Chilean government after reports 
that it caused cancer, and allegations 
of misuse and a lack of informed 
consent. Zipper’s initial research was 
funded by Kessel’s Family Health 
International (formerly known as the 
International Fertility Regulations 
Program).20  Dr. Zipper injected a liquid 
form of the drug into each patient’s 
uterus. This liquid “slurry” was only 
effective in sixty-five percent of cases, 
and three women died as a result of 
the treatment.21  

Dr. Zipper developed the Quinacrine 
pellet in response to the failure of 
the drug’s liquid form. The pellets are 
inserted directly into the uterus, and 
dissolve into an acid that coats the 
insides of the fallopian tubes, causing 
a chemical burn that cauterizes the 
tubes. The resulting scar tissue leads 
to tubular occlusion, closing off the 
tubes permanently. The procedure is 
performed twice to assure its irrevers-
ibility. When inserted incorrectly, or 

in too low a dose, Quinacrine pellets 
have a high rate of failure. Even when 
performed correctly the failure rate is 
high. A fourteen percent failure rate 
was reported in Bangladesh, a number 
that far exceeds rates for other more 
conventional sterilization methods.22  
For example, a vasectomy has a less 
than one percent late failure rate.23 

Dr. Zafrullah Choudhury, a doctor in 
Bangladesh, administered Quinacrine 
in liquid form to a 28-year-old woman 
who reportedly died within three 
minutes. Afterwards he stated that 
the use of Quinacrine as a sterilizing 
agent was “cold-blooded murder.”24  

Proper studies, particularly the re-
quired testing on animals and toxicol-
ogy and carcinogen reports, have not 
been completed, and so the long-term 
side effects of Quinacrine steriliza-
tions are not known.25 Preliminary 
laboratory studies point to potential 
risks of cancer, as Quinacrine is a 
known mutagen.26 There are also 
concerns about toxicity levels and 
prenatal exposure to the drug. If the 
sterilization is not performed correctly, 
life-threatening ectopic pregnancy 
becomes a risk.27 Patients may also 
develop abdominal and/or uterine 

lesions as well as liver and/or cardio-
vascular disease.28 

The FDA’s current stance is that “quina-
crine for non-surgical female steriliza-
tion should not occur until completion 
of toxicology, genotoxicity, and possibly 
carcinogenicity testing.”29 Despite the 
FDA’s well-documented procedure for 
approving new drugs, Mumford claims 
that the FDA’s objections are an “abuse 
of authority” that “discourages profes-
sional men and women from pursuing 
scientific careers.” He further states, “It 
is not merely the loss of American ac-
cess to contraceptives that results from 
this abuse of authority […] the whole 
American scientific community loses.” 30  

Quinacrine’s use as a sterilization 
drug has been met with condemnation 
from reproductive health advocates. 
It has received no support from drug 
companies and very little interest from 
the medical community, aside from 
concerns of ethical violations and the 
drug’s potential to be used coercively.  
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Eugenics gained the ear of U.S. policy-
makers at the turn of the 20th century, 
when popular opinion posited it as a 
legitimate science. Certain segments 
of American society feared that mass 
immigration and the development 
of new birth control methods would 
“dilute” the political and cultural 
superiority of the United States—
defined as a majority native-born, 
white population.31  

During the 1910s and 1920s, eu-
genicists helped shape legislation 
designed to stem these perceived 
threats through anti-miscegenation 
laws, immigration control and reform, 
and sterilization programs aimed at 
eliminating “undesirable” demograph-
ics. By 1929, thirty states had passed 
sterilization laws inspired by the find-
ings of these “scientists.”32

Harry Laughlin was one of the most 
effective eugenics propagandists of 
the early 20th century.33 He spear-
headed two campaigns: one to pass 

the immigration restriction law of 
1924, and one to permit involun-
tary sterilization at the state level.34  
Laughlin claimed that Hitler was “the 
first politician […] who has recog-
nized that the central mission of all 
politics is race hygiene.”35 He believed 
that the “great mass of defectiveness” 
extended by immigrants, the “feeble-
minded,” and children of mixed-race 
parentage would eventually swarm 
and suffocate a white European 
American racial composition.36  

Laughlin helped Wickliffe Draper 
found the aforementioned Pioneer 
Fund, which to this day is dedicated 
to funding studies on race and intel-
ligence.37 Pioneer Fund grantees 
include anti-immigrant organizations 
and individuals associated with fringe 
right-wing ideology.38 Two of the orga-
nizations that have received funding 
from the Pioneer Fund are the Ameri-
can Immigration Control Foundation 
and FAIR.39 
 

The Pioneer Fund wasn’t Draper’s 
only eugenics-based project in the 
post-war era. In 1953 he helped to 
establish a Professorship of Medical 
Genetics at the Bowman Gray School 
in Winston Salem, North Carolina.40  
The department was led by C. Nash 
Herndon. 

Herndon’s research focused on the 
study of rural families in North Caro-
lina, in the hopes that certain social 
deficiencies such as “feeblemind-
edness” could be “bred” out of the 
general population. He described his 
sterilization project at Bowman Gray 
as a “gradual, but systematic effort 
to eliminate certain genetically unfit 
strains from the local population.”41 
Herndon noted that focusing on a rural 
sub-population, which he considered 
docile, would likely make a controver-
sial undertaking that much easier.42

A Page of History: 
Eugenic Sterilization, Nativism and the 
Anti-Immigrant Lobby
Humanitarianism demands that every individual born be given every 
opportunity for decent and effective life that our civilization can of-
fer. Racial instinct demands that defectives shall not continue their 
unworthy traits to menace society. There appears to be no incompat-
ibility between the two ideals and demands.

-Harry Laughlin, (February, 1914)
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Herndon was also a member of the 
Human Betterment League of North 
Carolina, a eugenics organization 
founded in 1947. The founding mem-
bers of the Human Betterment League 
included Dr. Herndon and Dr. Clar-
ence Gamble, heir to the Procter and 
Gamble fortune. The Human Better-
ment League provided the media spin 
necessary to sell eugenic sterilization 
programs to politicians and an often-
skeptical public.43 

From the passage of the first steril-
ization law in the 1920s, until 1974, 
when North Carolina closed the doors 
to one of the nation’s last remain-
ing state-sponsored sterilization 
programs, over 63,000 people in the 
United States were subjected to eu-
genic sterilizations.44 

From 1950 to 1956, North Carolina 
steadily decreased the number of 
whites targeted for sterilization, and 
began to target African Americans. By 
the late 1960s, sixty percent of those 
sterilized were African-American, and 
ninety-nine percent were women.45 

Organizations like the Pioneer Fund 
and the Human Betterment League 
of North Carolina successfully linked 
rural sterilization campaigns to the 
pre-war ideology of “race hygiene.” 
Their influence helped to catalyze the 
ideological coupling of anti-immigrant 
legislation and eugenics.
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After Clarence Gamble left the Human 
Betterment League, he began funding 
sterilization promotion and research 
around the world. He personally 
financed birth control and sterilization 
clinics in the United States and Puerto 
Rico. He also financed the efforts of 
the first national organization, Birth-
right, dedicated solely to the cause 
of sterilization.  Founded in 1943, 
Birthright’s mission was the continued 
support and promotion of steriliza-
tion efforts, and the distribution of 
sterilization statistics to clinics, social 
workers, and government agencies.48 

Rampant poverty and high birth 
rates made Puerto Rico the ideal site 
for Gamble’s experiments. In 1936 
Franklin Roosevelt’s Puerto Rican 
Reconstruction Administration opened 

birth control clinics across the island. 
Gamble was able to staff these clin-
ics with his own field workers.49 He 
used those clinics as testing sites for 
pharmaceutical companies, facilitat-
ing the administration of dangerous, 
untested methods of birth control to 
local women.50  

In addition to the United States and 
Puerto Rico, he funded similar pro-
grams in India, Japan, South Africa, Sri 
Lanka, Pakistan, Egypt, and Israel. He 
was most active in developing coun-
tries, like his daughter and son-in-law 
would be in years to come, through 
their involvement in the promotion of 
Quinacrine sterilization.  

And they were very thankful they lived in North Carolina. And the welfare 
department didn’t have to feed them. And the schools didn’t have to 
waste their efforts on any of their children who weren’t very bright. And 
because they had been sterilized, the taxpayers of North Carolina had 
saved thousands of dollars and the North Carolina morons lived happily 
ever after.

- Excerpt from a poem by Dr. Clarence Gamble 
(approximately 1947)46

A Planned Society: 
Clarence Gamble’s Sterilization Efforts
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If a nation with a more advanced, more specialized, or in any way supe-
rior set of genes mingles with, instead of exterminating an inferior tribe, 
then it commits racial suicide….
-Roger Pearson (1966)

Importing Trouble: Sally Epstein and 
Donald Collins’ Population Control Revamp

Gamble’s obsession with population 
control and women’s reproductive 
capacities remained a family concern. 
His daughter Sarah “Sally” G. Epstein 
continued her father’s legacy. Over the 
years she has served on the boards of 
various population control groups. In 
addition to supporting groups focused 
on population control and reproductive 
health, Epstein sits on the board of the 
John Tanton’s flagship anti-immigrant 
organization, FAIR.51  

Donald Collins, Epstein’s husband, 
is also a well connected “population 
consultant.” Collins has served on 
the board of the Sarah Scaife Foun-
dation, which donates millions to 
conservative organizations and think 
tanks, anti-Islamic organizations, 
and sterilization campaigns.52 He is 
active in anti-immigrant groups and 
the co-chair of the advisory board of 
FAIR. Collins is a close friend of John 
Tanton, FAIR’s founder and the archi-
tect of the modern-day anti-immigrant 
movement. 

Beyond his work as a board mem-
ber and financier of anti-immigrant 
organizations, Collins is an avid 
writer and population control theorist. 
Collins and Epstein have written on 
population control and immigration for 
Tanton’s white nationalist journal The 
Social Contract. He is also a regular 
contributor to the white nationalist 
and anti-Semitic website VDARE.com, 
which was founded by white national-
ist Peter Brimelow.  

In 1976 Collins founded the Interna-
tional Service Assistance Fund (ISAF). 
The mission of ISAF is “to serve the 
millions of women and families glob-
ally who have reached their desired 
family size and wish to have no more 
children.” According to its website, 
ISAF does this through “family plan-
ning and contraceptive development 
research, with a singular focus on 
obtaining FDA marketing approval of 
a nonsurgical method of permanent 
female contraception.”53  

ISAF is a principal funder of Kessel’s 
own organization, the International 
Federation for Family Health Re-
search (IFFHR). While the “nonsurgical 
method of permanent female contra-
ception” that ISAF supports is con-
spicuously nameless on its website, 
Epstein has admitted that the method 
is Quinacrine. In her autobiography for 
the Veteran Feminists of America, she 
writes, “it is through this organiza-
tion [International Service Assistance 
Fund] that he [Collins] and I work to 
promote knowledge of QS [Quinacrine 
Sterilization] and make plans to intro-
duce it worldwide after its approval by 
the FDA.”54

In her book American Eugenics: Race, 
Queer Anatomy and the Science of 
Nationalism, historian Nancy Ordover 
notes: “This convergence of steriliza-
tion efforts and anti-immigrant lob-
bying typifies eugenic ideology and 
endeavor. It is neither incidental nor 
without precedent.”55 
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Tanton, Collins, Epstein, Mumford, and 
Kessel are indisputably connected, 
both financially and ideologically, 
through their shared focus on the 
global distribution of Quinacrine.

Collins has written in The Social 
Contract that the relationship between 
Tanton, himself, and Epstein has 
“proven to be something of a family 
affair, defined by our innate trust […] 
and steadfast devotion to urgent pol-
icy issues in which we all believe.”56  
Collins’ sentiments are corroborated 
by the fact that Epstein is a long-time 
board member of FAIR, and Collins sits 
on its advisory board as well as writ-
ing frequently for The Social Contract. 
Collins’ son, Donald Collins, Jr., also 
serves on FAIR’s board.

Tanton claimed in a 1997 memo to 
“know Steve Mumford fairly well.”57 
Mumford considers himself a member 
of FAIR, and has written for The Social 
Contract .

Tanton and FAIR, like the Pioneer 
Fund, have played an important role 
in funding and connecting many of 
the players in the eugenics and anti-
immigrant movements. Tanton intro-
duced Mumford, Kessel, Epstein, and 
Collins to key donors and potential 
supporters of their Quinacrine steril-
ization efforts. 

In 1993, FAIR gave $5,000 to the In-
stitute for Development Training (IDT). 
Now defunct, the organization was 

located in Chapel Hill, North Carolina.58  
Two years after FAIR’s donation, Tan-
ton sent a memo addressed to FAIR’s 
Executive Director, Dan Stein, and the 
FAIR Board of Directors, informing 
them that “their [IDT’s] most recent 
project is the production of materials 
on the new Quinacrine sterilization 
method.” That same year a leader 
of IDT, Charles Ausherman, attended 
the FAIR Advisory Board Meeting, and 
invited Tanton to give a presenta-
tion at IDT’s annual board meeting.59 
Tanton cites the “quinacrine steriliza-
tion methods” as one of the group’s 
program areas that was presented the 
previous year.60 

Tanton sought donations for Quina-
crine research from wealthy FAIR 
benefactors with similar beliefs, like 
North Carolina philanthropist Fred 
Stanback. Stanback has donated 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
FAIR.61 Stanback was a dedicated 
reader of The Social Contract and 
even asked eugenicist and Pioneer 
Fund grantee Garrett Hardin for advice 
on which organizations he should 
support.62  

It isn’t surprising that John Tanton has 
been involved in promoting Quina-
crine, as he has been dedicated to 
anti-immigrant lobbying for at least 
the last 40 years. He has also writ-
ten about eugenics, authoring a 1975 
paper called “The Case for Passive 
Eugenics.”63 

Today it is clear that a significant 
number of groups affiliated with FAIR 
are attempting to weave population 
control ideology into the anti-immi-
grant agenda.64 Groups associated 
with or directly linked to FAIR—like 
Negative Population Growth, Progres-
sives For Immigration Reform (PFIR), 
Californians for Population Stabiliza-
tion (CAPS), and NumbersUSA—are 
also hard at work rebranding anti-
immigrant and population control 
ideology as a contemporary interest in 
immigration and the over-consump-
tion of resources. 

Negative Population Growth President 
and FAIR Advisory Board Member 
Donald Mann is best known for his 
controversial comments regarding 
sterilization, recently stating that 
“hundreds of thousands of Americans 
have stood beside me for over 40 
years in asking that Congress con-
sider population growth when shaping 
national immigration policy.” 

In 1996, he said, “We should make 
available free abortion to low-income 
people on demand. And companies 
should cut back or deny maternity 
leave to women who have more than 
two children.”65 

As whites see their power and control over their lives declining, will 
they simply go quietly into the night? Or will there be an explosion?

-John Tanton 
(October 10, 1986)

Paying the Piper: John Tanton and FAIR 

9    Center for New Community   |   www.newcomm.org



www.newcomm.org  |  Center for New Community    10

Founded by John Tanton 

LEGEND

Has financial or leadership ties to FAIR or U.S., Inc.

Founded as a project of FAIR or U.S., Inc.

Social Contract Press
Founded by John Tanton in 1990. Tanton is publisher of 

the Press’s quarterly journal, The Social Contract. 

U.S. English
Co-founded by John Tanton in 1982/83. 

He left the organization in 1988 

Pro-English
John Tanton is the founding chairman of ProEnglish, 
established in 1994. He currently serves on its board 

of directors. 

Center for Immigration Studies
Founded by John Tanton in 1985 to serve as an independent 

research organization for the Network. 

Immigration Reform Law Institute (IRLI)
Founded by John Tanton and FAIR leadership in 1989. IRLI, operating 
under the control of FAIR, works closely with lawmakers to draft anti-

immigrant legislation. 

NumbersUSA 
Research and Education/Americans for Better Immigration – Founded as a project of U.S., Inc. in 1996 
and became an independent organization in 2002. Founder Roy Beck is the former Washington Editor 

of Tanton’s journal The Social Contract. 

House Immigration Reform Caucus (HIRC)
Founded in 1999 by former Colorado Congressman Tom Tancredo. Current 

chairman Brian Bilbray is a former FAIR lobbyist and current co-chair of FAIR’s 
board of advisors. 

State Legislators for Legal Immigration
Founded in 2007 by Pennsylvania State Rep. Daryl Metcalfe, State Legislators for Legal 
Immigration works closely with Immigration Reform Law Institute to draft state-level, 

anti-immigrant legislation. 

VDARE Foundation
Anti-immigrant blog founded in 1999 by white-nationalist Peter Brimelow, a former editor for Forbes and 

National Review. VDARE publishes articles from FAIR advisory board members Donald A. Collins and 
Joe Guzzardi, and has received funds from U.S., Inc. 

US Immigration Reform PAC 
Co-founded in 1996 by Mary-Lou Tanton, John Tanton’s wife. She remains president of the orga-
nization, which endorses political campaigns for House Immigration Reform Caucus members. 

Negative Population Growth  
Founded in 1972. Current NPG president Donald Mann serves on FAIR’s national board of advisors. 

NPG also received funding from FAIR in 2000. 

9/11 Families for a Secure America   
Founded by Peter Gadiel after the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks. Gadiel served on FAIR’s 

board from 2003 to 2005 and 9/11 Families for a Secure America has received funds from U.S., Inc. 

Progressives for Immigration Reform
Founded in 2009, Progressives for Immigration Reform shares leadership with FAIR, including 

Frank Morris, a FAIR board member, and Richard Lamm, a FAIR advisor. Current executive 
director Leah Durant was an attorney with FAIR’s legal arm, Immigration Reform Law Institute. 

John Tanton’s 
Anti-Immigrant Network

US Inc.
Founded by John Tanton in 1982. Tanton currently serves as the 

organization’s chairman. 

Federation for American Immigration Reform (FAIR)
Founded by John Tanton in 1979. Tanton served on FAIR’s board of directors 

until 2011. He is currently on FAIR’s board of advisors.
 



The sex of the persons sterilized is an important eugenical factor, for 
it is evident that with the lower strains of humanity, among whom 
illegitimacy is high, it will be necessary to sterilize degenerate women 
in numbers in fair proportion to the number of males sterilized.

- Harry Laughlin (January, 1914)

I’m going to pursue this thing to the end, until it’s 
available to every woman on the planet.

-Dr. Stephen Mumford (February, 2000)

Inexpensive, simple to administer, and 
deceptively packaged in the rhetoric 
of reproductive health, Quinacrine is 
positioned to be utilized as the perfect 
weapon of the anti-immigrant/eugen-
ics/population-control triumvirate. De-
spite evidence of its failings, Mumford 
and Kessel persevere in attempting 
to stock the shelves of poorly regu-
lated health clinics in economically 
depressed countries.66 The women in 
these countries who do not consent 
to being sterilized or are not properly 
informed of the health risks inherent 
to Quinacrine are the victims of a co-
ercive sterilization movement, which 
is the direct ideological offspring of 
the forced sterilization movement of 
the early 20th century. 

While it is tempting to relegate mod-
ern eugenics to its early 20th century 
heyday, or to the horrors of Nazi Ger-
many, the language of today’s move-
ment has evolved beyond its prede-
cessors. Quinacrine’s victims are no 
different than the women singled-out 
by the state-mandated sterilization 
programs of North Carolina, Oregon, 
California, West Virginia, and 29 other 
states.

North Carolina’s eugenics law allowed 
public health officials to sterilize 
residents for three reasons: epilepsy, 
sickness, and “feeble-mindedness.”67  
These designations proved amor-
phous. The Eugenics Board of North 
Carolina, a five-member panel, inter-
preted its mandate loosely enough to 
justify the sterilization of thousands of 
people over half a century.

Though sterilizations were promoted 
as a means to cure and control “dis-
eases,” there was an increasing racial 
and gender imbalance among those 
sterilized. Poor black women were 
labeled as parasitic and diseased.68   
At the same time sterilization laws 
changed to specifically target welfare 
recipients and other poor people.69

 
At least 65,000 Americans were steril-
ized before the last state eugenics 
program was shuttered in the early 
1980s.70 Thousands of victims are still 
alive today, but coercive sterilization 
remains a taboo topic in America’s 
history.71

Only in the past decade have states 
that maintained forced sterilization 

Conclusion: 
The Objections Most Often Urged 
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programs begun to make amends. In 
2002, former North Carolina Governor 
Mike Easley issued a public apology, 
and the state’s legislature is now 
considering a bill that would offer 
compensation to the surviving victims. 
Reparations for victims of the U.S. 
sterilization campaigns provide public 
recognition of the harm that was 
done to thousands of Americans, and 
the harm that could be perpetuated 
through the legalization of Quinacrine.

Resistance to Quinacrine and eugenic 
sterilization has existed for as long as 
the procedures themselves. Women’s 
reproductive health advocates have 
worked to combat and expose the 
work of people like Mumford and 
Kessel. Like Chile, women’s groups 
in India were successful in banning 
Quinacrine sterilizations in 1998.72

 
Though Quinacrine sterilization is not 
currently a front-page issue, the drug 
and its supporters still pose a threat. 
In 2009, Donald Collins published a 
blog on the Population Media Center 
website, discussing Quinacrine steril-
ization.73 Collins’ case, that Quinacrine 
is not at all harmful, has been repudi-
ated time and again.

A lack of acknowledgement and over-
all unawareness of the problem allow 
Kessel, Mumford, and their cadre of 
supporters all the space they require 
to ensure that Quinacrine is one day 
“available to every woman on the 
planet.” 

Not only should the anti-immigrant 
movement’s population control 
agenda be broadly condemned, but 
Quinacrine as a sterilizing agent 
should be banned in the United States 
and throughout the world. 
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Harry Laughlin, the Superintendent of the Eugenics Record Office, spearheads two campaigns: 
one to pass the immigration restriction law of 1924, and one to permit involuntary sterilization at the state level.

30 states have passed sterilization laws.

The Pioneer Fund’s 1937 charter mission states it will fund research into 
“heredity and eugenics”, that included the “study into the problems of race betterment.”  

 
Franklin Roosevelt’s Puerto Rican Reconstruction Administration opened birth control clinics across the island. Clarence Gamble staffs 
clinics with his own field workers, which are used as testing sites for pharmaceutical companies, facilitating the administration of 
dangerous, untested methods of birth control to local women.

Quinacrine 
Hydrochloride 
developed as a 
treatment for 
malaria in the 
1930s  

1929

1936

1937

1947
The Human Betterment League, a eugenics organization, is founded.

1924

Eugenics Timeline
During the 1910s and 1920s:
Eugenicists helped shape legislation designed to eliminiate “undesirable” demographics through anti-immigration laws
and sterilization programs.

North Carolina steadily decreased the number of whites targeted for sterilization, and began to target African Americans. 
1950-56

In 1974: 
North Carolina closed the doors of one of the nation’s last remaining state-sponsored sterilization programs.

1960s
Quinacrine repurposed as a sterilization drug by Chilean researcher Dr. Jaime Zipper.  

63,000+ people 
in the U.S. were 
already subjected 
to eugenic 
sterilization  

1980s

1993

1998

2000

2000

2002

2009

1975
John Tanton authors a paper called “The Case for Passive Eugenics.”  

1976
Donald Collins founded the International Service Assistance Fund. 

The last state eugenics program is shuttered.

1983
Dr.  Stephen D. Mumford founded the Center for Research on Population and Security. 

FAIR donates $5,000 to the Institute for Development Training located in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. Institute for Development 
Trainings leadership shared John Tanton’s interests in immigration restriction and population control.  

Dr. Stephen D. Mumford and Dr. Elton Kessel, the duo responsible for the worldwide promotion and distribution of Quinacrine, 
facing a possible injunction from the Food and Drug Administration. The FDA’s Division of Labeling and 
Nonprescription Drug Compliance had notified Mumford in writing that he must "halt all distribution of any and all Quinacrine 
under [his] control, identify its location, and voluntarily destroy it under FDA supervision."

Warren Buffett donated two million dollars to Family Health International, the organization founded by Collins that employed 
both Mumford and Kessel and that funded Zipper’s development of Quinacrine sterilization. 

More than 100,000 women have been subjected to Quinacrine sterilization up to this point - many were sterilized 
without their informed consent.  

Former NC Governor Mike Easley issues a public apology, and the state’s legislature is currently considering a bill that would 
offer compensation to the surviving victims. 

Collins, co-chair of FAIR’s National Board of Advisors,  authors an article for Population Media Center on Quinacrine sterilization.    

Quinacrine cleared for FDA Phase III Clinical Trials, pending further reserach and development funding.

Present 
Day
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