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S& NEVER saw a baby nor heard of a baby. Whlle I was in town.”
This is the remarkable prefatory vtterance of Mrs, Johkn van
Vorst and Miss ¥arie van Vorst in their collahmated Boolk,-“The
Woman Who Toils.” It is of industrial life in Perry, & New York mill
town, that tlle hook treats, BSay the amthors:

T'he i&mmlcnn ‘woman is restless, digsatisficd. Society, whether among the
sighest or lowest classes, has driven her toward a Jdestiny that is 1ot normal. The
factories are Tull of old maids: the ballenoms in the worldly centerg are fuil of ald

- maids. For natural obligations ave substituted the fictitinus duties nf clubs, meet-
ings, conumittees, organizationy, prefessions, o thousand unwomaniy occupalions.

Among the American born women of ¢his connlry the sterility is sreater, the
fecundily less than tlian these of any olher natlon in the world, unless it be
France, whose anxlety regarding depopulation swe woulld share in full measure
wera It not For the forsign !mmizration to the TUnited States, which counteracts
the degeneracy of the Amerlean, '

I'he original cuuses for this sterility are moral and not physleal. When this is
knowi, does nat the philogophy of the Amerlean working woman become i subject
of vital Interest? Among the enemies to fecundity and a natural destiny there are
iwo which act as potentiy in the lower as in L(he upper classes—the Lrinmph of
individualism, the love of luxury.

L. T
_ Emboched in the preface is a letter to one of the joint authnls from
President Roosevelt, in which, with undoubted earncstness, he says that “the
man or woman who deliberately aveids mar-
riage, and hias a heart so cold as to know no
passion, and a brain so shallow and selfish as to ;
dislike ‘Having children, is in effect a criminal
against the race, and should be an object of
contemptuous abhorrence by all healthy peo-
ple. .. .. . .. There is no physical trouble 4
among: 1us. Ameucans. The tronble with the j
situatiod you set forth is one of character, and §
thelefme we ean conquer it if we only will.”
B S A( 4

Mrs, and Miss van Vorst say that Ameri-
can-bory men and women in high and low life
are marfying less, and, wheh married, are
having fewer children than was the wont of
yore in this country. President Roosevelt accentuates the m_thoi belisd
‘that the cause of the evil is moral—that one class of American-born men
and women seek a false standard of living, and hence cannot afford to marry,
or, marrying, canunot support children; while another class, with no need for
thought of expense do marry, but will not trouhle with children.

This speaks truly of many of the rich, but does it speak as traly of the
othier olasses? I think not. ‘
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Take the rich: As when Augustus Caesar had fe prohibit more than
eight divorces to each of the nobility and had te enceurage by marks of
distinction the begetting of children among them, so now with our aris-
tocracy of wealth, stability of wedlock is falling by the way and children
are becoming unfashionable. In the mad and eager chase of pleasure,
marital bands snap or melt and offspring are not wanted.

* ®

But why among the temperate middle class are there so many old,mgiﬂs

and matured bachelors? The reason is mot lack of inclination fo wed, It

is Iack of means. The present state of intellectual development maltes for
them a certain standard of living indispensabile to decent ease and happiness.
But, because of the expense, the attainment of that standard is more difficuit
for them when wedded than when single. Hence they avoid marriags.

| Their standard is not false. What is false is that something that thrusts

itself between them and their standard’s attainment in wedlock.
R . .

If it be thus with the rich and the middle classes, how is it with these
who constitute the mass of the community—the poor? Myrs. and Miss van
Vorst say that they did not see or hear of a baby while they were in the
mill town of Perry. That indicates a departure among the poor; for as a
rule they marry and welcome childyen. ‘

Yet to what are these children born? Want or the fzar of want is the
ravening wolf that pursues them from the cradle. The ever-pressing, ever-
consuming, blood-sweating business that they must learn is how io satisfy
the stomach’s hunger. . .

And how well do they learn that lesson? Muitifudes of boys must visk
the penitentiary and the gibbet for scant physical comforts, and thousands
of girls must sell their bodies to satisfy simple creature needs!

* K X .

As for the babies; the little pine boxes in the morgue of any of our
great cities tell their pathetic fale! :

Starved, strangled by ierciless physical conditions, with never a chance
to live their lives—these little innocents are hurried in thousands away to
the grave before they have come to kmow the cradle. They die in our
centers of population IHke flizs in an Aungust heat. Poverty kills them, and
poverty buries them. Their little pine ceffins are huddled together in one
great, commion trench in Potter's Field, with only numbers to guide some
prieving mother who comes with tears and flowers to find the sleeping place!

. ’ * R K

Did the Maker of the world intend all this? I cannot believe so. If
men but followed the natural order that makes for equality-—which con-
demns special privileges whieh Tobh some into corrupting wealth and others
into brutalizing want—there would at all times be plenty for all. Popula-

‘tion, then, would regulate itself by the operation of a great natural law,

which my father, in his “Progress and Poverty,” has defined in these words:

This law iz that population, Instead of being olways uniform, has besutilul
adaptations by which the tendency to increase is strong where o grealer populi-
tion would give inereased comfort and where the perpetulty of the race is threute
ened by the morlalily induced by adverse conditions, but weakens just as the
higher development of the individual becomes possible and the perpetuity of Lhe
race ts assured, '

The law of population aceerds with and is subordinale (o the Taw of nleilectual
developmant, and any danger that human beings muay be brought inlo the world -
where they eannot e provided for arises vol from  the ordinances of nature, bug
reem soclal maladjustments that i the midst of wealth condemin men Lo want.
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