VI

RATIOS OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN IN CITIES AND
RURAL DISTRICTS

The data regarding the ratio of children to women for smaller
cities (2,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to 25,000) and for rural districts
are available by States only. Hence, many local differences can
not be ascertained. There is good reason to believe, however, that
even though it is necessary to present the data for all the smaller
places in the States in groups it will still be possible to get at the
essential facts regarding their ratios of children to women.

NATIVE WHITE WOMEN IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SIZES

In Table 34 the ratios of children to all native white women 20
to 44 years of age are given for the United States, its divisions, and the
States, by size of community.

The most striking fact in this table is the steady increase in these
ratios as the size of the community diminishes. Using the ratios
for the largest cities grolip in the United States and each division as
100, the indexes for the different sizes of communities in the United
States and its nine divisions are as given in Table 35.

Since the indexes of the United States and of each of the divisions
are calculated from a different base the size of the index tells us
nothing regarding their relations to one another, but it does enable
us to compare readily the differences between communities of different
sizes within the several areas, for native white women.

In every division, as well as in the United States as a whole, there
is an increase in ratio of children as the community becomes smaller.
The smallest increases between the big cities and the rural com-
munities are found in the New England, the Middle Atlantic, and
the East North Central States, where the indexes for rural com-
munities are respectively 64 points, 71.9 points, and 77.5 points
greater than in the large cities. Elsewhere, as well as in the entire
United States, the indexes for rural communities are over 100 points
higher than for the large cities. The East South Central States have
the highest index for their rural co munities but the other two
Southern divisions are not far behind. Moreover, there is no division
in which the increase in indexes is not steady, that is, in which it is
not higher in a smaller community than in a larger one. By referring
to Table 34 we also see that there are only four or five instances
among the States in which a higher ratio of children occurs in the
larger community than in the next smaller community.

100
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TABLE 84.—CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44
YEARS OF AGE, WITH RANKINGS, FOR COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SI1ZES, BY
DivisioNs AND STATES: 1920!

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS

OF AGE
Cities
DIVISION AND STATE The State || 100,000 in- | 25,000t0 | 10,000t0 | 2,500 to m
habitants | 100,000 in- | 25,000 in- | 10,000 in-
and over | habitants | habitants habitants

slelsl%ls AENE E 2|4

- - - 3 -

A

AEAEREIRERE IR RELE g |a
UNITED Srates? 538 341 | 390 | 44| 477 |oeeen 721 |
—_
393| 8| 322| 8| 350| 8| 38| 8| 412| 8| 58| 9
515 | 32 .. 335| 37| 300 | 39| 453 | a5| e | 38
35| 42 350 | 31| 974 | 42| 434 | 40| s17| @1
525 | 28 || oooo|oosoi) a17| 33| 401| 45| 887 30
359 | 47 |35 227 3517 30 41| 405| 44| 461| 48
363 | 45 301| 28| 380 23| 422| 27| 438 | 30| 436| 48
37 4 32| 23 340 | 36| 360 | 44 366 | 48| 442 | 47
42| 71| 32| 6| 81| 6| 431| 5| 466 6| s38| 7
46 322 | 24| 33| 38| 369 | 43 302 | 46| 494 | 44
43| 363| 13| 378 | 34| 400| 38 415| 43| 480 | 45
33| 38| 10| 420| 90| 484| 7| 55| 13| 61| 2
6l a60| 4| @3| 2| 4s1| 4| 4| s 6
37| 36| 12| 420 10| 453 ( 17| 473 | 27| e33( 33
30 354 17| 421| 13| 467 12| 474 | 28| 62| 35
40 332 20| 363 27| 421 28| 465 20| 618 | 37
29| 47| 6| 40| 6| 470| 8| 514| 15| e8| 20
25| 381| 9of 420 14| 458 | 16| 478 | 22| 679 | 25
5 328 7| 385 424 6| 453 7| 680 5
27| 347| 19| 415| 16| 439 | 22| 480 | 20| 67| 23
2| 362( 14| 300| 19| 417| 34| 420| 41| ed1| 32
34| 303| 27| 380 | 22| 419| 31| 446 | 35| es5| 24
11 o 25| 486 | 18| 788 | 16
ST 47|75 18| 32| 4e0| 31| 727 |
p=] 32| 21 345 | 34| 47 19| 455| 34| 677 | 26
24 458 2| 372| 26| 423 26| 460 | 32| 663 | 30
2| 08| 1| 40| 1| 04| 1| ss1| 1| mas| 1
36 424 41 . 461 30| 571 | 40
35 416 5| 486 3| 461 13| 489 16| 649 | 31
15| 393| 8| 478| 4| 460 14| 60| 6| 800| 15
3 a7| 5| 44| of s87| 3| @ms| 2
1 49| 2| 516| 5| e8| 2| 00| 3
6 T e 7| 21| 3| se9| 7| s:2| e
9 377 11 426 12| 622 2| 524 11| 869 7
19 49| 11| 415) 35| 446 | 37| 74| 18
1| 315| 2| s6| 3| 463| 3| s16| 3| s8] 2
12 16| 377| 25| 45| 20| 49| 21| 8s4| &
14| 361 15| 430| 8| 498 ‘6| s36| 9| 816 13
5| 431] 3| 415| 17| 519| 4| se0) 4| 804l &
8 420| 20| 488] 19| 813| 14
3 369 3| 376 7 2| 512 4| 817 3
2|l.-. 31| 18| 474 | 10| 52| 12| 88| 5
17 7| 346 | 33| 448 18| 833 10| 853 9
13 |- 360 | 28| 459 | 15| &30 853 | 10
18|[73537 18| 389 | 20| 472 11| 487| 17| 7e0| 17
4| 356| 5| 300| 4| 48| 7| sa5| 2| 75| 4
20 349 32 415 36 476 24 733 19
10 43| 21 5| 824 | 12

21 | 21| 40| 476| 25| 60
31|24 2073457 3%5| 420 30 23| 75| 21
7 leeoe| 438 23| 515| 14 11
2 350 | 20| 405| 37| 473| 2| TI0| 2
a| e8| 1| st | 1| mel| 1| so7| 1oz ‘1
a 270 | 47| 444 | 38| 498 | 43
28| o] 15| of 35| 9| 407| of s63| 8
30| 312| 25| 381| 21| 430 | 24| 458 | 33| 628 24
8| 312| 26 334| 46| 416| 42| e19| 36
s 30 | 2957 30| 348 | 45| 380 | 47| s01| 42

1 From data in Detailed Table I. 1 District of Columbia included; not shown separately.



F1GURE 3.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE IN THE URBAN
PopuraTION: 1920
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F1GuRe 4.—CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WoMEN 20 To 44 YEARS OF AGE IN THE URBAN
PopuraTION: 1920 .
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F1GURE 5.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 WHITE WOMEN 20 T0 44 YEARS OF AGE IN THE RURAL

PoruraTION: 1920
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F1aure 6.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WOMEN 20 T0 44 YEARS OF AGE IN THE RURAL

PoruLaTION: 1920

IN CITIES AND RURAL DISTRICTS
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106 RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN

TaBLE 85.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE
WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT
Si1zes, BY D1visions: 1920

[Ratio of children in cities of 100,000 and over in each division=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WOMEN
20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE

DIVISION Citles

25,000 to | 10,000 to 2,500 to districts

9,
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 10,000
and over [inhabitants(inhabitants/inhabitants
United 8tates. ....cocoeceoemacaaaae. 100 114.4 127.3 139.9 211.4
New England . - 100 108.7 119.9 128.0 164.0
Middle Atlantic 100 111.4 126.0 136.3 171.9
East North Central 100 114.7 125.3 132.8 177.5
West North Centtal ....................... 100 117.4 129.3 138.1 207.3
South 100 113.0 121.7 135.7 208.9
East Bouth Central___._______TTTTTTTTTTT 100 108.3 123.5 137.6 225.6
West Central.....cooeemeo 100 101.9 126.3 138.8 221.4
Mou.nt.ain- - 100 109.6 118.8 150.3 217.7
Pacific. . . 100 117.6 136.2 151.9 210.1

It is also worth noting that the three divisions in which the rural
indexes are less than 100 points greater than those of the large cities
are those in the Northeast where industrial and commercial life is
most developed and where, presumably, urban influence is most
pervasive. In the Southern States, on the other hand, industry and
commerce have been slower developing and the contacts of the cural
people with modern urban life have been fewer. Here in turn we
find a very high index for the rural districts.

Table 36 gives indexes for the United States and its divisions,
using the ratio for all cities of 100,000 and over in the United States
as the base (100). Here we have a basis for the comparison of dif-
ferent areas and different sizes of communities. We find that the
United States, the three Southern divisions, and the Mountain
division have indexes of over 200 in the rural districts and that the
West North Central division approaches 200 very closely. This
comparison shows us very clearly that it is in the smaller cities
(2,500 to 10,000) and in the rural districts, particularly those of the
South and the Mountain States, that the native white population
is increasing most rapidly. It is also of interest to note that in those
areas where the ratios are highest the proportion of Anglo-Saxon
stock is greatest. Indeed in these areas the white stock is almost
pure Anglo-Saxon. This table shows further that it is in those
sections of the country where population is most highly urbanized
that the ratios are lowest. Included are the States in the North-
eastern part of the country and on the Pacific coast. In these parts
of the country the influence of urban life seems to penetrate even
the rural communities to a marked degree. This is quite in keeping
with our findings in Chapters III and IV.
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TasLe 88.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE
WarTE WoMEN 20 T0O 44 YEARS OF AGE, IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT S1zES,
BY Divisions: 1920

{Ratio of ehildren in cities of 100,000 and over for the whole United States=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 8 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE WOMEN
20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE

Cities

DIVISION

100,000 | 25,000 to | 10,000to | 2,500 to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 000
and over (inhabitantsiinhabitantsfinhabitants|

100.0 114.4 127.3 139.9 211.4

4.4 102.6 13.2 120.8 154.8
100.3 L7 126.4 136.7 172.4
105.6 1211 132.3 140.2 187.4

96.2 1129 124.3 132.8 190.4
119.1 14.6 144.9 161.6 248.7
110.0 119.1 135.8 151.3 8.1
108.2 110.3 136.9 150.1 239.6
104.4 114.4 14.0 156.9 227.3

78.6 92.4 107.0 119.4 165.1

It is also important to note that in the entire United States the two
groups of smaller cities (10,000 to 25,000 and 2,500 to 10,000) have
indexes 27.3 points and 39.9 points greater than the large cities.
There can be no reasonable doubt that under present conditions,
size of city has considerable influence on the ratio of children to native
women.

MARRIAGE

Even when married women only are considered as in Table 37 this
same relation between the size of the community and the ratio of
children is clearly marked. The smaller the community the higher
the ratio of children.

It is true that the difference between the largest and the smallest
communities is only about two-thirds as great in the case of married
women as of all women but it is still over three-fourths greater in
rural communities than in the big cities. (Table 38.) Here, too,
the increase is continuous with very few exceptions. In the West
South Central division the largest cities have a slightly higher index
than the cities of 25,000 to 100,000 and the same is true in a few of
the States, for éxample in Vermont the cities of 10,000 to 25,000 have
a higher index than the cities of 2,500 to 10,000. (Table 37.) But
the few exceptions are of little significance and do not invalidate the
general statement that the ratio of children decreases as the size of
the community increases.
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RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN

F16URE 7T.—CRILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 WoMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF
AGE BY NATIVITY AND MARITAL CONDITION: 1920
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TasLe 87.—CHiLDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 NaTive WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44
YeARs oF AGE, MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR DIVORCED, WITH RANKINGS, FOR
CoMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SIZES, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES: 1920!

 —
CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR
DIVORCED WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
Cities
DIVISION AND STATE The State {| 100,000 in-| 25,000t0 | 10,000t0 | 2,800t0 | ;Rural
habitants | 100,000 in- | 25,000 in- | 10,000 in-
and over | habitants | habitants habitants
) ) ) 2 2 g |
- - - - - -
o
A EREIEAEAEREIE AR RE
.......... 646 |.....| so0 ..
2| 641 6| 716 8
27| 630 25| 762| 38
32| 625| 28| 677 | 42
14| 53| 30| 740 | 37
16| 657 | 20| 683 | 41
4| 669| 16| 613 | 46
18| 603 | 35| 663 | 43
3| es7| 4| 8| 7
30| 566 | 45| 656 | 44
24 586 40| 647 | 45
6| 719 9| 882 22
4| 64 5| 810 6
21| 628 27| 703 | a3
2| 61| 33| 768 | 35
20| 622] 30| 791 | 33
8| 685] 14| 819 30
7|1 718 8| 916 | 19
6| 636 7 876 5
2 744 6 981 15
28| 617] 31| 820 | =
38 595 | 38| 840 | 26
........... 9| 739 7 11,045 7
19| 663 | 19| 941 18
20| 625| 20| se8| =
40| 602 | 37| 828 | 29
1| 75| 1lnom| 1
........... ..-| 643 | 21 7 40
660 3| 644 | 13| 666 | 17| 841 | 25
633 7| 646 | 12| 747 4 1,036 8
619 8| 641 15| 745 511,103 3
686 2| 712 3| 825 2 (1,149 2
608 11 698 5 768 3 |1,087 4
555 | 21 11 15 |1, 067 6
529 25 545 42 573 42 | 888 21
655 | 5| eo7| 5| ess| 3,02 2
540 | 23| 585| 30| 630 | 261,019 | 10
568 16 | 637 17 689 13 904 13
555 | 22| 659 10| 718 | 10 (1,075 5
- ...| 571| 33| 33| 24| 908 | 12
480 8| 578 7| 633 8| 957 3
........... 504 | 20| 571 | 34| 637 | 231,016 | 11
438 | 38| 587 26| 705 | 121,031 9
........... 456 ( 36| 559 | 37| 639 22| 962 | 16
500 31| 588 | 25| 610 34| 910| 20
58| 7| s60| 8| era| 2| oo7| 4
........... 473 38 508 36 613 32 861 24
........... 571 35 710 11 048 17
..... 473 | 44| 584 ) 41| 77| 4
475 | 34| 681 | 31| 603 | 36| 836 | 27
.......... 505| 23| 665| 18| 988 | 14
........... 455 | 37| 526 | 43| 571 | 43| 819 | 31
719 956 11,029 1 {1,203 1
350 | 47 516 | 47| 586 | 48
30| 9| 414| of s2| of emm| o
583 409 | 33| 546 | 41| 571 | 44| 745] 38
581 415 b 3N S I 470 | 45 525 46 730 | 39
451 338 | 30| 407| 39| 450| 46| 503 | 48| 612 | 47

1 From data in Detailed Table I. 3 District of Columbia included; not shown separately.
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TaBLE 88.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDBR 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE:
WHITE MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR DIVORCED WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE,
IN CoMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT S1zES, BY DIvisioNs: 1920

[Ratio of children in cities of 100,000 and over in each division=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NATIVE WHITE MARRIED
WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVISION Citles
. Rural
100,000 | 25000to | 10,000to | 2,800to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 10,000
and over |inhabitants|inhabitants|inhabitants

United States. 100 108. 2 118.8 126.2 175.6
New E: d.. 100 103. 1 109. 4 111. 1 14.1
Middle Atlantic 100 103. 8 118. 4 120.3 142. 5
East North Central 100 108. 1 118.7 124.1 156. 1
West North Central__...._..._..._...__... 100 113.2 124.5 133.0 183.3
South Atlantic- 100 108. 7 117.0 127. 4 185.1
East South Central 100 108.6 118. 8 130.1 200.0
West South Central._--_.._.--....._... 100 9.8 116. 5 127.6 1929
Mountain. 100 106.6 118. 2 138.7 186. 6
Pacific. - 100 117.2 129.2 141.7 184.4

This matter of the effect of marriage upon the ratio of children is
not as simple as Table 38 might seem to imply. Women are not
equally fertile at all ages within the childbearing period. Fecundity
appears to decrease rather steadily from shortly after puberty.

The results of possibly the best study on the fertility of marriage®
show that the postponement of marriage for several years has a
more than proportional effect in reducing the size of the family. In
England and Wales in 1911 the women who had been married 29-30
years, that is, those who were married about 1882, showed the highest
fertility when they were married at age 17. Every year thereafter
that marriage was postponed had a marked effect upon the number
of children born. Those married at 21 had just about three-fourths
as many children as those married at 17 and at 23 they had but two-
thirds as many; while those married at 27-28 had but half as many.
Expressed in another way, 9 marriages at 17 will result in as many
children born as 10 at 19, 3 at 17 are as fertile as 4 at 21, 2 at 17 are
equivalent to 3 at 23, and 1 at 17 is as fertile as 2 at 27-28. A com-
paratively short postponement of marriage, therefore, results in a
considerable decline in the number of children a woman bears—
averaging about 5 per cent a year for the 10 years from age 17 to
age 27. It is not implied that all of this decline in number of children
born to women married at different ages is due to the mere fact of
increasing age at marriage. It is no doubt true that many other
factors find expression, in part at least, in the postponement of
marriage. Differences between groups in social status, in occupa-
tional class, in standards of living, etc., are all more or less manifest

1 Census of England and Wales, 1911, Vol. XIII, Fertility of Marriage, Table XII, p. XXXXII.
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in the age at marriage. But postponement of marriage, whatever the
underlying cause, is one of the important factors making for lower
ratios of children among urban dwellers.

Without going into much detail regarding the postponement of
marriage in different communities in this country the following table
(Table 39) shows that the differences between sections of the country
are sufficient to influence the ratios of children to an appreciable
extent.

TaBLE 89.—PER CENT MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR DIVORCED IN THE FEMALB
PopruLATION 15 TO 44 YEARS OF AGEg, BY Divisions: 1920!

AGE GROUP

DIVISION
15-19 years | 20-24 years | 25-34 years | 35-44 years

United States 12.9 54.3 80.6 88.6
......................................... 6.3 41.0 72.4 823

Middle Atlantic........ 81 46.8 76.8 85.6
East North Central ____ 10.3 52.6 80.9 88.8
‘West North Central.__ 9.9 50.1 80.2 80.4
tlantic...._. 17.5 60.7 82.5 80.7

East South Central 20. 4 64.8 85.2 91.6
West South Central.... 19.8 65.9 87.4 93.8
Moun! 4.2 61.3 86.5 3.4
Pacific. 12.4 55.6 8L8 80.2

1 Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. II, Population, 1820, p. 400.

More than three times as large a proportion of the girls 15 to 19
are married in the East South Central States as in New England and
the percentage of those 20 to 24 in the West South Central States
who are married is much greater than in New England. The post-
ponement of marriage is much more common in the industrial areas
than in the rural areas of the country. This fact should not be for-
gotten, but after all in this connection we are more interested in the
ratio of children to all women than in the question of marital condi-
tion, because from the standpoint of population growth it is the
actual production of children by all women which is important.
From this standpoint the woman who does not raise children is a
total loss and a population that has a large proportion of unmarried
women may die out even though the married women in it have rather
large families. In time, the knowledge of the fact that conception
can be easily prevented may reverse the normal relation between early
marriages and a high ratio of children, but this has not happened yet.

URBANISM, COMMERCIALISM, AND INDUSTRIALISM

As matters stand at the present, then, living in small communities
seems (0 have deranged the customary reproductive life of people
less than living in large communities and a disproportionately large
part of our natural increase comes from the small communities.
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F1GUrE 8.—CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 ForE1aN-BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE IN THE URBAN
PoruraTION: 1920
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Just how far apart the larger and smaller communities are in this
matter can be seen by some comparisons between them based on the
supposition that they had the same ratios of children. Thus the
5,491,267 native white women 20 to 44 living in cities of over 25,000
would have had 2,520,491 children instead of the 1,950,086 they did
have if their ratio of children had been the same as the native women
in the cities of less than 25,000. This is almost a 30 per cent differ-
ence. We may say, then, that the larger cities are cutting about
120,000 to 125,000 from our increase each year and are thus hasten-
ing the time when our population will cease to grow.

It mnay be of some interest to point out in this connection that the
larger cities have a much larger proportion of their native born who
are of foreign and mixed parentage than the smaller cities, hence, the
fact that the smaller cities add more, proportionally, to our increase
affects materially the nationality composition of our population.
In the entire United States 37.6 per cent of the native population in
cities of over 500,000 is of foreign or mixed parentage; in cities of
100,000 to 500,000, 28.2 per cent is in this group; in cities of 25,000
to 100,000, 26.5 per cent; in cities of 10,000 to 25,000, 24.6 per cent;
and in cities of 2,500 to 10,000, 20.6 per cent. These are very con-
siderable differences and if the differential ratios of children in these
cities should continue for some decades they would result in quite a
different nationality composition in the larger and smaller cities.

Striking as are the differences in cities in ratios of children they are
small as compared with those between the larger cities and the rural
districts. Thus, with the same ratio as rural women, the 5,491,267
native white women in the cities of over 25,000 would have had
3,959,203 children instead of the 1,950,086 they did have. This is
over 100 per cent more.

In the light of the facts cited above, it would seem that there could
be no reasonable doubt that the forces depressing the birth rate in
the native population of the United States at the present time, and
for the past two generations, say since 1860, may be summed up-
under the terms urbanism, commercialism, and industrialism. Fur-
thermore, the influence of urbanism, as thus defined, appears to vary
more or less directly with the size of the community.

FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SIZES

Further proof that urban life and its accompanying conditions lie
at the basis of the decline of the ratio of children (and the birth rate)
is found in the ratios of children to foreign-born white women in
communities of varying size. In Tables 40 and 41 we have these
ratios for all women and for married women and in Table 42 we have
indexes similar to those given for native white women,
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TasLe 40.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN 20
TO 44 YBARS OF AGE, WITH RANKINGS, FOR COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT
Sizes, BY DivisioNs AND STATEs: 1920!

|Ratios not shown where base is less than 100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5§ PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS

OF AGE
Cities
DIVISION AND STATE The State | 100,000 in-| 25,000t0 | 10,000t0 | 2,500t0 | JRuml
habitants } 100,000 in- | 25,000 in- | 10,000 in-
and over | habitants { habitants [ habitants

A E 2 AR E 2|4

- - - - - -

3 3 o« I3 ] I
g || & & E g |&| & & | &
_____ 679 || 766 |...__| so1|.....| 73 |...._| em8|...
7 710 3| 811 3| 808 4 870 8
32 623( 27| 689 | 23| 763{ 26| 811 | 368
36 669 | 18| 735| 16| 711 | 33| 7o8 | 39
1= /I e ! 735 | 17| 738 | 28| 906 24
37 679 | 15| 79| 12| 705 | 19| 827| 35
28 665 | 20| 837 9| 898 8| 86| 31
8 88| 4| 991| 2| o19| 7| o10( 28
5|| er2| 4| se3| 1f088] 1fL,08]| 1fL121]| 1
4 620| 17| so7| 8|'916| 3|'ssa| 12('837| 33
19 820 3| so4| 10| se1| 7| s24| 14| 06| 27
3 782 711,048 11,160 111,211 111,336 2
all 751 2| 83| 2| 85| 2| 84| 3| ema]| s
12| sos| 5| se6| 5| ses| 5[,00m| 4[r07| 7
7 610 | 20| 983 2] 830 6| 641 | 42| 84 32
31 712 13 [ 666 19 | 807 11 817 16| 879 30
14 784| 6| 86| 6| s61| 8| 86| 13{1,020| 11
13 755 9| 807 9] 759 | 14| 801 17 11,002 | 12
1] 62| 5| 60| 5| 705 5| 78| s5|Les7| 2
20| 622| 18| 638 | 23| 774| 13| 884 10 |Lo48| 8
Iowa 25 617 ( 19| 6471 22| 700| 20| 661 | 40| 926 | 19
Missouri 609 | 43 592 | 21 634 | 24| 487 | 4 513 | 47| 738 | 45
North Dakota. ... L1090 | el ool 66| 27| 820| 151,289 3
South Dakota. B e 631 26°| 813| 10| 83| 44 [Loas| o
Nebraska. . .| 86| 18 713 | 12| 905 31 720 18| 781 22| 916 20
Kansas. .- ... 89| 17| 35| 2| 715| 14| 605| 34| 695| 38| 912| 21
SOUTH ATLANTIC. 831 3| 7e8 1] 682| 4| 708| 4 2(1,032| 3
4 2| 893 | 28
29 1n| m| 4
33 9| 837| 34
1 311,303 | 1
4 20| 655 | 46
38 31 741 | 44
48 3 555 | 47
a1 39| 553 | 48
7| ezm| 7
30| 971 16
48| so2| 38
30 ‘21| 885 29
26 2 (1,035 | 10
8 8| o20| 6
45 45| 900| 25
15 6 [1,101 4
31 34’039 | 17
38 a o 22
6 6 986 4
29 az| 99| 13
24 38 | 961 16
19 29| 980 | 14
22 18 1,084 | 6
40 35|31 | 18
25 25| 900 | 26
33 5 (1,104 | 5
8 27785 | 40
9 9| 792| 9
563 | 35 3| 4| 41
. 513 | 42| 536 | 46| 757 | 43
California. 579 | 47 445 | 20175177367 ses | 39| ee3 | 37 37

1 From data in Detailed Table I. ? District of Columbia included; not shown separately.
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TaBLE 41.—CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE MARRIED,
WipoweD, OR DivorcED WOMEN 20 TOo 44 YEARS OF AGB, WITH RANKINGS,
FOR COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT S1zES, BY{DIVISIONS AND

[Ratios not shown where base is less than 100]

ATES: 1920

WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE MARRIED

Citles
Rural
DIVISION AND STATE TheBtate(l 15000 | 25,000t0 | 10,000to | 2,800 to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 | 25,000 in- | 10,000 in-
andover |inhabitants| habitants|habitants

2 2 g s |ul2g g s |H¥| e
3 k- 3 | 3|18 % 3

& g g[8 g [~ @ | M|
UNITED STATES? . ________ 911 819 |..... 901 |.__.. 988 |..... 996 1,002 |....
NEW ENGLAND. ... 921 5|l 886 1| 885 3| 974 2| 982 2| 991 8
Maine 1 s | 27 &7| 17 87| 13| 915| 18| 924 | 35
New Hampshire__._..__._... 889 | 28 889 | 13| 85| 14| 875 25( 894 | 37
t g6 | 10 || oolitillf. 868 | 17| 909 | 19 1,014 | 28
30 || 7857 | 117|861 | 14| 95| 11| 977 | 13| 965 | 20
21| o24| 5| s47| 161,015 4,081 | 4| 964 30
6| 90| 3,008 4uai| 2[nor2| 61,086 | 15
4 4| 983 111,138 11,143 11,228 1
36| 787| 16| 930 | o051 3(,008] 10 963 | 81
New Jersey. | 9a5| 18 935 | 4| 022 10|00 7| 042 15 994 | 27
Pennsylvania_........._.... 1,158 3 91| 6,146 | 1(,27| 1[,285| 11,428] 2
6| 87| 3| 928| 2| 97| 8| e36| 4,000 4
15| sor| 7| o8| 5| 9se| 8lirora| s5|L1209] 9
8 708 | 21 |1,051 3| 959 | 10 717 4 037 | 34
35| 827 | 13|'781| 20| so1| 15| 917| 16| 956 | 33
12| 04| 8| 964 | 6 970 | 9| 917 17 {1,000 | 12
13 849 12| 905| 12| 850 | 18| 909 | 20 [1;08¢ | 13
1| 79| 5| 78| 4| 88| 4] e02| &[,137| 2
1| 68| 17| 73| 21| 93| 12| 87| 12| 146] 7
26 751 18 7654 | 24| 821 20 789 | 33 1,017 | 21
43 731 28 877 43 653 46 831 43
PR (O A I S 820 | 211,004 | 11 [1,30| 8
5 753 | 25| 995| 6| 70| 43 155| 6
20 822 14 (1,064 2| 842 | 19| 809 | 21 |1,004 | 24
19 |,012| 2|'ss2| 15| 719 | 34| 788 | 34 |'008 | 26
2| ss5| 2| 72| 5| s0s| 5| 90| 3,128 3
4 |11,122 1 I F 1, 200 2 (1,031 16
32| 's0| o 988 | 7| 733°| 3271,019| o 86| 30
37| 725| 19| 746 | 26| 60| 38|'965| 14| 923 36
28| 2 06 | 8,014 5,147] 3,427 1
North Carolina. 753 | 4l 507 | 39 ['ess | 36| so7 | 22| 87| 41
South Carolina_ 790 | 39 735| 27| 791 | 28| 831 | 30| 81| 42
658 | 48 613 | 26 | 681 31 553 | 44| 835 20 660 | 48
739 | 42 |||, 765| 23| 751 | 30| 764 | 41| ese| 47
s17| 8| 70| 6| e8| 8] 723 8| 80| 7[,08]| 7
806 | 38 661 25| 631 4 - 836 | 281,103 | 11
703 | 44 677| 23| 616 36 [ 540 | 48, '8s7| 38
33| 84| 10| 705| 20| 7277["337| so1| 23| 967 | 82
14 762 | 29| 868 ( 27 1,124 | 10
71 70¢] 7| 73| 6| 744| 7| 790| 8,043 6
EYS | I 614 | 37| 500 | 42| 768 | 40 102| 20
24 677 | 24| 825 19 876 16 |1, 066 7 {1,285 4
31 | 633 33| 707 | 35( 768! 30 [1;001 | 25
2|71 20| 70| 2| 743| 31| 769 | 38 1,081 17
3| es3| 8| 740| 7| 7e5| 6| s61| 6,083 &
2 613 | 38| 768 | 28| 788 | 32 [1,064 | 14
16 795| 25| 762( 42 |1,027 | 19
17 PR AN PRI 813 | 23| 787 36 1,028 | 18
25 ||""608 8367|7187 so2 | 24| s74| 26 1,144 8
9 B O 633 | 40| 16| 31 1,015 | 22
2 | 603 | 30 818| 22| 889 | 24 ['978| 28
7|82 i57| e8| 11| 789 | 27 1,039 | 81,160 5
40 504 | 45’783 | 37| 829 | 44
67| 9 58| 9 9| 660| 9| 753| o 88| 9
674 | 46| 536 | 30| 661 | 32| 666 | 30| 663 | 45| 828 45
673 | 47| 505| 28 || ... 602 | 41| 606 | 47| 817 | 46
679 | 45!l 555 20| 626 | 35| er0| 37) 787 | 36| 878 | 40

1 From data in Detailed Table I.

1 Distrlc'i of Columbia included; not shown separately.
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TasLE 42.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000 FOREIGN-
BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE, FOR COMMUNITIES OF DIFFBRENT
Sizes, BY Drvisions: 1920

[Ratio of children in cities of 100,000 and over in each division=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 8 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN
: 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVIBION Citles
Rural
100,000 25,000 to 10,000 to 2,500 to districts
inhabitants| 100,000 X 10,000
and over |inhabitants|inhabitants|inhabitants|
United States. - oo 100 112.8 126.8 128.6 147.0
New England....._ 100 101. 4 115.9 115.1
Middle Atlantic. ... 100 128.3 153.7 153.9 166.8
East North Central 100 110.9 12,5 12.4 131.0
‘West North Central 100 106.0 111.6 123.1 164.1
South Atlantic. .....-........._._..0211] 100 888 92.2 102 1344
t South Central 100 83.7 100.2 1149 148.3
‘West South Central . ... ... 100 104.1 100. 2 116.8 160. 4
Mountain._ 100 112.9 112.5 133.1 171. 8
Pacific. . 100 118.9 126.3 148.3 176.4

These tables show that not only the native white women but the
foreign-born white women as well are affected by urban living. It
has been pointed out elsewhere that the range of ratios is always
less for foreign-born white women than for native white women.
We observe that this is the case here and the explanation is not far
to seek. Most foreign-born women come here with their attitudes
toward family life fairly well established and they settle in a group of
their own countrymen so that they are isolated (or insulated, if one
prefers) from full contact with urban life even though living in the
midst of a great city. Hence, the Old World habits of the foreign
born largely dominate their actions with the result that voluntary
restriction of the family and celibacy are not nearly so common among
them as among the natives. Consequently we find rather high ratios
of children to foreign-born white women in cities of every size, but
there is a marked increase in these ratios as the size of the community
decreases. The only exceptions are the South Atlantic and East
South Central States and certain groups of the smaller cities (Table
42), and the proportion of foreign born in these States and groups is
so small that their indexes can have little significance. In the whole
United States the cities of less than 25,000 have a little over one-
fourth higher ratio of children to all foreign-born white women than
the cities of over 100,000 and the rural districts have a ratio almost
one-half higher than the large cities. This shows beyond dispute
that even the foreign-born white women are affected in their family
life and rearing of children by the size of the community in which
they live. There is the possibility, of course, that the death rate of
the children of foreign-born mothers is so much greater in the large
cities than in the smaller cities and rural districts that the number of
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survivors is materially reduced. A careful examination of the infant
mortality rates in different communities and of the number of children
born and surviving to mothers of the different nationalities does not,
however, furnish any convincing evidence that lower infant and child
mortality in the rural districts is by any means the chief factor in
their higher ratios of children. Infant and child mortality are some-
what higher in the large cities than in the rural districts but not enough
higher to account for the 47 point difference in the indexes of children
which is shown in Table 42.

Not only is it the average tendency of foreign-born women in the
United States to have fewer children as the size of the community in
which they live increases, but it is almost the universal tendency in
the Northern and Western States, where the foreign born constitute a
considerable proportion of the population. Rhode Island, New
Jersey, and Kansas are the only Northern States in which there is
not a steady increase in ratios of children to all women as the size of
the community decreases (Table 40). The ratios in Rhode Island
and New Jersey are rather puzzling at first glance but probably are
due to the occupational or nationality differences in immigrant
groups as between the largest cities and the smaller places.

The situation in Kansas is interesting as affording a clear case of
difference between ‘“‘old” and ‘“‘new’” immigrants. Kansas City is
the only place of over 100,000. It is a meat-packing city with a large
body of Slavs working in the packing houses. Its ratio of children
is so high that Kansas City ranks second in ratio of children to foreign-
born women in the large cities. In the rest of Kansas, German and
Scandinavian immigrants are dominant, but there are only a few of
them and they are so well assimilated to the native population that
even the rural ratio is somewhat less than that of Kansas City.

With these exceptions which are not difficult to understand, we
find that everywhere in the North and West immigrant women show
the same tendency as native women to lower their birth rate as the
size of the community in which they live increases.

In another respect also the foreign-born women show the same
tendency as the native women, namely, to eschew marriage to a
greater extent in large communities than in small communities.
(Table 43.) In the entire United States there is a steady increase in
proportion of foreign-born white married women as the size of the
community diminishes. The difference between cities of 100,000
and over ‘and the rural districts is 8.5 per cent. This difference is
considerably less (only about one-half) than that which we found
among the natives but it is significant as furnishing further proof that
the city begins to disorganize family life even among the foreign
born, particularly among those who were chﬂdren when they entered
the country.
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Tasre 48.—Per CenT oF ForEIGN-BORN WHITE WoOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF
AaB, MaARRIED, WIDOWED, OR D1vOoRrCED, FOR COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT
Sizes, BY D1visiONs AND STATES: 19201!

[Per cent not shown where base is less than 100]

MARRIED, WIDOWED, OR DIVORCED

PER CENT OF FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE

DIVISION AND STATE Citles
Rural
The State | 100000 | 25000t0 | 10000t | 2,500to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 10,000
and over |inhabitants|inhabitants|inhabitants|
85.5 82.9 87.2
811 7.1
81.7
80,2 || -2II

New Jersey. ... ...oo.....|
Pennsylvania__....._.__.
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1 From data in Detailed Table
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3 District of Columbia included; not shown separately.
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It follows from the differences in proportion of foreign-born married
women in different sizes of communities that part of the differences in
ratios of children to all women in these communities is due to their
failure to marry rather than to the restriction of the size of family
among the married. But in Table 44 where we have indexes for the
ratio of children to foreign-born white married women we see that for
the country as a whole there is the same steady decline in ratio of
children as the size of the community increases as we have found
elsewhere, although it is not as large as for all foreign-born women.
The cities under 25,000 have a ratio one-fifth higher than that of the
largest cities, and the rural districts, a ratio one-third higher. These
are certainly significant differences and there is no good reason to
doubt that they are the result of urbanism the same as similar,
though larger, differences are among the natives.

TABLE 44.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER oF CHILDREN UNDER § PER 1,000

FoREIGN-BORN WHITE MARRIED WOMEN 20 To 44 YEARS OF AGE, FOR Cou-
MUNITIES OF DIFFERENT S1zES, BY D1visions: 1920

[Ratio of children in cities of 100,000 and over in each division=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE ’
. MARRIED WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVISION Citles
Rural
100,000 | 25000to | 10,000to | 2,500to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 10,000
and over |inhabitants|inhabitants|inhabitants
United States 100 110.0 120.6 1215 133.3
New England._ . . 100 9.9 1090.9 110.8 1119
Middle Atlantie. _...._._..._._. 11170 100 192 137.8 138 5 148.8
East North Central_._...._..__..J2211110 100 108 3 100.3 100.1 123.6
est North Central__ - 100 105.9 118 120.4 1518
South Atlantic. ... 100 8.5 9LQ 106.1 127.5
East South Central.. 100 8.8 9.0 110.8 1401
West South Central. . 100 107.0 105.7 135 148 2
ountain_._..._........ 100 108.3 1120 126 1 154 2
Pacific. . _._-.........llIIITIT 100 116.1 1204 137.4 156.6
?

It may be well to mention in this connection that the higher ratio
of children among the foreign born in the smaller places is all the more
significant in view of the fact that the new immigrants, exceptin
certain mining communities, are found largely in the big cities (those
of 100,000 and over) where the ratios of children are smallest.

In Table 45 we have indexes for ratios of children to all foreign-born
white women 20 to 44 calculated by using a single base, namely, the
ratio of children to all foreign-born white women in cities of 100,000
and over in the entire United States, for all areas and sizes of com-
munities. These indexes enable us to compare the absolute size of
ratios in these different groups. We see from these that the same
general fact emerges as in the preceding tables. As the size of the
community diminishes the ratio of children to foreign-born women
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TasLE 45.—INpDEXES POR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UnDER 5 PER 1,000
FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE, IN COMMUNITIES OF
DiFFerENT S1zES, BY Divisions: 1920

[Ratio of children in cities of 100,000 and over for the whole United States=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE
WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVISION Citles
Rural
100,000 25,000 to | 10,000 to 2,500 to districts
inhabitants| 100,000 25,000 10,000
and over [inhabitants|inhabitants inhabitants

United States_ ... ... ........_.._. 100. 0 112.8 126.8 128.6 147.0

New England..._ - 103.1 104.6 119.4 118.7 128.1
Middle Atlantic ... ... .. ... 99.0 127.0 152.1 152.3 165.2
East North Central —- 110.6 122.7 124.4 124.3 144.9
est North Central.... 93.1 98.7 103.8 14.6 152.7
South Atlantic 113.1 100. 4 104.3 124.6 152.0
East South Central.. 92.0 7.6 92.2 105.7 136.5
West South C 85.3 88.8 85.4 99. 6 136.8
Mountain_ _oooooo. 8.5 95.4 95.1 112.5 145.2
Pacific. 66.1 78.6 83.5 98.1 116.6

increases. Some of the southern divisions show irregularities but
they are unimportant because of the very small numbers involved
and the ‘“white-collar” type of immigrants found there. One may
say that among the foreign born as among the natives large cities
invariably have low ratios of children.

This relation between size of community and ratio of children
might turn out to be between density of population and ratio of chil-
dren, if only we had an adequate measure for density. Since we do
not have such a measure we will have to be content with the showing
made here. It seems conclusive but it lacks precision. Whether
greater precision would enable us to draw conclusions of greater value
than those we can legitimately draw from the data here presented
we can not tell.

COMPARISONS FOR NATIVE WHITE AND FOREIGN-BORN WHITE

In the smaller cities as in the larger cities the ratio of children to
foreign-born women is largely in excess of the ratio of children to
native women. Table 46 sums up all these differences. Once again
we have the fact impressed upon us that the foreign-born women are
individually contributing far more children to the next generation
than the native women. There is some danger, however, that we
will fasten our attention too exclusively upon the comparison of
natives and foreign born in the same communities; although this
comparison, as made in Table 46, is of great interest and is valuable
as showing how the underlying rural-mindedness of the foreign-born
population is withstanding the onslaughts of the cities on its birth
rate. It is, beyond denying, important to know that the ratio of
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Figure 10.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NaTIVE WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44
YEARs oF AGE IN CoMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SizEs FOR THE UNITED
STaTES AND IT8 DIvisions: 1920
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Ficurp 11.—CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN
20 70 44 YrARs oF AGE IN CoMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT SIZES FOR THB
UNITED STATES AND ITS DIvisions: 1920
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children to foreign-born women in all cities of 100,000 and over is
practically twice that of the native women and that in the north-
eastern States it is generally more than twice that of the natives;
also that in the West and the South these differences are considerably
less. It is also well to know that even in the rural districts the for-
eign-born women have almost two-fifths more children than the
native women. These comparisons do not tell us all however.

TaBLE 46.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-
BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE, IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT
Sizes, BY Divisions: 1920

[Ratio of children to native white women for the same area and size of community=100]

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN
20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVISION Citles
Rural
100,000 | 25,000t0 | 10,000t0 | 2,500 to | districts
inhabitants| 100,000 | ~ 25,000 16,000
and over |inhabitants|inhabitants|inhabitants|

United States 199.1 106. 4 108.4 183.0 138.4
New England 217.4 203 9 210.1 195.6 164.8
Middle Atlantic 196. 5 6.2 20.7 219 190.6
East North Central 208.6 2017 187.4 176.6 154.0
West North Central______...--221177770C 1927 1740 166.3 7.7 152 5
South Atlantic... 189,2 1486 143.3 183. 8 1217
East South Central ........................ 1668.7 129.8 138.2 139.1 109.6
West South C , 156.9 160, 4 1245 1320 1137
Mountain 161. 2 166.2 1527 1428 127.2
T 167.5 160.5 185.3 163.6 1407

Note.—This table is to be read thus: In the entire United States in cities of over 100,000 the ratio
children to all foreign-born white women 20 to 44 is 99.1 per cent greater than the ratio of childrento
native white women in the same cities,and in the Pacific States the ratio of children toall foreign-|
white women in the rural districts is 40.7 per cent greotor than the ratio of children to all native white
women in the same districts.

§

If we are not careful we shall forget that the foreign born are not
uniformly distributed through our population and that this fact, in
view of their differential birth rate, is of tremendous significance.
In Table 47 we have & series of indexes for foreign-born women based
on the ratio of children to all native white women 20 to 44 in the rural
communities. '

This shows us how the ratios of children to all foreign-born white
women 20 to 44 in the different divisions and in different sizes of
communities compare with the highest ratio of children among native
women, namely, the rural ratio. The significance of this comparison
will begin to appear if we turn back to Table 13 and notice the distribu-
tion of the foreign born between communities of different sizes. In
cities of over 500,000 the foreign born constitute 28.4 per cent of the
total population; in cities of 100,000 to 500,000 they are 17.2 per cent;
and in cities of 25,000 to 100,000 they are 16.9 per cent. In rural
communities, on the other hand, only 6.5 per cent of the population
is foreign born.
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TABLE 47.—INDEXES FOR THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-
"BORN WHITE WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE, IN COMMUNITIES OF DIFFERENT
Sizes, BY DivisionNs: 1920

[Ratio of children to native white rural women =100}

CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 FOREIGN-BORN WHITE WOMEN
20 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE
DIVISION Cities
Areaasa ; Rural
100,000 | 25,000 to | 10,000 to | 2,500 ta
whole || jnhabit-| 100,000 | 25000 | J0,000 | districts
ants and | inhabit- | inhabit- | inhabit-
over ants ants ants
United States 108.0 9.2 106. 2 119. 4 121.1 138. 4
New England.. ' 103.6 7.1 98.5( 1125 1L8 120.7
Middle Atlantie. .« oo oo 109. 4, 93.2 119.6 143.3 143.4 155. 5
East North Central___. -] 1N2.5 104. 2 115. 5 117.2 117.1 136.5
‘West North Central._. ———- 117.8 87.6 92.9 97.8 107.9 143.8
South Atlantic........ - 115.3 106. 5 94.6 98.2 117.3 143.1
East S8outh Central_._. R 98.5 86.7 73.1 86.8 99.6 128.6
West South Central . ..._____________._._ 105. 1 80.3 83.6 80. 4 93.8 128.8
Mountain_______._____.__ 117.6 79.6 89.9 89. 6 106.0 136.8
Pacific....c oo 80.7 62.3 74.1 78.6 92.4 109.8

Now if we turn to Table 47 again we find that the native rural
women of the United States as a whole exceed the foreign born in all
cities of 100,000 and over in ratio of children by 5.8 points and are
exceeded in turn by the foreign-born women in cities of 25,000 to
100,000 by about the same amount, 6.2 points. Thus the native
rural women have a slightly higher ratio of children than the foreign-
born women in the two groups of larger cities combined. The full
significance of this will be realized when we turn to Detailed Table I
and find that of the total 3,190,820 foreign-born white women in the
United States, 2,120,403, or 66.5 per cent, were living in cities of
25,000 or over and thus were raising fewer children per 1,000 than the
6,621,737 native white women in the rural districts. This leaves only
1,070,417, or 33.5 per cent, who are on the average raising more children
than the rural native white women, and they are living in the smaller
communities. Therefore, as compared with the native rural women in
this country, the foreign-born women are not contributing much more
than their share of children to the next generation. As a group they
have 52.1 per cent as many children as the native rural women, although
there are slightly less than one-half (48.2 per cent) as many of them.
This certainly does not represent any great- excess and will scarcely
justify the very common belief that the native population as a whole
is rapidly being swamped by the children of the foreign born. Fur-
thermore, if we could compare the native farm population with the
foreign born we should undoubtedly find that these women had a
higher ratio of children than the foreign-born women, for we saw in
Table 33 that the farm women as a whole had a higher ratio of chil-
dren than the village women with whom they are combined to form
the rural population in all of our nativity tables.
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If we consider the further fact that just as the foreign born are far
more numerous in the larger cities where their birth rate is lowest so
the natives of foreign or mixed parentage are most numerous in the
same places (37.6 per cent of the population of cities of over 500,000
belonging to this group, 28.2 per cent in places of 100,000 to 500,000,
and 26.5 per cent in places of 25,000 to 100,000, while only 13.6 per
cent are in this group in the rural population) we shall see that the
contributions of the foreign born and their children to our population
are not as large asissometimes supposed. Indeed, thereis good reason
to believe that with immigration greatly reduced the chief contribu-
tion to our future increase of population is going to come from our
rural population, which is largely of the old Anglo-Saxon stock, plus,
in our northern agricultural communities, a goodly proportion of
Germans and Scandinavians. ’

Apparently no better way to sterilize our new immigrants could
have been devised than to have them settle in the big cities as they
have done. Those who believe in the essential inferiority of the
“new’’ immigrants should find in this situation matter for rejoicing.
It is best, however, not to take much stock in the so-called proofs of
racial inferiority of the new immigrants found in intelligence tests,
in proportion in almshouses, in asylums, and in the menial walks of
life. The lesson to be drawn from these data is that man has not
yet learned how to live in cities and survive. The foreign born in
the cities are not as far along the road to extinction as the natives,
but their children in many cases are even nearer the dead line. This
whole matter is discussed more fully later in this chapter.

NUMERICAL EFFECT OF DECLINE IN CITY BIRTH RATE

In the preceding sections of this chapter we have shown that there
are very considerable differences in the ratios of children to women,
both native and foreign born, in communities of different sizes. Per-
haps the extent of the decline of the birth rate in the cities as compared
with the rural districts can be made most apparent by calculations of
the size of the populations that would arise on the assumption that
the ratios prevailing in certain rural groups also prevailed in certain
urban groups. '

If the ratio of children for the 5,491,267 native white women 20 to
44 years of age in the cities of over 25,000 had been the same as the
ratio for the native white rural women, the city women would have
had 3,959,203 children instead of the 1,950,086 they actually had;
for the 2,541,453 native white women 20 to 44 in cities of under 25,000
the number of children would have been 1,832,387 instead of 1,166,859.
This would add a total of 2,674,645 to the children under 5 years of
age in the native urban population of the country. Truly an enor-
mous number, the significance of which can be better appreciated,
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perhaps, if the stationary population ? this would maintain at given
death rates is calculated. This 2,674,645 children under 5 would
have maintained a stationary population of 32,964,000 at the death
rates of 1920. This 32,964,000 is an enormous number, equal to the
population of the New England and Middle Atlantic States in 1920,
with a little more than one-half of Ohio added. But even this does
not tell the full story, for to the stationary population thus arising
from the excess of births due solely to the assumed higher birth rate of
the present population, would be added all the births from within this
group of nearly 33,000,000. This would mean, therefore, that within
this cycle of approximately 80 years, the difference in births between
the native women in the urban population and an equal number of
native women in the rural districts, would, if maintained, not only
add about 33,000,000 more to the latter group but that two full
generations and a large part of the third in this new group would
contribute their own children to swell its numbers. Suppose the
descendants of the higher birth rate group retained their higher birth-
rate through the century, the total population at the end of this time
resulting from this differential birth rate would be truly enormous.?

In this way we see the implications of a differential birth rate if
it is long sustained. Such a birth rate will, in a comparatively short
time—short as the life of a nation goes—result in a large proportion
of the total population arising from that part of the population which
has the greater fertility. Applied to this country this fact means
that the descendants of our rural population are likely to predomi-
nate in the not distant future.

1 The term ‘“‘stationary population’ as used here means the number of people that would be alive at
any time in a population having a certain number of births and a death rate such as that prevailing at a
given time, assuming that this population is unaffected by emigration and immigration, and that sufficient
time has elapsed to allow a normal distribution of ages. It would take approximately a century for such
a population to attain its largest or stationary size if it were built up entirely by replacing a given number
of infants in it annually beginning at a particular moment. Thus the 2,674,645 children under 5 referred
to represent about 600,000 births annually. Now, if the native women in our larger cities had this num-
ber of births more than they actually do have and if these children were kept in a separate group, their
number being recruited only by this addition of 600,000 infants annually, they would in time (about a
century) grow to 32,964,000. Of course, since comparatively few people live beyond 80 years of age we can
say that for practical purposes this population would attain most of its growth in that period or even in
a somewhat shorter period.

The stationary population given here and in other parts of this chapter is calculated from special
data furnished by the division of vital statistics of the Bureau of the Census. It is based upon the
ratio of children to women in the aggregate population of the United States found in these special tables
the results of which are summarized in Table 59 in Chapter VIII. The ratio of children per 1,000 women
in a stationary population for the “total’ as given there is 469 and the women 20 to 44 constitute 17.3
per cent of the total population. If we divide the excess of children obtained by the calculations given in
the text (2,674,645) by the factor 469 and then divide the result by 17.3 per cent we get the total station-
ary population as given above.

The error involved in using the aggregate instead of the different nativity groups for certain com-
munities is not large and since life tables for the different nativity groups are not available this is the best
that can be done.

3 The calculations necessary to state this difference in the numbers of two groups having different ratios
in exact terms are too complicated to undertake here, but roughly they indicate that the descendants of the
native rural women would outnumber those of an equal number of the city women by at least 75,000,000._-
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This is also shown if we compare the rural foreign born with urban
foreign born. The 2,582,352 foreign-born urban women had 698,855
fewer children than an equal number of foreign-born rural women
would have had and the stationary population these children would
maintain at the death rates of 1920 is 8,613,000. This is but little
less than the population of Canada in 1921. Truly the urban en-
vironment has a very depressing effect on the birth rate of the
foreign born as well as on that of the natives, although the absolute
level of the birth rate of the former is much higher than that of the
latter by reason of the essential rural-mindedness of the foreign
born even though they live in the cities.

This last point is one which can not be insisted upon too strongly
in view of the current tendency to think that differences in race, na-
tionality, or mental capacity are the chief factors influential in de-
termining the differential birth rate. The current popular belief
runs somewhat as follows: Inferior races, meaning generally Negroes

- (see following chapter) and new immigrants; backward national
groups, meaning people without popular government, and those
where there is little industry; and the mentally inferior are the
only people who raise large families. Now it seems that the data
presented here show that it is largely the environmental conditions
which determine the size of families people are raising to-day and
that general mentality has comparatively little to do with it. Con-
sequently there is no basis for the assumption that the genetic quality
of the stock of the United States is deteriorating appreciably with
the existing rates of natural increase in different classes. It will be
pointed out later that though there is good reason to regard the dying
out of the prosperous classes with much concern, it is not because of
the deterioration of the stock that may follow. This would be rela-
tively unimportant. But the social consequences of having power pass
to a class in the community which has a very slender biological stake,
or none at all, in its future is a serious matter.

Before leaving the question of environment and its effect on the
birth rate we wish to call attention again to Table 33 in the preceding
chapter. This shows that for the whole United States, the village
population had a ratio of children under 5 to women 20 to 44, 44.0
per cent greater than the city population and that the farm popu-
lation ratio was in excess of that of the village population by 22.5
per cent and of the urban population by 76.4 per cent. To put
this in terms of a stationary population again; with the same ratio
that the farm women had, the urban women 20 to 44 would have had
4,021,026 more children than they did have, which would maintain

a stationary population of 49,558,000 at the death rates of 1920.

If we add to this the stationary population of 6,447,000 which could

~
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be maintained by the village women, if their ratio had been the same
as that of the farm women, we have a total of 56,005,000.4

In the face of all these facts the differential birth rate in this country
must be regarded as the resultant, in large measure, of the differences
in living conditions between the cities and the country. We would
not deny for a moment that there are individual differences in fertility
and that they are important; we would not deny that many of the
‘““submerged tenth’’ have relatively large famjlies; but we do maintain
that these facts are of minor importance. The fact of major im-
portance in understanding our natural growth of population at the
present time, is that there is a difference between urban and rural
living which results in widely different rates of reproduction in these
two groups.

REASONS FOR DIFFERENCES IN URBAN AND RURAL RATIOS

It is very pertinent to ask at this point whether this differential
rate of reproduction between urban and rural groups will continue
for any length of time. There can not be the least doubt that rural
dwellers will more and more feel the effects of urbanism. It is steadily
growing more pervasive. Will it be a matter of two or three decades
only before urban attitudes of mind will be influential, perhaps domi-
nant, everywhere, and the differences in rates of reproduction now
existing between urban and rural communities will pass away? This
question can not, of course, be answered categorically. We have
seen that in those sections of the country where urban influence is
most pervasive the rural population has much lower ratios of children
than where urban influences are new and have not penetrated far
into the rural hinterland. There can be little doubt, therefore, that
as urban influences more and more completely permeate rural life
there will be a rather rapid decline in ratios of children to women in
some of the rural communities. It does not appear likely, however,
that this decline will go as far as in the cities. There seem to be certain
fundamental differences between urban and rural living which will
always make for larger families in the country.

The first difference to be discussed is the one cited first by city
people when they feel that they should have larger families but are
explaining why they do not. They almost invariably feel that the
cost of raising children in the city is so much higher than in the country
that they must rigidly restrict the size of their families. There can

4 It is not implied that this great deficiency in our population actusally exists because of the falling off
of the birth rate in the urban population. This falling off is rather recent and has not yet had time to result
in such a deficiency. What is meant is that if the conditions of 1920 were to continue long enough to allow
the differential ratio of children in the rural and non-rural populations to develop fully, this great difference
in the size of the two populations would result if each had, at the beginning of the period of differential
growth, as many women 20 to 44 as there were in the combined urban and village populations in 1920. A
great deal of what might have been a deficiency in numbers in the urban population has been supplied by
immigration.
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be no doubt in anyone’s mind that the money cost of a child, as a
rule, is somewhat greater in the city than on the farm. This is neces-
sarily so because the city dweller generally, must buy everything
used by his family while the farmer and his wife can raise much of
the food they use. Furthermore, the farm children themselves can
contribute to the living of the family more easily and with less danger
of harm to themselves than most city children can. If country parents
are thrifty and train their children to be thrifty they can keep the
money cost of their children considerably below the money cost of
children of city parents up to a certain age, say through high school.

There is one thing in this connection that most city people appar-
ently forget, however. This is that a large part of the difference in
money cost of children in the city and in the country is due not merely
to the differences in cost of the essentials of healthy living but fully
as much to more expensive standards of living and increased require-
ments for dress and amusements general among city people. If the
country people attempted to provide for their children on the same
standard as city people there is reason to believe that there would
be little or no advantage on the side of the ruralite. The country
dweller, too, is likely to be content with a less elaborate educational
equipment of his children for life than the city dweller. It is not that
he cares less for his children but his environment is less complicated
and he does not see the need for an expensive training to fit his
children for it.

Another factor which is of much more significance than the economic
factor is the different basis of organization of life in the city from that
in the country. What is meant is that for most individuals city life
is organized about one definite kind of work. This work makes
certain definite requirements on the individual’s time and energy but
beyond this it does not rest on him as a continuous responsibility
24 hours a day and 365 days in the year. Of course, there are excep-
tions but this is true of most city dwellers. In the country, on the
other hand, there is no set task to be completed in 7 or 8 hours, the
rest of one’s time being unencumbered. Stock and crops, like small
children, are a 24-hour, 365-day responsibility. Country life finds a
place in it for the weak and helpless and is organized to care for
growing things which can not care for themselves.

There is no doubt that the person who is freed from continuous re-
sponsibility in getting his livelihood tends to keep from assuming more
than is necessary in other directions. As a result families are likely
to be kept small. When children are the only ties one has to a
place or a job then there is probably a stronger urge to make those
ties as few as possible than when children are only one of several
ties, as in the case of the farmer whose stock and crops and fields
as well as his children keep him fastened to a particular place and job.
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The economy of the farm has a place for children. There are
countless small tasks that they can do to help the whole to run
smoothly. The family as we know it to-day is the outgrowth of
rural life and it tends to drop many of its essential characteristics
and bonds in the new environment of the city. One may say that
city life to-day is organized about the working adult individual and
for his benefit and pleasure. Country life is still organized about
the family and so far as one can see is likely to be so for some genera-
tions. There is a definite place for children in country life; but in
the city, in spite of all the playgrounds, schools, etc., of the city,
there is no place really adapted to children’s needs. Children were
not and are not reckoned with in the development of modern cities.
Our cities are built for and organized around commerce, industry,
and adult recreation; and the provisions they make for children both
in the home and outside of it are afterthoughts. In its fundamental
organization the city does not yet recognize the child as a citizen in
its community. This may seem an absurd statement in view of all
that is being done in child welfare work in the cities in this ““century
of the child,” but this work does not touch the heart of the problem
of the child in the city. The best proof of the statement that the
city of to-day has no place for the child is the fact that very few
people recognize any such problem. Most people are so accustomed to
think of the city in other terms that they never see it as a place for
families; they never think of its possibilities for truly human living.
This blindness to the true nature of city living seems likely to persist
for some time and while it persists there is little reason to suppose
that a differential birth rate will not continue to exist between city
and country so that the country will furnish a disproportionately
large share of our natural increase.

Closely connected with what has just been said is the question of
what people in different communities consider the ultimate things
worth striving for. In other words, are the realities of life any
different for city people than for country people? It is our belief
that they are. The atmosphere one lives in determines largely
what he considers worth working for. Consciously or unconsciously
most people in our cities hope to attain success, which being inter-
preted, means a high standard of living or consumption. Professor
Carver defines a high standard of living as being measured by the
number of things one prefers to marriage and children.® If it is true
that a high standard of living, in this sense, is the ultimate reality
in life for many people and especially for the more prosperous city
dwellers, then, to most people, children are nothing but a hindrance
in the attainment of success. Unfortunate as it may be, it is greatly
to be feared that Carver’s definition of a high standard of living is

8 Carver, T. N., The Economy of Human Energy, pp. 34, 35.
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-true to the facts of modern city life. If so, it is just one more proof of
the statement made above that the city has no place for children in
its organization. Not life, not living, but things constitute the ultimate
realities of city life; definite, tangible, countable, cumulative things
constitute the criteria of success and the proof that one has grasped
and holds the ultimate reality.

In the country there is also much striving for a high standard of
living of this kind but it does not militate so strongly against raising
a family of fair size as in the city. The preoccupation of country
people is with living things and the realities of life are not unlikely
to be the furthering of these growing processes. This is not to say
that country people are more idealistic than city people, it is only
pointing out that their daily tasks dispose them to accept children
as essential realities and to make a place for them in their lives in
a way not required by city living. The life processes in children are
not essentially different from those in other organisms and the
farmer’s success, materially, depends upon his nurture of the life
processes of the beings about him. It seems perfectly natural, there-
fore, that he should feel that the raising of a fair-sized family is not
.opposed to his being a good farmer and a successful citizen. He
does not deal with inanimate things to the extent the city man does
and he can and does include children in his list of realities in life
worth working for, more often than the city man. Whether this
will always be the case we shall not attempt to say but we believe
it is a fact to-day and that it is likely to persist for some time. The
influence of living close to nature, of working with natural processes
in determining what one will consider worth working for, can not but
be great, and can not be disregarded in considering the attitudes of
rural dwellers toward the rearing of families.

No doubt another factor of some importance is the ease with which
one can live comfortably in the city as a celibate. A man may live in
comfort and even in luxury in the city as a bachelor, when on the
same income with a wife and three or four children he would be close-
pinched all the time. Add to this the fact that there is scarcely a
job of any kind in the city at which one can not succeed more easily
and quickly without a wife, to say nothing of children, and we can
readily appreciate the reason for postponement of marriage, for small
families after marriage, or for unions in which there is no intention of
raising a family. The professions are very good examples of types of
work at which one can undoubtedly make a greater success, other
things being equal, if he does not marry and raise a family. The
opposite is true in the country. There the bachelor does not find
living easy. Without a wife and home maker he is lonely and uncom-
fortable and does not succeed any better for eschewing wife and family.
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The desire for culture and travel which is an important force in the
lives of many people in determining their attitude toward marriage
and the family, is far more common in the city than in the country.
No argument is needed to convince anyone that children stand in the
way of the acquirement of certain aspects of culture and that they
make travel quite impossible for the great majority of people. The
leisure to read and to take an active interest in the arts, to meet
people of like tastes and to cultivate familiarity with the cultural
refinements of life, is greatly curtailed by the pressure of a fair-sized
family in homes where the income is moderate. This applies espe-
cially to women.

Naturally, therefore, when the choice between what one may term
biolpgical success (the raising of enough children to insure survival,
which under present conditions means the birth of three or four
children) and the more conventional types of success, such as accumu-
lation of property and the attainment of social and cultural prestige,
is put up to people definitely, the latter is quite likely to be chosen.
Almost nowhere in our present urban social organization is the social
pressure of the community exerted in the interests of raising a family
of sufficient size to insure the maintenance of even the present numbers.
The attainment of biological success is not one of the common desid-
erata in present-day urban communities. It is still so to a certain
extent in many rural districts, but the spread of urban influence is
making it less so there. We can only record again the belief that in
spite of the growing prestige of urbanism in the country, the very
conditions of rural life will continue to instill into rural dwellers an
unconscious appreciation of the essentialness of reproduction so that
in spite of these outside influences they will continue to raise fair-sized
families.

It will be seen from the above that we put comparatively little
emphasis upon genetic differences between country dwellers and city
dwellers. We do not believe that such differences exist to any very
appreciable extent. There are probably selective forces at work
determining, to a certain degree, who shall stay in the country and
who shall go to the city, but these forces have not yet had time to

‘issue in any very marked differences in these two groups of people
even if they were not continually being interfered with by a host of
fortuitous circumstances which have no relation to the genetic con-
stitution of people. Consequently while one need not deny that a
certain amount of selection enters into the choice of people moving
toward the cities, one may take very little stock in the assumption
of many city people that the selective process has brought the better
types into cities. That some of the migrants to the cities are of
superior capacity in certain respects will not be questioned by anyone,



134 RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN

but that more than average ability in attaining the conventional
successes of city life is proof of general hereditary superiority is
open to question. To be unable and unwilling to make a satisfactory
adjustment between the demands of nature, the attainment of
biological success, and the demands of conventional success, is surely
a failure with grave consequences because it means the dying out
of the stock. Yet many people generally regarded as eminently
successful do not raise enough children to reproduce themselves.
Clearly people who become preoccupied with conventional personal
success often do not have a strong enough racial urge to lead them to
participate in the life of their times in the most complete manner
possible to them. Is it reasonable to suppose that as a rule, such
people have been selected from the mass of men because of all-rqund
superiority? Or have they been selected for the possession of certain
specialized qualities making for conventional success only? Or
has chance played as large a part in putting them where they are as
any rational selective process?

Again one should say that the fundamental differences between city
life and country life are sufficient to account for the different attitudes
toward reproduction found in the people of these two types of com-
munities. Furthermore these differences will persist for a consider-
able time because they arise out of basic differences in environment.
The country man may approximate more and more to the type of the
city man but they will always have widely divergent attitudes on
family life unless our cities are remade to permit of the retention of
certain rural habits and attitudes of mind by city people. This is
by no means an impossibility but there is little probability of remade
cities in the near future. The will to remake the city will not assert
itself until city people themselves can dispassionately revalue the
purposes of life and place human living ahead of economic advantages
and personal prestige. There is little indication now of any serious
attempt on the part of city dwellers to appraise anew the things for
which they are willing to work.





