
VII 
MISCELLANEA 

Several interesting points that have come to light in the course of 
this study which do not seem to fit into any of the preceding chapters 
have been brought together under this heading. 

RATIO OF cmLDREN TO WOMEN IN UTAH 

The ratio of children to native white women in Utah is so anomalous 
in every respect that it deserves special mention. Salt Lake City 
ranks highest among the cities of over 100,000 in ratio of children to 
all native white women and fourth in ratio of children to native white 
married women. It ranks 38 and 40, respectively, in these marital 
groups for foreign-born white women. (See Tables 20 and 21, 
Chap. III.) Ogden, the only city in the State having 25,000 to 
100,000 population, ranks 2 in ratio of children to all native white 
women and 8 in ratio of children to native white married women. 
(Table 28, Chap. IV.) In ratio of children to all foreign-born white 
married women it ranks 64. 

There is nothing unexpected in these rankings for the foreign-born 
white women so we need not consider them further. Turning to the 
ratios of children to native white women among the smaller com
munities (cities of 10,000 to 25,000, of 2,500 to 10,000, and the rural 
districts) we find that Utah ranks first both for all women and for 
married women in all these communities. (Tables 34 and 37.) 
Furthermore, if our comparison is by States, Utah also ranks :first in 
the two groups of larger cities. That it does not rank :first when the 
States, as wholes, are under consideration is due to the fact that it 
has a considerably larger urban population than some of the Southern 
States which approximate it rather closely in their rural ratios. 

The difference between the cities and the rural districts in Utah is 
practically the same as elsewhere. In the rural districts the native 
whites have a ratio slightly more than twice as great as Salt Lake 
City and over three-fourths greater than Ogden.1 Clearly, for all its 
conserva.tive influence in Utah, religion can not stay the development 
of typica.J.ly urban attitudes of mind in the modem city. Just as 
clearly, it does retard their spread. That Mormonism is the chief 
influence keeping the birth rate of Utah communities above that of 
the surrounding States can not be questioned. And Utah is the best 
example in the Uni~ States of a community in which religion does 
exercise a decided influence on the birth rate. 

1 Calculated from data ID Detlllled Table I. 
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136 RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN 

Various studies 2 show that there are differences in the birth rates 
of groups of different religious faith, but generally religion is so bound 
up with other factors that the data are not conclusive. For example, 
most of our so-called new immigrants to this country prior to 1920 
(except the Jews) came from a rural group; they were poor, they had 
a low social status, and they were isolated from contact with natives. 
They were also Catholics. So, too, the Jews have all the characteris
tics commonly associated with a high birth rate in the city. It is 
impossible, of course, to say to what extent the birth rate of. these 
new immigrants is due to their social and economic status and to 
what extent it is due to religious beliefs. In Table 25, Chapter III, 
we find that the French-Canadians and Irish, older arrivals, have 
much lower ratios of children than the Poles and Italians, recent 
arrivals, although both are Catholic groups. The Scandinavians in 
this table, except in New York City (w¥ch is not a very good example 
in any event), exceed the Irish and French-Canadians, and, in general, 
the Jews also. The Scandinavians are almost wholly Protestant. 

It is impossible, therefore, in general, to tell much about the 
influence of religion on the birth rate, but in Utah the situation is 
less complicated than elsewhere and the difference in ratios of children 
to native white women between Utah and her neighbors can only be 
explained as resulting from the attitudes of mind inculcated by the 
Mormon religion. How long this influence will endure one can not 
say. Already in the cities its strength appears to be waning and it 
seems likely that before long the ratios in Utah will not be greatly 
different from those in the surrounding States. It appears very 
doubtful, then, whether any religion can long hold its professors to a 
high birth rate in the face of the manifest personal advantages of 
small families in our present urban civilization. 

It is interesting, at least, that the clearest case of the influence of 
religion in keeping the birth rate high, which this study affords, is to 
be found among the old native stock and in a native form of religion. 

RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN AMONG MINERS 

It is shown in Table A, appendix, that English and Welsh miners 
had a higher birth rate than the other occupational groups listed 
there. We found that the same was true in 1920 in the United States 
for miners' wives who had births during that year. (Chapter I, 
Table 9.) 

In Table 48 will be found the ratios of children under 7 to all women 
18 to 44 years of age for the leading coal-mining counties of the United 
States. The change in the age groups of both children and women 
from the groups usually used was necessary because of the form in 

•Holmes, S. J., Size of Families of California Students, Journal of Heredity, October, 1924; Newsholme. 
Sir A., Vital Statistics, new ed. 1923, p. 103; Thompson, Warren S., Size of Families of College Students. 
Amerlcen Statistical Association, December, 11126. 
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TABLJ!I 4:8.-CmLDBJ!IN UN»llB 7 PllB 1,000 Wo111J!IN 18 TO 44 YE.ABS OF Ao11 AND 

Pila CENT OF FoJUDioN-BOBN WHITES, IN CERTAIN BELECTllD COUNTIES IN 
THllUNITEDSTATESIN WeieBCOAL MINING IS AN l111POBTANT INDUSTRY: 1920 a 

ST.A.TB 

[Exclusive of plaom with over 10,000 Inhabitants) 

Women Children 
18 to ff under 7 
years years 
of age of age 

~484 

Chll· 
dren 

under Peroent 
7 per of 
1,000 foreign· 

women boril 
18 to ff whites 
years 
of age 

,_____ 
1, 129 --·--··· T~i!nlJ>:S. selected ......... .................................... 317, 4M I 

l======!======l====I==== 
Alabama.... • • ••• •• . Walker..................................... 9, 643 
Colorado ............. Huerrano................................... 2. 964 

Fn:f~:-:::::::::::: ~~::~-~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::: 21J:~ 
Kansas ••••••••••••••• Crawford................................... 8.041 
Kentucky •••••••••••• Harlan, Plke1 Muhlenberg.................. 20,806 
Ohio................. Belmont, Ainens, Guernsey................ 26. 521 

f .Bituminoua-Cambrla, Fayette, Westmore- 86, 458 

Pennsylvania.······· A!:~iidte-Lackawamui, Luzerne, Bohuyl- 80, 379 
• kill. 

~~:::::::::::: 8:ni:~::.::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::: ~ ~ 
Waft Vlrginla_. ••• ••• Fayette, Kanawha, Logan, McDowell...... 46, 287 
Wyoming............ Sweetwater................................. 2, 28' 

10.229 1,061 0. 7 
3.264 1, 102 16. 2 

20, 20/l 990 1L9 
6,094 MS 2. 9 
7,508 939 14.7 

25, 165 1, 210 2.0 
26. 262 990 1L2 

108, 316 1,253 20.2 

87, 9411 1,094 20.9 

li,959 1.167 0. 5 
3,286 1,286 26.9 

53, 106 1, 147 4.9 
2,lff 939 33.5 

I Fourteenth Censns ReportB, Population, 1920, Vol. W. 

which the data for counties are published. All cities of 10,000 and 
over have been omitted from these calculations because miners gen
erally live in smeller places near their work. If the ratios for these 
mining counties are compared with the average for the United States, 
743,3 for ell classes of the population, using the age groups just given, 
it will be seen that the lowest of these mining counties, Sullivan 
County, Ind., is 14.1 per cent above the average and the highest
Carbon County, Utah-is 73.1 per cent above the average for the 
United States. The average for ell these mining counties is 52 per 
cent above that for the United States. 

It should be remembered that since these ratios of children under 
7 to women 18 to 44 include children 5 and 6 years old, or approxi
mately two-fifths more children and only about one-tenth more women 
(those 18 and 19 yea.rs old) than we have had in the other calcula
tions, they are, of course, higher (27.9 per cent) than the under 5, 
20 to 44 ratios for the white population of the entire United States 
(581 ). This gives a fairly adequate idea of how the two ratios may be 
compared. 

A comparison of these mining counties with certain other special 
groups will be instructive. In Table 49 the ratios of children to 
women for rural counties in various parts of the United States are 

i given. These counties were selected because they had no urban 
I population, that is, no city of over 2,500, and because they were 

I Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. W, Population, 1920, p. 3•. 



138 RATIO OF CBILDUN TO WOMEN 

almost wholly of native white population. The ratios for the highest 
of these native white rural counties, those in Alabama, Kentucky, 
and West Virginia, a.re above the ratio of the Scandinavian counties 
in Minnesota, calculated on the same basis (see Table 25), so they 
are probably among the highest strictly rural counties in the United 
States. Yet the average ratio in them (997) is 11. 7 per cent less than 
that for the mining counties, although 34.2 per cent more than the 
average for the United States. 

TABLE 4:9.-CBILDREN UNDER 7 PER .!iOOO WOKEN 18 TO 44 YEARS OF AGE IN 
CERTAIN SELECTED NATIVE WRITE RURAL COUNTIES: 19201 

BTATll 

[E:rclusive of places of 2,000 illbabitanta and over) 

SELECTED BUBAL COUKTillll 

Nom- Per cent of Per cent of 
ber of -.. I di foreign-born 
coon- negroes In n • whites In lndl
tiea vidual countleel vidual counties 

Women 
18to44 
years 
of age 

Chil
dren 

Children 'fder Per0'r°t under 7 per 
....... 1,000 forelgn-
J-U women bori1 
ofage 18to44 whites = ~~~~~~~1~-11~~~~-1-~~~-11-~-1~~--~-----

Total for selected ------- ---------------- ---------------- 223, 072 
counties. 

Alabama-----------------
Colorado •••••••••••••••••• 

Indians ••••••••••••••••••• } 
Dllnols.. ••••••••••••••••••• 
Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kentucky ••••••••••••••••• } 
West Virginia. •••••••••••• 

7 Less than 6..... Less than 2 •••• 
3 More than 80.. Less than 3 •••• 

7 Less than 1.... Less than 6.. ••• 

22 ---------------- Less than Ii·--
19 Less than '---- Less than 3 ___ _ 

31,207 
13, 9118 

11,2115 

62,1173 

222, 470 90'1 --------

38, 232 1, 225 0. 4 
12, 930 92' 0. 1 

11, 925 1, 060 4. 0 

113, 282 8112 2. 4 

60, 733 1, 200 Q.li 

~::::::::::::::::::: > 10 Less than 2.. ••• ____ do ••••• _ 18,281 14, 708 805 LS 

Maine ••••••••••••••••••••• } 4 Leas than 1 Less than 8.. 
Vermont.................. ---- ---

Pennsylvania............. 9 Less than 2.... Less than JO ••• 

10, 793 

:M,381 

8,317 

22,3'6 

771 6.0 

916 2.6 

1 Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. III, Population 1920. 
• Direct comparisons between ratios for whites and Negroes ean not be made because the omissions In 

the enumeration of children are not the aame for the two races. 
• With the e:rceptlon of 1 county with 12 per cent of forelgn-bom whites. 

In view of some of our other findings, for example, the relation 
between the proportion of women 20 to 34 and the ratio of children, 
it seems not unlikely that a larger proportion of miners' wives than of 
farmers' wives may be in the age group 20 to 34. We have no way of 
testing this hypothesis for these particular counties but the nature 
of work in mines makes it seem probable that miners and their wives 
will average younger than farmers and their wives. It would not take 
a great deal of difference in age constitution of the women in these 
two groups of counties (Tables 48 and 49) to account for their differ
ences in ratios of children.' 

• See dlsewlslon In Chapter VI on birth rate u related to age at marriage. 
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When· we try to find reasons for the high ratio of children among 
miners in this country two facts stand out prominently. The first of 
these is that a good many of our miners, particularly those in Penn- . 
sylvania, are of foreign birth. The second is that, as a class, miners 
live an isolated rural life. Their mode of living leads to the retention 
of older rural family habits, where the wife stays at home and raises 
a family which grows without much, if any, voluntary restriction. 
As a general thing (there are exceptions of course) miners' wives can not 
get work outside the home. The fact that they do not foregather in 
factories and workrooms probably has a retarding effect on the 
dissemination of information regarding the means of family limitation. 
Furthermore, housing difficulties and the burdens of raising children 
in congested areas are not felt as heavily ill small mining camps as in 
cities. 

TABLE 50.-CRILDREN UNDER 7 PER 1,000 Wo111EN 18 TO 44 YEARS OP Ao11 
IN CERTAIN STATES SELECTED FOR HIGH A.ND Low PROPORTIONS OP FOREIGN• 
BORN WHITES: 1920 1 

811LSCTSD 8TATJ: 

LOW PBOPOBTION or rOBEIGN·BOBN WHlTJ:8 

Total ___ -··········--·--··--·············· 

Idaho ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Indlana.---------------------------------------
Iowa •••• ---------------------------------------Kentuck:v---------------------------------------New Mexico ___________________________________ _ 

Oklahoma.. ••••••••••••• ---····--··········-···--

moB PBOPOBTION or MBEIGN-BOBN WJllTE8 

Total_ •• ----····--·-•• ------ •• -• --- • -• -••• 

Massachusetts ••• --- ---------------- -----------
Rhode Island ••••••••• -------------------- -- ---
Connecticut ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New York •• ------------------------------------Minnesota _____________________________________ _ 

North Dakota ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Arizona ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NU.MBEB 

Children 

PEB CENT IN TOTAL 
POPULA.TION 

Women 18 Children under 7 Foreign· 
to 44 years under 7 =-iien~8 boril Negro 

of age years of age to 44 years white 
of age 

2,0IK,GM 1,662,641 'l1K 
_________ .. ---·------

80,611 76,1112 
694,839 406,289 
488,301 348,091 

937 9.0 0. 2 
681 6.1 2.8 
713 9.4 0.8 

470,032 409,467 
67, 2211 66,4211 

393,626 3li8, 71i6 

871 L3 9.8 
973 8.1 L6 
911 2. 0 7.4 

3, 177, 20li 632 ---------- ............................ 6,026, 149 
l=======l======F=====ll=====•I====== 

851,2M 533,637 
131,333 85,986 
293,609 211, 958 

2,34:\,866 1,400,240 
485, 140 363,004 
119, 733 126, 934 
66,240 li6, 769 

734,966 390, 677 

627 28.0 1.2 
61111 28. 7 1. 7 
722 27.3 1.11 
601 26.8 1.9 
748 20. 4 0. 4 

1,052 20.3 0.1 
857 23.4 2. 4 
1132 19.9 1.1 

I Fourteenth CllllSUS Reports, Vol. W, Population, 1920. 

Tables 50 and 51 are useful in comparing the mining counties and the 
native white rural counties. In Table 50 we have two groups of 
States, one with a very low per cent of foreign-born whites and very few 
Negroes and one with a high per cent of foreign-born whites and a few 
Negroes. The first group is also largely rural. The second group has 
both urban and rural States, the more rural being Minnesota, North 
Dakota, and Arizona, which are also the States with the highest 
ratios. When we compare these native rural States with the native 
rural counties in Table 49 we find that the ratio of the latter averages 
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25.6 per cent higher, while, as compared with the States having high 
per cents of foreign bom, the rural counties are 57.8 per cent higher. 

TABLE 51.-CBILDREN UNDER 7 PER liOOO WOKEN 18 TO 44 YEA.BS 01' AGE IN 
CERTAIN CITIES 01' OVER 100,000 NBABITANTS SELECTED l'OR HIGH AND 
Low PBoPOBTIONs o:r FoBllIGN-BOBN WeITlls: 1920 1 

LOW ROPOBTJOM or lrOllBIG1'•BOB1' WBITBll 

Total ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Columbus, Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dayton, Ohio ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Des Moines, Iowa. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kansas City, Mo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Reading, Pa •• ·······························---

BIGH PROPORTION or lrOllBIG1'·BOB1' WBITBll 

Total ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Fall River, Mass •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lowell, M888 ••• --·--··- -·---------·----·-·----
New Bedford, M888---·-----··--·-----·--------
New York, N. Y ·-·--····--·-------------·------

~~W::::.·:J:c:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

1111KBEB 

Children 
Women 18 Children under 7 Foreign· 
to « Je8l'll under 7 per 1·~. boril Negro 

of age Je8l'llof age := wbit.e 
of age 

l=======l======F=====IF====•F===== 
233, 1182 100, 4118 

67,0M 28,867 
as, 7117 111, 39'J 
31, 71111 16,427 
116,10& 33, 609 
23,838 H,263 

----------- ................... 
•n 8.8 11.• 
M2 8.8 6.9 
.so 8.9 ... 
3IK s.• 11. 6 
lill8 8.9 0.9 

I, 616, 408 883,818 llSI .................... .................... 
28,339 18, 980 
26,llOll 18, 1112 
28, 137 17,870 

1,349,llft 780,376 
31,237 17,944 
63,883 32,497 

'121 36.1 o.a 
824 33.7 0. 2 
835 to.2 '-1 
678 36.• 2. 7 
117• 83.2 Ll 
eoa 211.0 2.' 

I Fourteenth Census Reports, Population, 1920, Vol. ill. 

In Table 51 we have two groups of cities of over 100,000. The 
first group consists of those having the lowest proportions of foreign
bom whites and 'the second group of tho8e with very high proportions. 
The latter have the higher ratios (24.3 per cent) as we should expect, 
but they are both low as compared with the rural counties, the mining 
counties, and the rural States. Again we find the large differences in 
ratios between urban and rural districts to which attention has so 
frequently been called. 

The birth rate in different groups in the United States to-day is so 
largely determined by the different environmental conditions under 
which people live that race and nationality, except as they are inti
mately associated with certain environmental conditions, need not be 
given much thought. H environmental conditions hostile to growth, 
as some environments obviously are, become general, we may in the 
not distant future have occasion to worry over a stationary or 
declining population. If, on the other hand, conditions similar to 
those leading miners to raise large families should become general 
(this does not appear at all likely), then we may have to face the 
problem of overpopulation. 

H ever we are to control population growth intelligently, it must 
be through the development of environmental conditions conducive 
to the proper rate of population growth from the right sources. More 
is said on this matter in Chapter IX. 
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RATIO OF CHILDREN TO WOMEN AMONG NEGROES 

The ratios of children to a.II Negro women and to married Negro 
women are given in Table 52 for all States having 1,000 or more Negro 
women 20 to 44 years of age, and also for communities of different 
sizes. 

The first facts to attract attention in this table are the very low 
ratios in practically all States outside of the South. Rhode Island 
is the only Northern State having a ratio of children to Negro women 
over 400, while in no State of the South is the ratio below 400. 
Clearly the Negro is not as prolific in the Northern and Western 
States as in the Southern States. One of the causes of this difference 
between the northern and southern Negro is obvious. In the North 
and West, the Negro is primarily an urban dweller and he has a strong 
tendency to congregate in the largest cities. This is seen ·clearly in 
columns A, B, C, and D of Table 52 where the total Negro population 
of each State and the numbers in cities of 100,000 and over, in cities 
of 25,000 to 100,000, and in rural districts are given. Column C of 
Table 53 gives the per cent of the total Negro population that is 
rural. The ratio of children to Negro women rises almost directly as 
the per cent of the total Negro population that is rural rises. Massa
chusetts, Rhode Island, and Arizona are the only conspicuous excep-. 
tions in this respect. In the two New England States the Negroes 
are largely urban and have fairly high ratios, while in Arizona the 
Negroes are largely rure.l and have a low ratio. 

There is a very large range in the ratios of Negroes in the different 
States-much larger than the range among the whites of either 
nativity group. North Carolina ranks highest with a ratio of 798 
and Minnesota ranks lowest with 242. (Table 53.) The former 
ratio is 3.3 times the Jatter. This is such a very large range that it 
suggests the probability of errors of considerable magnitude in 
reporting the numbers of Negro children and in the statement of age 
of Negro women. The fact that in a good many States and in the 
country as a whole, the number of Negro children 5 to 9 is greater 
than the number under 5 points to the same conclusion. But it 
does not seem likeJy that such errors are sufficiently and consistently 
biased in one direction in the North, and in the other direction in 
the South, to issue in the results we have here, for a careful inspection 
·of the age groups among Negroes shows that the group 5 to 9 is almost 
consistently larger than the group under 5 in the South, while in the 
North it is just the other way about. The error in ages reported 
would, therefore, tend to minimize the differences in ratios between 
the North and the South rather than to exaggerate them.6 

• It Is not UDllkely that there really are more children 5 to 9 than under 5 among the sou them Negroes 
In some localities due to the very rapid movement of young negro women to the cities which took place 
ID the live or six years preceding 1920. 



TABLE l$9.-NEGB.o POPULATION IN Co111111NITIES OP DIPPED.ENT SIZES AND CHILDREN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NEGRO WoKEN 20 To 44 
YEARS OP AGE, BY MARITAL CONDITION, IN ALL STATES HAVING 1,000 ox MoB.E NEGRO Wo11EN 20 TO 44 YEA.RS OP AGE, BY 
DIVISIONS! 1920 1 

[Ratios not shown wlwe base Is leis than 1,000) 

'l'OTAL NllGBO 10PUUTION CllJLDBllN 171'DllB 11 l'llB 1,000 NllOBO WOKllN 20 TO '4 YllABS OJ' AOB 

Cltlel AD Negro women Married, widowed, or divorced Negro woman 

DIVlllION AND llTA'fli Cltlal Cities 
Total tor 

~o:l- 25,000 Rural dla-
State trlata Total 

1\000 Rural Total 
~~ 25,000 Rural to l~CJOO for : 26,000 2,llOO for 10,000 ~ tants and IDha I- to to districts to to dlstrlct8 over tan ts State ltants ~~ ~~ fu\C::. 

State I tan ts 100,000 ~~ a.~ and and IDhab-
over I tan ts ltants I tan ts over ltants ltants ltants 

~ ----- '--""- ----'--""- ---
.& B c D • I' G B I ~ K L II N 0 • 

UlllTD SuTU•----- 10,483, 131 1,88',6711 7211,271 O,llm,858 6411 257 294 888 870 743 85' 316 8S6 410 468 875 
Nsw ENGLAND ••••••••••• '19,051 47, 730 13,2111 7,881i - 875 m 484 844 662 li38 480 671 658 899 744 Mll888Chuaetts ________ 

46,466 31,076 0,934 1,1142 8ll8 867 391 89'J 677 730 1536 477 6'19 &!Ill G88 933 Rhode Island _________ 
10,038 6, OM 2,218 328 480 431 4IK '1311 730 -------- 630 658 668 1124 928 --------Connectlollt ___________ 
21,0tG 11,000 8,416 4,381 3112 871 827 687 444 467 4llO 464 407 1154 .................. 818 

MJDDU ATL.\JITIC--~----- 800, 183 3711, 780 81,933 82, 761 ., 256 2811 891 867 601 383 880 878 481 477 1134 New Yort ____________ 
198,483 1112, 996 10, 1211 13,271 2MI 2211 :m 831 317 48' 3311 813 872 425 4611 IH6 New Jeney ___________ 
117,132 89,843 28,220 24,804 369 345 lll58 345 348 640 448 416 841 «II 462 1173 P8IUl8)'lvaDla ••••••••• 284,668 173,441 28,684 44,11711 819 266 162 430 406 491 3118 128 434 609 4117 CIOU 

EAllT NOBTB CBNTllAL ••• 614,654 801, 1182 76,838 115.881 2llO 287 324 876 408 llG6 844 714 874 4311 4118 872 Ohfo __________________ 
18G, 187 118,6811 17,241 80,212 330 266 1181 441 421 fN1 885 870 417 616 618 718 IndJana _______________ 
80,810 34,1178 24,11611 8,1187 319 282 2116 8811 406 632 874 831 MO 437 614 11117 llllnofs ________________ 

162, 714 108,41511 28,610 Sl,6411 2llO 201 328 830 384 618 804 2Sli ll7ll 885 448 "808 
Mlebl&an------------- ,= 41,928 11,162 6.078 281 280 852 407 483 OM 816 258 895· 4115 651 749 WfsooDBln _____________ 

2,2211 871 860 816 242 225 426 ---·---- 6n 868 '78 2'18 473 -------- 713 
WBllT NOBTB CllNTBAL.... 273,621 138,108 19,1110 116. 9llO .. 221 816 841 888 688 867 261 867 418 449 682 

Mlnneeota. - ---------- 8, SOii 7,808 4115 l5SD 242 231 252 ........................ -------- -------- 2'18 252 2611 -------- -------- ........................ Iowa __________________ 19, OOli 6,612 4,006 8,880 8711 345 3811 8511 434 608 434 COB 8118 415 608 687 Missouri ______________ 178, 241 100,673 0,614 44,074 281 200 "" 812 317 6711 840 240 314 8117 3116 6Uli 
Neb1'118ta. - ------ ----- 13,242 10,815 8116 1,121 270 248 2118 ....................... 414 629 808 714 861 -------- 466 626 Kansas_ ______________ 

67, 1126 14,(06 7,817 16,8211 8ll8 8211 8611 11118 4611 638 470 188 481 430 651 1167 

...... 
~ 

§ 
0 

fi 

I 
li'l 

~ 

I 



• 

Boum ATLANTIC ___________ 4, 215, 154 2'19,'J/97 351,233 3, 180, 749 661 289 
Delaware •• ------------ 30,335 10, 7(6 -----2,"'Mi" 17,843 477 268 

~~:::::::::::: 2",4711 lG!,822 119,970 484 296 
800,017 97,438 118,&IO 480,888 flZ1 308 

West Virginia •••••••••• 1::= ................................ 10,:166 63,801 502 --------North carouna ________ .............................. 65,tlll2 608,242 7118 ....................... 
South Carolina.. •••••••• 864, 719 ---·a;799· 46, 781 746,230 761 ....................... 

~1:.:::::::::::::::: 1,208,365 911,947 9113, 329 038 256 
329,487 ................................. n, 7211 208,891 483 ... ..................... 

EUT BoU'rll CJ:NTBAL ••••• 2,623, 1132 7111, 131 00,278 1,952,216 672 249 Kentucky ______________ 235,938 46,087 16,.BM 130,545 421 215 
Tennessee •• ------------ 451, 758 96,814 ao, 191 281, 294 496 ~ 

Alabama--------------- 900, 652 'I0,230 43, 733 703,819 611 805 
Mississippi.. ••••••••••• 985, 184 ................................ ----------- 836,668 616 ....................... 

WllST Boum CJ:NTBAL.. ••• 2,063, 579 189,150 lCK, 152 1,628,297 644 258 
Arkansas ••• ------------ 472, 220 ---ioo;uao· 21,061 3118, 628 M2 ...................... 
Louisiana-------------- 700,257 17,485 lloo,1144 667 293 
Oklahoma •••• ---------- 149,408 ----88;-- 24, 814 101, SOl 15611 --------
Texas------------------ 741,694 41,292 618,321 623 221 

MOUNTAIN ••••••••••••••••• S0,801 6, 7118 3,958 14, 128 2114 196 
Colorado ••••••••••••••• 11, 318 6,075 2,48' 1,964 2118 194 
Arizona •••••••••••••••• 8,005 -----·----- 1,076 5,874 268 .................. 

PACll'JC _____________________ 
47, 790 28,850 8,7M 6,278 271 228 

W~D------------ 6,883 3,621 1,088 1, 101 268 Q 

Calli -------------- 88, 763 23,482 4,687 4,876 273 227 

301 389 893 828 800 
·--·---- --·----- 410 876 616 

8911 867 412 7114 610 
359 359 431 1144 7119 
271 862 41111 677 m 
352 '°' 494 9(6 1,006 
301 863 892 858 922 
2'5 315 .,. 797 744 
290 li08 312 629 668 - 3IK IMS 8118 8711 
254 31111 3211 fKfl 618 
261 833 356 no 15118 
274 853 395 729 724 

-------- 276 317 669 713 

263 296 M3 878 631 
250 251 812 621 621 
248 2911 888 088 1162 
2911 359 864 736 647 
255 292 825 698 tm 

270 252 200 829 298 
297 -------- 845 441 800 
233 210 259 317 29'J 

312 868 832 457 817 
838 -------- 818 433 802 
807 867 139 &66 822 

365 366 
:MIS -------· 880" 6n 
8IK 650 

.................. 3'7 

........................ (49 
871 

lm 291 
....................... 335 

2915 819 
271 318 
269 80ll 
3(6 327 

...................... ... .................. 

310 80ll 
---·---- 298 

:MIS 291 
-------- 351 

258 297 

227 308 
228 845 

....................... 259 

259 876 
228 386 
265 874 

tlill 

-------· 494 
476 
461 
618 
445 
871 
&911 

868 
335 
418 
411 
338 

348 
286 
863 
418 
3'4 

294 
--------...................... 

436 
--------441 

tl!6 
623 
627 
654 
l505 
639 
4118 
438 
888 

430 
411 
444 
471 
3111 

406 
868 
467 
420 
387 

818 
878 
2711 

3118 
389 
409 

1, 

1, 
1, 

989 
82U 
983 
CK& 
644 
18& 
083 
921 

.0 

812 
72& 
862 
1188 
768 

772 
8118 
BOii 
SM 
7119 

868 
4118 
8311 

624 
477 
£28 

1 Columns E to P from Detailed Table I· columns A to D from Fourteenth Censna, Vol. II, Pl>- 90-100. 
1 Total ftgmes for the United States and the divisions are used, even though, 88 In the New England division, not all the Individual States have enough Negro women 20 to 44 

to appeer separat.ely. District of Columbia Is Included In the United States 88 a whole only. 
NOTli.-The ratios given here and In the other tables In this section on Negroes are based on the actual data given In the census unle8ll otherwise stated. They should not be 

compared with the ratios for whites becaWl8 the omissions of young children from the census count are probably qwt.e dl1fe111nt In the two races. The ratloa of children In dffterent 
groups of Negroes can be compared1 however, with a fair degree of accuracy. At a number of ~ta, however, the data for Negroes Indicate that there are omlsalons of cblldren or 
millstataments of age of women ror which we have no means of conect1on. The best that can be done Is to make IOIDe allowanees of a general nature. This Is done at certain 
points In the tut. 

I 

..... 
t 
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TABLE 1>3.--STATES ARRANGED AccoRDIN'G TO RATIO OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 
TO NEGRO WOMEN' 20 TO 44 YEARS 01' AGE WITH PER CENTS AND RATIOS FOR 
CERTAIN OTHER FACTORS: 1920 1 

[States having less than 1,000 Negro women 20 to 44.years or age are omitted] 

CHILDREN UNDER IS 
PBR 1,000 NEGRO Per cent Per cent 
WOKEN 20 TO 44 Per cent Per eent or all Ne- or Negro 
Tll:ARSOl'.t.GE or total of total growomen women 

Negro who are STATE 
Pllfiulatlon \:pul.a- that are married Married hat Is ton that 20 to 34 widowed, 

All widowed, rural Is Negro years of or 
women or age divorced divorced 

women 

A. B c D B I' 
North Carolina ________________________ 798 1,006 79. 7 29.8 23. 7 79.3 South Carolina ________________________ 761 922 86.6 51.4 24.3 82.5 
Oeol'l!ia---------- -- -- -- --- --- ---- --- --- 638 744 77.4 41. 7 25. 7 85.8 
Virginia.---------------------- --- -- -_. 637 799 69. 7 29.9 24. 6 79. 7 
Mississippi .• -------------------------- 616 713 89.5 52.2 25.2 86.2 

Alabama._---------------------------- 611 724 7S. l 38.4 24.9 84.4 
Oklahoma .. --------------------------- 569 647 67.11 7.4 26. 7 87.8 Louisiana ______________________________ 

557 662 72.8 38.11 26. 6 84.1 Arkansas. _____________________________ 
M2 621 84.4 27.0 26. 9 89.0 

Texas ______ -- -- --- -- ----- -------- ---- -- 523 001 69.11 15.11 28.8 81!.2 

West Virginia. - ----------------------- 50'J 582 74.0 5.11 31.11 86. 3 
Tennessee.---------------------------- 4116 5113 62. 3 19. 3 27.1 83.6 

M~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 484 610 4tp 16.11 27.1 79.3 
483 553 63. 4 34.0 28.11 87.4 Rhode Island __________________________ 480 630 3. 2 1. 7 24. 7 76. l 

Delaware------------------------------ 477 616 57.2 13.6 26. 6 77.5 
Kentucky_---------------------------- 421 518 65. 3 9.8 26.11 81.4 Kansas ___________________ ---- _________ 399 470 27.3 3.3 26.8 84.11 Massachusetts __________________ --- ____ 399 536 4.1 1.2 30. 4 74.5 Connecticut ___ .-------________________ 3112 490 20.11 1.5 30.0 79.11 
Iowa. ________________ ---- _____________ 3711 434 19. a 0.8 30.4 87.3 
New JerseY---------------------------- 3li2 ~ 21.2 a. 7 31.0 78.8 
Ohio _____ ---- -- --- -- --- -- -- --- ---- ----- 330 385 16. 2 3.2 33.11 86. 7 
Pennsylvania.------------------------- 319 393 15. 7 3.3 34.1 81.1 Indiana ______ ---- ______________ ----- ___ 3111 374 11.l 2.8 31.2 85. 2 

Wisconsin----------------------------- 316 368 16. 3 0. 2 36.8 85.8 
Missouri. ____ ----- -----_ ---_ -_ -_ -_ -_ --- 281 340 24. 7 5. 2 31.6 82. 7 Michigan ____ --_ -____ . --- -- _________ . __ 281 316 8.4 1.6 41.8 89. l 
California. _____ ------ --- _____ ---- ___ -- 273 322 12. 6 1.1 30. 7 84.11 
Nebraska ______ ------ _____ ------ _______ 270 306 8. 5 1. 0 36.2 88. l 

Arizona ______ -- ___ -- -- ____ -___ --- ______ 268 2112 67.1 2. 4 38.5 91.11 Washington _______________ ----- __ ----- 268 302 16.0 0.5 29.2 88.8 
Illinois. - -- -- ----- ---- ------- --- -- --- -- 260 304 11.3 2. 8 35. 4 85.5 
Colorado._---------------------------- 258 300 17. 3 1.2 28. 7 86.0 
New York.---------------·-------- __ --- 246 336 6. 7 Lii 39.2 73. 2 
Minnesota. ___ ---- --- __ --- _____________ 242 278 6.3 0.4 34.0 87.0 

1 Columns A and B Crom Detailed Table I; column C calculated by subtraction Crom data on p. 88, 
Fourteenth Census, Vol. II; Population, 11120; column D Crom p. 33, Vol. II; column E calculated by 
addition of per cents Crom pp. 1811-286, Vol. II; column F Crom Detailed Table II. 

It appears, then, that in the Northern States where the Negroes are 
urban, they have exceedingly low ratios, much lower than the whites in 
the same areas (see Table 11), while in the Southern States, where most 
of the Negroes live in the country, the ratios are high, probably higher 
than those of the whites in the same area. A comparison of the ratios 
of children to Negro women with the ratios of children to native 
white women in certain areas is given in Table 54. In all of the cities 
listed the ratio of children to native white women is over one-third 
greater than the ratio to Negro women. The differences are even 
greater in the northern cities. The Northern States likewise show 
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much greater differences than the Southem States. Indeed, in 
several of the Southem States, considered. as wholes, the differences 
are so slight that they have very little, if any, significance. In the rural 
parts of the States the Negro ratio approaches that of the native 
whites fairly closely except in three or four States and even exceeds 
it in some of the Southem States. In general, the ratio of children 
among the rural Negroes is fairly high except in some of the Northern 
States where the number of rural communities is exceedingly small, 
too small to be of much significance. 

TABLE 64.-CHILDRIDN UNDIDR li PER 1,000 WOKEN, POR NATIVE WmTE AND 
POB NEGRO WoMEN 20 To 44 YEARS OP AGE, AND PER CENT RATIO OP CHILDREN 
TO NATIVE WHITE WOMEN ExOEEDS RATIO 01' CHILDREN TO NllGRO WOMEN 
IN CERTAIN STATIDS AND CITIES ARRANGED AoooRDING TO RATIOS POR NEGRO 
WoM:mN: 19201 

(Ratios DOt shown when base la less than 1,000) 

ClllLDBllM UNDJ:B II PllB l,000 WOllllM 
llO TO " TliB8 or AOll 

PJ:B CB!IT BU'IO ·roa 
MATIVB WBITll 
WOllJ:M :U:CllllDS 
B.\TIO roa MllOBO 
WOllU 

Native white 
women Negro women 

Entire 
1-E-nt_lre__,-R-ural--1-E-n-tlre-.,.-R-ural--11 s':t~ or 

State or part of State or part of 

Rural 
pert of 
State 

SUTU 
North Carolina __________________ ••••••• _ 
South Carolina---···-················--· 

f Ei~!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
KaD888-----········-···-················ Ohio •••• _ •••• ··-· •••••••• ···-· __ •• __ •• __ • 
).llssourl •• _. _____ ••••••• ·-•• ·-·-•• ·-·-· •• 
California ••• - •• - ••••••••• --·- •• -- ----- •• 
Dllnola •• - --·-·-·· - ••••• ·-•• --·-••••••••• 
N- York.--········-···-·-············· 
Mlnneaotll..----·-···-··-··-·-·--······-·· 

emu 

g.:i~:·::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Iw:1~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
N-Yorlr: CltY---·-·······-·····-······1 
Chleago········---·-·················-·· 

1 From Detailed Table I. 

city State city State 

827 
777 
731 
888 
7'0 
788 
674 
482 
510 
341 
450 
3112 
638 

910 
872 
8611 
800 
813 
8IK 
663 
633 
685 
001 
818 
494 
887 

431 -·--·--··· 
398 -·-··-···· 
370 ·-··· ····-
3'7 ··-······· 
318 --········ 
332 •••••••••• 

798 948 
761 8ll8 
838 797 
837 844 
816 689 
811 729 
399 1139 
330 fNI 
281 676 
273 466 
280 618 
248 464 
242 ·---···--· 

305 -··-·-·-·· 
2113 ····-····· 
259 --- ···-··· 
256 ·--·-····· 
228 ····-·-··· 
201 ----······ 

u -3.8 
2.1 1.8 

14.6 9.0 
8.0 -4.1 

20.3 2L6 
28. 8 22.8 
43. 8 23.0 
44.0 6.0 
81. 6 18.9 
24.9 9.9 
73.0 19. 3 
47.1 6.6 

122. 3 ·······-·-

41. 3 ----------
35.1 ----------
42. 8 ·--····-·· 
47. 2 ·······-·· 
38.8 ·-·-······ 
85. 0 ····------

In view of the fact that the omissions of Negro children under five 
from the census count is probably considerably greater than that of 
white children, the situation can be quite accurately summed up as 
follows: In the South, except in the cities, the ratio of children to 
Negro women is probably greater than among the white women, but 
in the North this is not the case, except possibly in the rural popula
tion of a few States. In the cities, both in the North and the South, 
the Negroes have much smaller ratios of children than the whites, 
even when due allowance is made for omissions: City life seems to 
have an even more depressing effect on the Negro birth rate than on 
that of the whites. 
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TABLE lilS.-CmLDBEN UNDER 5 PER 1,000 NEGRO WolllDN 20 TO 44 YEA.Rs or 
Ao~ BY MARITAL CONDITION, AND Pila CENTS l'OB CERTAIN OTna FACTORS, 
IN VITIES OP 25,000 INHABITANTS A.ND OVBB HAVING 2,000 OB MORE NEGRO 
WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OP AoE: 1920 1 

[Cltlell ananpd 11000rdina to ratloe of l'hildnm to Dtlll'O W0111811] 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Charlotte, N. C--------------------------------

ifi;:f [~R~~mrnmrn~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
t~t£~!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
~~~rnrnrn~rn~rnrn~rnrn~ 
t=~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: c=h, PL--------------------------------

Indiana;;~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~ 

t~~~~~~~~rn~~~~~rn~~rn~~rn~rn 
f i!t4;~~~~~rnrn~rnmrn~rnrn~ 
Philadelphia, PL-----------------------------· 
Atlanta, OL-----------------------------------
OklaholDa City, Okla--------------------------
~i:n~:'"oiiio.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

te~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Clncinna~hlo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Little Rock, Ark-------------------------------

NSGBO WOJlllN llO 'fO " YllABS 
01' A.Gii . 

Chlldnm under 5 
per 1,000 Dtlll'O 
women Peroant 

married, 
widowed, or 

Married, divorced 
widowea, All 

women 

A 

442 
(00 
SS4 
S78 
36' 

3118 
335 
3311 
~ 
323 

321 
317 
314 
312 
312 

308 
308 
301 
2113 
llllGI 

2111 
287 
288 
283 
282 

281 
280 
278 
270 
288 

288 
264 
263 
282 
259 

269 
2li6 
2M 
2M 
258 

.2'8 
248 
2'8 
247 
244 

or 
divorced 

• 
630 
499 
'54 
489 
469 

490 
~ 
368 
386 
368 

4'11 
387 
404 
381 
353 

388 
348 
356 
S80 
8811 

339 
358 
338 
346 
331 

332 
842 
886 
IQ! 
8811 

388 
321 
353 
322 
8'11 

3211 
ao:a 
2112 
288 
288 

2911 
2111 
289 
2114 
290 

c 
83.8 
80.2 
M.6 
77.0 
711.8 

73.1 
76. 7 
89.1 
83.8 
88.1 

75. l 
82.0 
77.8 
8L8 
88.4 

83.2 
88.1 
85.0 
77.8 
711. 7 

88.0 
80. 7 
85.2 
82.0 
86.1 

M.8 
82.1 
76.8 
87.11 
72.11 

711. 0 
82.3 
74.4 
8L2 
78.11 

711. 7 
M.7 
88.8 
88.1 
87.9 

82.9 
85.5 
85. 7 
83.11 
M.2 

Per oant of Per oant 
all Necro of total 
women population 

that are 20 t!mt Is 
to 34 years Negro 

of 11118 

D II: 

89.0 31.3 
so. 5 40.3 
33. 7 42. 7 
34.8 18.4 
34.3 3L8 

29.4 '11. 7 
32. 3 43.11 
30. 3 14. 2 
36.9 4.1 
33.5 6.11 

32.11 31.5 
36.0 47.8 
39.2 42.8 
39.5 39.6 
38.0 32. 7 

38.1 12.3 
36.8 89.3 
36.1 9.4 
34.2 14.8 
38.0 !18.l 

32.11 38.5 
88.4 87.6 
34.4 0.4 
32. 2 14. a 
33.4 11.0 

33.4 89.8 
33. 7 211.2 
33.11 2.2 
88.8 46.8 
au ti.I 

88.8 88.5 
42.3 46.8 
32.1 26. l 
4L8 80.1 
S0.2 30.0 

87.8 7.4 
87.2 31.8 
38.8 11.0 
86.3 43. 8 
42.8 4.3 

34.4 43.0 
87.3 39.11 
87.11 32.8 
36.5 7.5 
811.8 !18.8 

~= W~br__________________________________ = = ::: :g 2U 

~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ ~ ::1 ~~ ,tr 
Los Angeles, Call!--------------"--------------- 230 269 85. 8 32. 8 2. 7 

t Columns A and B, Detailed Table I; column C, Detailed Table Il; colWDD.9 D and E, Fourteenth 
Census Reports Vol. II, Population, 1920. · 
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TABLJD 55.-CmLDBllN UNDEB 5 PEB 11000 NEGBO WOMEN 20 TO 44 YE.A.BB OJ' 

AGJEJ BY MARITAL CONDITION, AND PEB CENTS J'OB CERT.A.TN OTHER FACTOBB, 
IN l.iITIEB OF 25,000 INHABITANTS A.ND OvEB HAVING 2,000 OB MoBm NmGBO 
WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEA.BB OP AGE: 1920-Continued 

r.~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Ee;:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
if=~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Atlantic City, N.1-----------------------------
X8D888 City, Mo·-----------------------------

NBGBO WOKEN 20 TO " TLUIS 
01' .A.OB 

Percent 
-----· married, 

Married w:i1~:.~:r 

Children under 6 
per 1,000 negro 
women 

All widowed, 
women or 

divorced 

A. • c 
228 313 '12.8 
?Zr 2M 89.5 
226 265 85.2 
217 259 83.8 

216 2'7 87.3 
215 711 711. 2 
213 239 89.3 
ml 24.6 84..6 

205 24.3 84..4. 
201 235 85.6 
177 232 76.0 
162 1118 82.0 

Percent of 
all Negro Per cent 
women of total 

that are 20 population 
to 34t years tb&t Is 

of age Negro 

D E 

41.6 2. 7 
4.7.6 4..1 
4.0.3 14..11 
36.2 11.0 

37.5 2U 
33.2 17.1 
8&11 16.l 
8&2 22.3 

37.4. 37.7 
311. 7 4..1 
au 21.6 
8&3 11.6 

In Table 55 all the cities of over 25,000 inhabitants having 2,000 or 
more Negro women 20 to 44 years of age are listed according to the 
ratio of children to Negro women. The highest ratio here is 442 in 
Miami, Fla., and the lowest is 162 in Kansas City, Mo. 

There appears to be a considerable diff erencc between northern 
and western, and southern cities in ratio of children to Nf.gro women. 
Of the 10 cities having the highest ratios, 7 are small southern cities 
and 3 are northern cities; of the next 10, only 1 is in the North. 
Thus 16 out of the first 20 are southern cities. Of the 20 hf!.ving the 
lowest ratios, on the other hand, only 11 are southern cities. Among 
the Negroes as among the whites there seems to be a slight tendency 
for the southern cities to have higher ratios of children than the 
northern and western cities. How confused the situation is, however, 
can be shown by some concrete examples: Chicago is just barely 
lower than Dallas, Memphis, and Galveston; Savannah is just barely 
higher than Los Angeles and New York; while Fort Worth stands 
between Detroit and St. Louis, and Atlanta is lower than Phila
delphia. Clearly urban living both in the North and the South 
results in a great reluctance on the part of Negro women to bear 
children. 

Before attempting to set forth the reasons for the very low ratios 
of children to Negro women in the cities and to evaluate them, we 
shall point out their significance from the standpoint of a stationary 
population. 
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RATIOS NECESSARY FOB llAINTBNANCE OF POPULATION 

In Table 59 in Chapter VIII, we find that in States of the registra
tion area having less than 4 per cent Negroes it would take a ratio of 
361 children per 1,000 Negro women 20 to 44 years of age tomaintain 
the population with its present age and sex constitution and with the 
death rates of 1920. By comparing this with the ratios in Table 53, 
column A, we find that there are 15 States having fewer than enough 
children to maintain their numbers with present age and sex consti
tution and 1920 death rates. Nearly all of these are Northern or 
Western States with comparatively small Negro populations, although 
New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Ohio, Illinois, and Missouri 
have considerable numbers. Missouri. is the only one of these 10 
having over 4 per cent of Negroes in its total population. In States 
having over 5 per cent Negroes, on account of less favorable age and 
sex constitution, it takes a ratio of 418 children per 1,000 Negro 
women 20 t-0 44 years of age to maintain their numbers temporarily. 
All the States, except Missouri, having over 5 per cent Negroes exceed 
this figure. The Southern States in particular have a substantial 
excess over the ratio needed for temporary maintenance, and due to 
the considerable omissions of Negro children the margins are greater 
than they appear here. It is also probable that it is only because of 
these omissions that the ratios shown by some of the Northern States . 
are not high enough to maintain the Negro population. 

For permanent maintenance, the States with less than 4 per cent 
Negroes need a ratio of 572 children per 1,000 women; and no State 
in this group exceeds 481. The States with over 5 per cent Negroes 
need a ratio of 576. Only six of the Southern States exceed this 
figure. It is clear then that even when allowance is made for consider
able underenumeration of Negro children the Negroes in the United 
States outside the rural South are raising only enough chil~en to 
add slightly to their numbers under present conditions, but not enough 
to maintain them when age and sex groups become adjusted to the 
present birth rate.a 

In the cities the situation is even worse. In the large cities for 
which life table data are available in 1920, it took 328 children per 
1,000 Negro women to maintain their population temporarily. Table 
55 shows that there were only seven of the cities having 2,000 or 
more Negro women 20 to 44 in which a ratio as high as 328 prevailed. 
The majority of these are rather small southern cities. For per
manent maintenance in a stationary population, the ratio would be 
744 and none of them exceeds 442. Thus, even taking into considera
tion the underenumeration of young Negro children there can be no 
reasonable doubt that in 1920 there were not enough Negro children in 

• See Chap. vm for meaning of temporary and permanent replacement. 
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most of the larger cities to maintain the Negro population if migration 
to them had ceased at that time. In the near future the cities may 
be expected to show an even greater deficiency. 

It will be well to call attention to the fact that since 1920 the vital 
statistics of the United States indicate a rise in the urban Negro birth 
rate for the period 1920-1924 as compared with 1915-1919, also a 
decline in the death rate, especially in the inf ant mortality rate. 
The decline in the death rate can be readily accounted for in view of 
the progress of the public health movement. The increase in the 
birth rate is less easily explained. One factor may be the increasing 
accuracy of birth registration. Of course, any rise due to this factor 
is purely fictitious. But probably the generally disturbed conditions 
of the four or five years preceding 1920 resulted in fewer births than 
would have taken place under more normal conditions. This defi
ciency would naturally be made up to a certain extent with the return 
to more normal times. Consequently it may well be that the ratios 
of children to Negro women in 1920 are too low to be considered normal 
at that time. The Negroes in the northern cities were particularly 
upset in the period 1915-1919 because of the great migration from 
the South, the large number of the younger men in the Army, and 
the general uncertainty surrounding their life in a new environment. 
This would undoubtedly have a depressing effect on the birth rate. 

When all the various factors are taken account of it appears to be 
urban living rather than latitude that is playing havoc with the repro
ductive life of city-dwelling Negroes at the present time. This is 
also shown in Table 52 where the ratios of children to Negro women 
in communities of different sizes are given. With very few exceptions 
the ratio of children to Negro women rises as the size of the community 
decreases. Everywhere the rural population has the highest ratio; 
and with the exception of the N orthem and W.estem States, where it 
is quite small, the rural population has an excess over the needs for 
permanent maintenance (576). 

Thus we find that Negroes, like whites, but even more rapidly, are 
losfug their reproductive vitality by living in cities. For the Negro 
to leave the rural, SO'ldh means that he has taken a long step 
toward becoming sterile. 

SURVIVAL RATES FOR WHITES AND NEGROES 

As we have shown, the ratio of children to Negro women is generally 
lower than among whites except in the rural South. One of the 
important reasons for the lower ratios among Negroes is their higher 
death rate. Table 56 gives data showing the differences in survival 
rates of whites and Negroes in certain comparable areas. 

Negroes everywhere have a much higher death rate than the whites 
amorig whom they live. The largest difference in this respect appears 
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in the large cities group where at 7 years of age 85.4 per cent of the 
possible number of whites will be alive, while only 75.4 per cent of the 
possible number of Negroes will be living. The di1ference is least in 
the rural South. Using North Carolina as typical for the whites in 
the South, the per cents for the whites and Negroes are 88.9 per cent 
and 83.7 per cent, respectively. Parenthetically, it may be men
tioned that the least difference between whites and Negroes is that 
between the Negroes of the rural South with 83. 7 per cent surviving 
at age 7 and the aggregate whites in the 14 large cities with 85.4 per 
cent. 

TABL:m 56.-NuKBllB OP SURVIVORS AT DIPnRBNT Ao:ms no11 100,000 BoRN 
AT A. GIVEN Tnlll POK CERTAIN COllPA.RABLB NllGRO A.ND WHITE POPULATION 
GROUPS: 1920 l 

8'11BVIVOU AT OIVJIN AOU 

Item 
At 1 year I At 2 years At 7 years 

== irn1~ 1f::e ~ttT:i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Whites In OrfKinal ~tlon States·----------------------
Negroes In OrfKinal ~ StateB-----------------------

WhHes lu North Carolina •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Negroes In States having more than II per cent Negroes.. _____ _ 

I Bureau of the Census, United States Abrldaed Life Tables, 1919-20, p. UL 

88,481 
80,ate 

1111,050 
81,4114 

90,878 
86, 7411 

811,3116 
75,38' 

88,411 
77, 109 

88,947 
83, 6115 

This difference in survival rate of whites and Negroes and (taking 
into consideration the greater underenumeration among Negroes in 
the rural South) is sufficient to account for most of such differences 
in the ratios in these two groups as wern found in this section of the 
country. It appears that in the rural South the birth rate of the 
Negroes is about the same as or even a little higher than that of the 
whites, but since among them fewer children survive to 5 years of 
age than among the whites the ratio of children to women among the 
latter is sometimes higher. The differences between the ratios of 
whites and Negroes in the cities is, however, too great to be accounted 
for by the differences in death rates just mentioned or by underenumer
ation. In the cities the Negro women do not bear as many children 
as the native white women. 

BIGB PROPORTION OP NEGRO WOMEN GAINFULLY EMPLOYED 

A number of factors help to bring a.bout these very low ratios of 
children to, Negro women in the cities. One of these undoubtedly is 
the high proportion of Negro women engaged in gainful occupations, 
especially in domestic and personal service. The per cent of them 
gainfully employed is much larger than for any group of white women. 
In the United States in 1920, of the native white women of native 



:MISCELLANEA 151 

parentage 20 to 44 yea.rs of age, 22 per cent were gainfully employed; 
of the native white women of foreign or mixed parentage, 30. 7 per 
cent; of the foreign-born white women, 21.4 per cent; and of Negro 
women, 45 per cent.' Of all the gainfully employed women 10 yea.rs 
of age and over in these different nativity and race groups, 9 per cent 
of the native whites of native parentage, 8.7 per cent of the native 
whites of foreign or mixed parentage, 21.l per cent of the foreign
bom whites, and 33.1 per cent of the Negroes, were women 20 to 44 
yea.rs of age engaged in domestic and personal service.8 From this 
we see that the·Negro women have less opportunity to keep homes of 
their own than any other group; hence they find children a great 
burden. Assuming that knowledge of the methods of birth control 
is more easily secured by Negro0'3 in the cities than in the country 
there is little to occasion surprise at the small families among a large 
proportion of the Negro women in our cities. 

OTBEB FACTORS 

Among the Negroes in the cities there appears to be a slightly 
inverse relation between ratio of children and the proportion of 
women 20 to 44 married-the more women married the fewer the 
children. (See Table 55.) There also appears to be a slight tendency 
for a small proportion of Negroes in the total population to be accom
panied by a low ratio of children. But neither of these tendencies is 
very clearly evident and the wide variations present make it doubtful 
whether they represent any significant trend. It will be recalled 
that all of these factors appeared to be of considerable significance in 
explaining the differences between the ratios of childrell to native 
white women in the cities. It would seem, therefore, that in explain
ing the ratios of children to Negro women, emphasis must be put on 
somewhat different factors than in explaining those of white women 
in our cities. The following is offered as a possible partial explana
tion of the situation found among Negroes. 

. In the cities, the Negro is a comparatively recent a.nival and has 
not had time yet to develop a strong feeling of belonging to a com
munity or to make a cultural community of his own. The result 
is that he is in a very badly disorganized condition. Now this can 
scarcely be the case without undermining such ties of family life and 
attitudes toward raising children as the Negroes have brought to the 
city with them. Hence the ratio of children to women, which is a 
good measure of the strength of family life is somewhat lower among 
Negroes in the cities than among the native whites and is very much 
below the ratio among the rural Negroes where certain family tradi
tions still prevail and where birth control is little known. 

r Fourteenth CeDSUS Reports, Vol. IV, p. 377. 
•Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. IV, pp. 377, 404, 413, 422, 431. 

6621°-31-11 



152 RATIO OF CBILDBJllN TO WOMEN 

The fact that the birth rate is very low among Negroes in the larger 
cities, so low that they are not now reproducing themselves, as has 
been shown, suggests certain possible results of birth control which 
have hitherto been very little considered. If we are right in assuming 
that the drastic birth restriction among urban Negroes arises largely 
because of their disorganized life, to which must be added the fact 
that they do not take much thought for the future and that they 
tend to prefer the present pleasure to the more remote satisfaction 
of home life and children, which a.re extremely difficult for them to 
attain in the cities, then what is to prevent the spread of this type 
of race suicide to other groups of the population whose attitudes 
toward life are quite similar to those of Negroes? There can not be 
the least question that there are a great many white people who are 
unable <?r unwilling to look ahead any great distance, who want the 
tangible pleasures they can see immediately ahead of them and who 
ca.re little about the future or the more enduring satisfactions of life. 
Such people are found in every walk of life but probably they are 
somewhat more numerous in the lower social and economic classes . 
.Already birth control is widely known as a means of avoiding unwel
come family responsibilities. When it has penetrated through all 
strata of society it may be that we shall find a considerable proportion 
of those people in the lower classes who now have relatively high 
birth rates following the pa.th the urban Negroes appear to be pur
suing and reducing their birth rates below the maintenance level as 
many in the upper classes have already done. 

In an attempt to explain this attitude of mind one may say that 
people who are ma.de to feel that they have little or no stake in the 
civilization of their day are almost certain to concentrate their ener
gies on getting what they can out of life each moment. Children do 
not fit in with such a scheme of life and if once people have learned 
how to avoid them we may expect that the birth rate will become 
highly selective, eliminating most rapidly those who value present 
ease, plea.sure, and personal success above any contribution they may . 
make to the future of the race. The people, then, in all walks of life, 
who see a real meaning in living would be those who would contribute 
most to the numbers of each succeeding generation. Such a selec
tion would be eugenic in the very best sense. 

Is it possible then that we may have in the dying out or at best in 
the very slow growth of the Negroes in the cities, a harbinger of a new 
era of population growth in which selective processes will be more 
beneficial than ever before because really based on choice determined 
by essential hereditary qualities? One may not assert this, but it is 
worth thinking about. Such a selection, however, will by no means 
follow the lines which most eugenists of to-day would consider desira
ble, that is, it will not follow the present lines of class cleavage on the 
basis of economic status. 
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It is quite probable, on the other hand, that there is no special 
significance to be attached to the apparent dying out of the urban 
Negroes. It may be merely the result of failure to accord them a 
training which will enable them to evaluate and to choose the more 
permanent things of life. If so, the selective value of birth control 
may not be eugenic. But that it is not eugenic is no reason for assum
ing that it is dysgenic as so many people do to-day. 

After this speculative flight one should perhaps say that not very 
many people in any group limit births because of the consciousness 
of being without a stake in the future of a community or a civiliza
tion. The motives leading to birth control are generally more con
crete and have direct relation to the immediate personal advantages 
of Jiaving few or no children. Thus the desire for good clothes, for 
good food, for good living quarters, for gay night life, for freedom to 
flit hither and thither at will, for appearing well s0cially, for achieving 
the conventional successes of one's group, etc., are usually the immedi
ate motives for the limitation of births among all classes. But may 
it not be that back of these concrete desires and intensifying their 
urge to a definite type of conduct lies, among the Negroes, an uncon
scious feeling of having but little chance to participate in the more 
important phases of the life of the community or the age; hence, of the 
futility of self-sacrifice for the sake of children? 

However this may be, it is certain that the city Negroes of to-day 
are, in many localities, not reproducing their numbers. Indeed one 
can not but think that if the Negroes continue to move from the country 
to the city as they have been doing during the last decade or two, the 
rAce problem in this country may solve itself in a way no one fore
saw, by real race suicide. Of course, it is possible that as the Negroes 
in our cities increase thay will build up a culture of their own within 
which it will be possible to achieve personal and biological success at. 
the same time. This possibility seems rather remote, however, for 
as has been shown elsewhere, the whites, whose civilization this is, 
have made almost no progress in this direction as yet, in the cities, 
and the Negro has farther to go than the white man to attain this 
balance of personal and racial impulses. 

If an attempt were made to sum up the difference between the 
whites and the Negroes, as regards their ratios of children in the cities, 
it could be said that the Negro has a more difficult adjustment to 
make in adapting his habits and customs, his actions, thoughts, and 
sentiments, to modem city conditions than the white man. There
fore, he is slower in making this adaptation than the white man, and 
it is problematical whether he can make it in time to save himself. 
Even the white man has not yet proved that he can, or is willing to, 
make the essential adjustments between personal desires and racial 
impulses that will enable him to survj.ve. It seems, therefore, that. 
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the future of the Negro in our cities is a very uncertain matter. He 
may perish in the attempt to make the necessary adjustments. Such 
an experience would not be a new thing in the history of mankind. 
It has happened frequently in past ages. 

RATIOS OF CWLDBEN TO WOMEN IN THE "OTHER COLORED" 

POPULATION 

JAPANESE 

The ratios of children under 5 to women 20 to 44 years of age in our 
"Other colored" population (see Table 57) do not appear unusual, 
although in the Pacific Coast States where the other colored were 
about three-fifths Japanese the ratios are lower than we might 
expect. If we compare the ratio for the other colored in the Pacific 
States {876) with that for the Japanese in the country as a whole 
(856) 9 we find that the Japanese do not have as many children as 
the other groups with which they are classed. This appears rather 
strange in view of the very high birth rate of the other colored in 
California, Oregon, and Washington, shown in Table 4, Chapter I. 
The explanation of this difference appears to lie in the fact that a 
considerable proportion of the Japanese women enumerated in 1920 
had not been in this country long enough at the time of the census 
to have as many children under 5 as they would have a few years 
later. 

It is interesting to note that among the other colored also the ratio 
of children to women increases as the size of the community decreases, 
except in cities of 10,000 to 25,000. (There are too few in this 
group of cities to be of much significance in any case.) In this they 
show the same influence of city living on the birth rate as the foreign
bom whites and the natives. The depressing influence of the city on 
effective reproduction seems to extend to all classes and races of our 
population without exception. As far as the Japanese are concerned 
the lower ratio of children in the larger communities is entirely in 
keeping with what is happening in Japan, where, in 1922, the birth 
rate in the country as a whole was 34.16, in cities of less than 50,000 
it was 29.18, and in cities of over 50,000 it was 27.87.10 This means 
that in Japan there is a difference of at least 10 per 1,000 between 
the birth rate of the larger cities and the rural districts. That there 
should be much the same difference in this country between the 
Japanese living in the cities and those in the rural districts is to be 
expected. 

1 Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. ll, Population, 11120, pp. 186 and 287. 
10 Bnreau de la Statlatlque Genttale, RMum6 Statlatlque du Mouvement de la Populatkm de L'Emplra 

du Japon, 1922, pp. 4, 8, 12. 



• 

MISCELLANEA 155 

TABLlll 87 .-" C>rHmR CoLORllD" 1 CHILDREN UNDER a PER 1,000 "C>r&JllB 
COLORED" WOMEN 20 TO 44 YEARS OP AGE, POR EACH STATE AND CITY HAVING 
1,000 OB KOBE "OTHBB CoLOBBD" Wo11EN 20 TO 44 YEARS OP AGE: 1920·1 

"OTBBB COLOBBD" ''OTBBB COLOBBD" 
POPUUTION POPULATION 

Chll- Chll-
dren dren 

Women Children under Women Children under 
3lto'4. under u:~ 3lto'4. under t= years Ii rears years 

/iof: of age o age women of age women 
3lto'4. :llto« 

years 
of age 

years 
of age 

--- -----
UNITm> ST.A.TU •••••• 60,831 115,610 9H MOUNTAIN ••••••••••••• 13, 091 11,987 911 

Rural---------------- 12, 312 11,4111 926 
Cities 100,000 and over ______________ 

9, 4111 6,963 740 Montana..------------ 1,676 1,763 1, O/i2 
25,000 to 100,000 ____ 2,817 2,231 792 Rural-------------- 1,602 1,086 1, O/i2 
l~to25=----- 1,251 899 719 
II: to 10, ------ 2, 730 2, 312 847 

New Muico _________ 
2,913 2,«li 838 oral ______________ 

'4,626 43,21)6 968 Rural-------------- 2,882 2,'21 841 

:MIDDLB ATI.AllTIC.. ••••• 1,878 l,~ 684 Arizona •.. ------------ 6,009 4,nO MO New York ___________ 
1,41111 672 Rural •••••••••••••• 4,820 4, /i6/i 8'7 

EABT Noam CaNTBAL. 2,/iM 2,298 896 PACIJ'IC ••••••••••••••••• 25,674 22, 495 876 
Rural---------------- 1,8'9 1,913 1182 Cities 100,000 and over ________________ 

7,861 6,937 7/i/i 
Wisconsin.. ••••••••••• l,3M 1,3/i/i 1,001 25,000 to 1~000 ______ 2,162 l, 760 SH 

Rural-------------- 1,257 1,2111 1, O'J7 i:i~-~~---:::::::: 1,436 1,284 8IK 
13, 68' 12,98' 9/i6 

WB8T Noam CBNTBAL 6,6211 6,478 1173 
Rural---------------- 6,256 6, 22/i 98' w uhlDgton.. ••• ------ 4,856 4,228 871 Beattle _____________ 

1,869 1,33' n4 
Mbmeaota ••••••••••• 1,326 1, 38/i 1,0'4. 100,000 and over •••• 1,913 1,362 n2 Rural ______________ 

1,251 1,3/i/i 1,067 Rural •••••••••••••• 2, 460 2, 008 l,O'M. 

South Dakota •••••••• 2,400 2,330 971 
Oregon.. ______________ 

l,/i46 1,316 8/il 
Rural •••••••••••••• 2,366 2,2112 909 

California •••••••••••• 19,272 16, 9/il 880 
Soum ATI..UITIC ••••••• 2,071 2,421 1,1119 

Los ADgeles ________ 
2,1191 2,230 829 

Rural---------------- 1,980 2,336 1,180 San Francisco •••••• 1, 90'J 1,352 711 
100~ and over ___ li,466 4,21)6 7611 

North CarollDa ______ 1, 727 2,0M 1,189 25800 to 100,000. - -- 1,856 1, 561 831 Rural ______________ 
1, 717 2,041 1,189 imaf~-~~:~:::::: 1,246 l, 131 908 

10,204 9,648 941 
WB8T Soum CBN'l'BAL.. 9,332 9,149 980 

Rural.--------------- 8,2113 8,374 1,010 

Oklahoma.. ••••••••••• 8, 709 8,566 984 
Rural-------------- 7,830 7,923 1,012 

1 Japmiese, Chinese, and Indians. 
• CBlcnlated from Detailed Table I. 

INDIANS 

Outside of the Pacific coast and the Middle Atlantic States, the 
"Other colored" are largely Indians. Their ratios of children are 
higher in other parts of the country than on the west coast where the 
Japanese dominate. But when allowance is made for the short 
length of residence of many of the Jape.neSCl women, as was men
tioned above, it seems likely that the Japanese exceed the Indians in 
ratio of children by a fair margin. The ratio of children to women 
among all the Indians of the United States is 923.11 This is un
doubtedly too low, for among the Indians as among the Negroes the 
census reports more children aged 5 to 9 than under 5. The Indians 
thus have quite a high ratio of children to women as compared with 

U Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. Il, PopulatioD, p. 166. 
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other groups. The fact that practically all Indians are rural will 
undoubtedly go far to account for their relatively high ratio of 
children. 

CBINBSB 

The ratio of children to women among all Chinese in the United 
State8 is 963.11 This is a high ratio; especially does it appear high 
when we learn that practically all the Chinese in this country live 
in cities. 

We have been accustomed to think of the orientals as having a high 
birth rate. These ratios show that this is the case but they also 
show that they are not much higher than the ratios among the 
foreign born from southern and ea.stem Europe. This would seem 
to be true even aft.er the needed adjustments a.re made in the Japa
nese ratio for the short length of residence in the country of many of 
the women. We have also seen that there are a number of mining 
c.ounties and rural counties where the ratios of the native whites 
exceed those of the orientals. There is nothing to indicate, then, 
that the Japanese and the Chinese are inherently any more prolific 
than other races. That they are now more fertile than the natives 
or even most European immigrants is readily explained by the habits 
of family life they bring with them and the environments in which 
they live int.his country. 

11 Fourteenth Census Reports, Vol. II, PopulaUou, p. 166. 




