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THE
SOCIAL EFFECTS OF THE

INSTABILITY OF THE FAMILY,
CHAPTER I,
Introduction,
In this thesis the term family means a human group
consisting of father, mother and their offspring, of whom

the last named are cared for by the parents until maturity.

The term instability of the family implies that, by reason

of divorce, desertion or other sufficient cause, the group

is disintegrated, And by social effects of the instabil-

ity of the fanmily is meant the effects upon society of

such disintegration,

The thesis which I shall attempt to prove has been |
well stated by one of_our foremost social psychologists,
‘when hme affirms that "with few exceptions, all who have 3.
given serious attention to the question are agreed that
the stability of tnhe family is the prime condition of a
healthy state of society and of the stability of every
community".l In short, I shall endeavor to show in the

following pagces that the social effects of the instability

of the family are undesirable,

1. MeDougall, Social Psychology, P.268,






I am not aione'in the discussion of my thesis for the
subject has been debated ever since human'society began to
be studied but an especial irmpetus has of late heen given
to the topic in the United States by the recent government
report 6n "Marfiage and Divorce" puvlished by the Director
"of the Census in 1908, People had been aware that there
was more or less disintegration oflthe family taking
place in society but the cold figures of Mr,North startled
the thoughtful citizens of our republic,

The Census Report shows that in 1870 there were 28
divorces to 100,000 population in the United States but
that in 1200 there were 73, - This large number is even
mbre apralling when we ooﬁsider the number of divorces which
the statistics of other countries show, In 1900 there
were only 2 divorces per 100,000 population in England and
Wales, 15 in the German Empire, 23 in France and 32 in
Switzerland.1 And the 1908 Census Report gives us even
more food for thought when from its totals we calculate
that to every 12 marriages in the United Staqes as a whole <.
there was 1 divorece in 1905 and that in Montana and Washing-
ton there was 1 divorce to every five marriages in that

YSB.I'.z

l, Hil1l1, "Statistiecs of Divorce", Quar,Pub,of Amer.,Statis,
- Ass'n, June,1909,

2, More accurate figures are 11,8 for the U,S,, 54 for

, Mont, and 49 for Wash,






The following twenty-three states, Maine, New Hampshire,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Iowa, Missouri, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, Indian Territory, Oklahoma,
Texas, Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, Arizona, Nevada,
Washington, Oregon and California had more than 1 divorce
to every ten marriages in 1905, The rate is even higher
in some of our cities, In 1903 there was 1 divorce to

1

every 3 marriages in San Francisco, And, great as our

increase in population has been, it has not kept pace with

the divorce rate, Ffom 1870 to 1880 the increase in
number of divorces was 79,6 per cent, in population 30,1
per cent; from 1880 to 1890 the increase in mumber of
divorces was 70,2 and in population 25,5 per cent; and
from 1890 to 1900 the ratio was 66,6 to 20,7,° /Thus it
is seen that in the decade 1880 to 1900 the number of
divoreces increased over three times as fast as the ponu-
lation, In 1867 there were 9,937 divorces in the U,S,,
in 1887 there were 27,919 and in 1906 there were 72,062.3
The total number of divorces from 1887 to 1906 was
945,625.4 The above figures, then, express statistically

the status of the mddern American family in regard to

stability, although they fall far short of showing all the

UJ.S, Census Bulletin, 1903, no,20,
U.,S. Census Bulletin, 1908, no,96,
+S, Census Bulletin, 1908, no,96,
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instability of the family since such matters as desertion
among the poor involve an equal instability of the family,
So the significance of such movements as the National
League for the Protectioh of the Family becomes evident,
for such statisties i1l with apprehension those'who
believe in the social importance of the stability of the
family,

The method which I shall use to show the social
effects cf the instability of the family is both deductive
and inductive, I shall endeavor, first, to deduce from &
the nature and social function of the family and from
child psychology what migst be the inevitable results of
the instability of the family, In the second place, I
shall give the results of my study of the reports of
Charity Organization Societies of nearly all the larger
cities of the United States, as showing the results of
family instability on dependency, I shall conclude my
inductive evidence by a statement of the results of my own
investigation of the effect of family instability on
dependency and delinquency, as shown by reports obtained
from reform schools, juvenile courts and orphan asylums of

the United Sfates.






CHAPTER I1I

THE SOCIAL FUNCTINN OF THE FAMILY
AND NECESSARY RESULTS OF ITS INSTABILITY,

~






CHAPTER II,

The Social Function of the Family

and Necessary Results of its Instability,

To make the social function of the family clearer,
I will first sketch the evolution of the family, Its
prototype begins far down in animal life, But at first
we do not find parental care and so there rst be an
irmmense number of offspring, Among fish the average
female deposits more than 600,000 spawn of which only 1
or 2 survives.1 But among those species that do not care
for their young the yearly average is over 1,000,000 per
female, while in the'zoo species in wnish there is some
rarental care during infancy the average falls to 56.2
As we ascend the scale of organic life we find an. increas-
ing parental care and a diminishing number of'offspring.
Among mammals the offspring number only 3,2 annually per

3

female, This parental care which is so conducive to

survival is - up to the higher mammals chiefly maternal

care,'although in the case of birds there is frequently

1, Sutherland, Origin and Growth of the Moral Instinct, .
VOI’I, p.gg

2, Ibid, Vol,I,p.4.

3. Ibid.’ VOl.l, p.st






care of offspring by both parents, Parental care is,
indeeqd, very'highly developed among many birds, Both
varents help build the nest, the male takes the female's
place while she leaves the nest, he feeds and vrotects the
young and the union is usually for life.l In the case of
the mammals, however, with the exception of man and some
of the anthropoid apes, the same male and female scarcely
ever live together over a year.z The anthropoid apes have
a rude sort of fanily 1life, The orang-outang and gorilla
males are often seen with two offspring of different ages.5
The males of both these specles build nests in trees for
their consorts and offspring.4 The chimpanzee, too, which
is the animal nearest man,lives in families and the males
of this species also build nests in trees for their mates
and progeny.5 Now since care by both parents is so con-
dueive to survival, powerful instincts become developed to
keep male and female together tc care for their offspring,
Along with the advance in type.and furnishing a basis
for 1t,has gone a prolongation of infancy which makes
possible adaptation to a more and more complex environment

and necessitates more and nore parental care, The length-

ening of the period of smmaturity is steady\from-the lower

l, Westermarck, Hist,of Human Mar,, p.l1l,
3, Ibid,, p.517,
3. Ibid.’ D.ls.
4, Ibid,.,, p.l4,.
5, Ibid., p.14,






animals which are fuliy mature at birth to the birds and
mammals which are guided through the period of helplessness
by devoted parents, The .animal prototype of the human
family was developed by the forces of natural selection to
secure this parental care during the helpless infancy of
the offspring,

This brief_sketch serves to show that the human
family, which must‘be regafded as but a further development
of its animal forerunner,is deeply rooted in the instincts
of parental care and, of course, of sex; which in all forms
above the unicellular organisms brings about the mating of
the parents, Since these instinets are so directly
conducive to survival they have by the human stagé become
very strong, The 1nst1nct of Jealousy, may I add, makes
for permanent relations between the sexes, |

It used to be believed that the human family arose
out of a state of primitive promiscuity but Westermarck has,
by a detaiied study of savage groups, effeetually disproved
that theory,l He shows that in savage tribes the relations 7
between the sexes are more or less durable, the mother
having the immediate care of the children and the father

3

the protection of the family, The earliest human family

1, Westermarck,Hist,of Human Marriage, ch,V and VI,
'2. Ibid., p.lSo






was provably a heritage from man's nearest animal ancestors,

The first form of the human family is now generally 7.
conceded to have been the maternal type, This form is _
found in its best developed form among the North American
Indians, where the clan "comprehends all the descendants,
in the female line of an ancestral mothér, realior hypo-
thetical,"z In this form of family the husband joins the
wife's clan and kinship follows the female line, But wo-
men have not very much real power, Their's is "household
royalty." 5 The maternal family is not very'well unified
~and governed; it is re%atively unstable, And in this
stage there ié little training of the young by the parents,
Where it 1é easy to procure food and shelter,children from
seven to ten are able to look out for themselves but where
some skill is required,the parental training is longer,

But the mother family conserved the traditions of the past
and the learning that had been accumulated, It was also >
a place where sympathles were cultivated,

The more stable paternal family succeeded the maternal
and it is this family that has influenced most the modern
family, The typical patriarchal family is the old Roman
family, It consisted of the Pater, all his descendants in

1, Westermarck,Hist,of Human Mar., p.538,
2. Letourneau, Evolution of Mar,, p.278,
3. Ibid., p.282,

1






the male l1line and his slaves, The patria potestas over
the group was absolute, extending even to life and death,

The Pater was high priest of the ancestral religion and

this religious sanction was a source of much of his author-
ity. The main purpose of the paternal family was to
preserve the cult of the ancestors, The paternal fénily
was also a well knit 1little industrial and political unit,
In this family child labor was valuable and so there was
better training of the child that he misht do his share

of the work of the group. The patriarchal theory with its
necessary corollary of the subjection of woman and child

has held down to our own times,

| &As civilization has advanced,marriage has become more
durable! and the ;amily has become increasingly stable,
although it has been variously affected'by different econom-
ie, political religious and social conditions through the
centuries.f There have been, however, reversions to a less
stable’family life, the best known of which perhaps is the
unstable family of later Roman times, This was the time

of that "complete dissolution of Roman morals Which'began
shortly after the Punic Wars, which contributed very largely

to the destruction of the Republie" of which Lecky speaks.3

1, Westermarck, Hist,of Human Marriage, b.535.
2, Hist.of Furorean Morals, Vol,II, p,302,






The vice of this time pervaded the whole life of the Romans
but it was of such a nature as to especially demoralize
Ifamily 1ife, This has led to such statements as the
following: "It has beqp well said that Rome fell because
1t had lost the old Aryan idea of the family",l  Perhaps
the instability of the later Roman family cannot properly
be saild to be the cause of the fall of Rome but the decline
of>morals, ﬁhich did cause the fall first undermined
family life, If the family life had been kept stable
and pure, the vices of the time could not nave effected
tme ruin of Rome, At least, it is the general oninion of
Roman historians that the decay of the family was a chief
cause of the extinetion of the early Roman stock and
ultimately of the decadence of the Roman state and of
Roman cultﬁre.

Christianity, throuch the influence of the early L
church and of the more stable Teutonic family, after many
trials, succeeded in reestablishing the famnily upon a

stable basis.z

The tvpe of family that it succeeded in
establishing was naturally modelled more or less along

partriarchal lines, As 1t is not the purpose of this

1, Thwing, The Family, p.62,

2. Schmidt, Social Results of Early Christianity, p.389,

T .






thesis to discuss the historical aspects of the insta-

bility of the family, we may pass at once to the nineteenth

B o

century.

Under the conditions of the nineteenth century the
old patriarchal theory of the family began to break down,
The industrial revolution took, one by one, the productive
industries from the home to the'facto:y until now only the
production of food for the table is left and the idea of
cormon Kitchens is gaining ground, Modern education has
transferred education from the famil? to the schools, The
state has even made education compulsory, Religious
training has been taken up by the Sunday School and church,
The state has adopted the political functions of the old
patriavenal family, The play of ‘he child is directed
by the modern playground, The state has also the power
of removing children from the home if the home conditions
work an injustice to the child, In view of all this, it
is not surprising that some would abolish the family alto-
gether and place children directly under the larger control
of the state,

Sincg the state has taken over so many functions of
the family, as in its compulsory education, its child labor
laws, Juvahile courts and even the right to take the child
away from an unfit home, it is advocated by some that the
state not merely stand in loco parentis but be the parens

ipse, They argue that the intimate association of the

-
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family is opvosed to the larger state solidarity which
progress demands, "For if a man is compelled to choose
between the happiness_oflhis son and the happiness of a
native of Ceylon, he will, under existing conditions, prefer
the happiness of his soﬁ."1 But Bray answers this argu-
ment well, He says: "To pervert a parable: it is only
from the well plenished board of a rich family love that
Dives has any crumbs of affection to spare for the poor
beggar, Humanity, sitting cold and forlorn on his footstep."2
When the social virtues are not learned in the family, “Z.
they are as a general rule not learned at all, And the )
family hés instinctive forces to utilize which the imper-
sonal staie lacks,

Plato in his "Republic" advocates a community of
wives and children and that the state be the child's only
parent, Campanella's "City of the Sun" is a similar sort
of place where the government is to have immediate control
of children, Both of these schemes are purely theoretical
but there have been a number of practical attempts to
reorganize society on another than a family basis, A wild
attempt was the Oneida Community of the nineteenth century
which existed over a generation but which finally had to
give up its cardinal principle, which was that of a complex

3

marriage or sex communism, There have been other such

1, Bray, The Town child, p,301.
2, Ibid,

3. Thwing, The Family, p,140,

-12~






attempts to overthrow the fanmily but none of them have been
conspicuous successes,

From this it would seem that the family has a social
funetion to perform which cannot be successfully delegated
to other agencies, Indeed, the brief sketch of the devel-
opment of the family by the forces of natural selection mﬁst
surely show the value of the family to survival and progress,
Powerful instincts have been gradually built up, to go
against which is to invite failure, I will now state what
I believe to be the social function of ﬁhe family.,

/~ VGhe primary function of the family is to furnish new
individuals to society., Although there have been differ--
ent forms of union for this purpose as polygyny and poly-
andry under special conditions, yet the most hichly civi-
lized races have monogamy as their ideal, This function
has not varied since the very beginning of the family, for §
it is the sex or reproductive 1nét1nct which brings male |
and female together to form the family,

;2. A further function of the family as of every sex-united
couple in" the organic world is to secure variation, Not
only is physical variation secured but also psychical
variation which is of more importance for societv, This
function of the family is important for social evolution
for, as in organic evolution, advantageous variations are

seized upon by selection and perpetuated., Thug the social

-13-






life is enriched and improved upon, But these psychical
variations must be encouraged or imitation will undo mueh
of the effect. It is in the intimate family group held
together by strong natural ties that individuality and -
initiative are encouraged,

j{ #/After bringing the offspring into the world, it is the
function of the family to provide for their physical care,
The human infant is dependent upon parents an 1ncreasingl§
long time as civilization advances and it is in the‘family
that the required physical care can best be givenf/ This
is stfikingly illustrated by the high death rate in found-
ling hospitals where, although the conditions be.ever 30 |
sanitary, the babies receive no mothering-and féthering.

"A death rate of 97 per cent ver annum for children under
three years of age i3 not uncommon".1 Later statistics

of infant mortality in institutions show almost as high a
death-rate, In a recent inyestigation of this subject by
the Department of Child Helping of the Russell Sage Foun-
dation, reports were secured from tﬁgnty—two 1nstitutions
and these reports showed an average"death rate of 4o‘per
-ecent of 1nf‘ants‘received.2 These statistics must show ;ery
definitely that the place for the physical care of childf@n\?
is not the institution but the family, But tne home is

not only for the sake of the children, It also ministers

1, Warnér, American Charities, p.26€,
2, Hart, "Infant Mortality in Institutions", Children's
charities, Mar,1910,.

- .






to the physical comfort of the adult members of the‘fanily.
cj V/In the fourth place, the fanily, probably the earliest
form of human association, is the natural training place.
of the child for life in a wider society, The child is
born into the family a helpless infant and the parents have

been provided by a long course of evolution with instinctive

-7
i

parental sympathies which make them ready to respond tc
every need of the offspring, Nowhere else can the infinite
patience which is needed to introduce the child to a com-
prlex world be secured with so little resistance, ( Although
these parental sympathiés riicht conceivably be aroused hy
any helpless infants, yet it would not be doubted by any
one that such sympathies can only be aroused to their full-

est extent by one's own children,

A A

The influence which family 1life exerts over the child
has its basis in child psychology, For the child is direct-
ly under the control of the family when he is in nis most
Dlastiec and initative stage. It is this which makes pa-=

//rental responsibility so great, for according to the influ- }

| e i R A ¥
\\?nces thrown about the child, so is the ehildf/ And Galton

has sugeested that one reason that parents have such a great
influence over their own children is because of the re—
serblance between parents and their children and that parents

could not be so successful with other peovle's children."1

1, Thorndike, Edu,Psy,.,, D.55,

=] 5~






The family, "the social world in miniature"l,is the
first social group of which the child is a member and it
is there that he gets his first training in relations,

It is there that he gets his first experience of the so-

cial Virtugs; Only in éuch an intimate group bound to-

gether by natural ties can there be the stimulus to co-

operation, service, self-sacrifice and the other social

R AN ik IS 3 a5 T

virtues which life in general society demands, "The

e s b Pl PO

necessity of mutual forbearance where there are several

children, of sharing fairly, of learning t6 give and take,

is 'the best possible method of training for membership in
the larger society".z The esprit de corps developed is
valuable for life in 1arger groups,

In the family too the child gets his first experience
in social regulation and he will probably be law-abiding
later to the extent that these first lessons havé been -y
ingrained, ' "The Home is the place in which to begin to
cuitivate those virtues of reverence for constituted

authority, of the love of truth and righteousness, of

———

honesty, self-denial, and devotion to high ideals, which
~__ ) . : "
make the foundations of society enduring, -and whose lack

brings all we hold dear into peril, and threatens the repub-

3.

lic with discord and revolution®, The authority of the

1, Henderson, Social Elements, p,.62,
2+ Dewey and Tufts, Ethics, p,.584,
3. Report of Nat'l Divorce Reform League, 1896,

] B
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parents must be at the basis of good family government.

v/ The home is indeed the child's whole world, What hej -

gets from the outside world is interpreted by the family,

And family life only flourishes in privacy,. There mist
be intimate relations to a few people, Much of this

association is about\the dining room table Jfor that is

often the only place where the whole family meets,
Although we may some day have cormon kitchens, let us never
vermit common dining rooms, 1,239 family represents so
largély the whole world of the child as of the primitive
man that Henderson has called it "the real primary school,
the original temple, the first government"ji;;
(/our race ideals ,desmocracy and Christianity with its
cardinal principles of the fatherhood of God and brother-
hood of man,are but extensions of primary ideals formed in
such primary groups as the family, the playground and the

2

‘neighborhood, Such ideals as brotherhoo&_andmgindness

are borrowed from the family, And_freedom, the emphasis”’
of individuality, was first a virtue of the primary group,
It is only in the family that there can be the proper exer-
cise in freedom, for the protection that the family affords
is necessary for it, Indeed Howard goes so far as to say

that "the state is .,,. the result of the expansion of its

primordial cell",>

1, Social Elements, p,66,
2+ Cooley, Social Organization, p.51.
3. Hist,of Matrimonial Institutions, Vol,I, D.1l3,
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A very important phase in the sociaiization of the
child, whiéh haé been dealt with more or less fully in
the preceding section, is the development of his moral—
character, The fanily is the place of all places for this,
since it, as Sutherland has said, is the birthplace of

1 our corrupt political conditions

all moral rqlations.
and the thiéving corporations and the love of the almighty
dollar so prevalent in American society are much due to
faulty home training, They are the fruit of the ideals
instilled into child minds, Now, since moral training.
consisfs largely in the formation 'of proper habitsz, the
eariier these are formed, the better, i/I’c is certain that
in ehildhood habits are formed easily and the importance
of instilliing the right kind of habits into children durinq
early childhood cannot be overestimated, And naturally
the parents are best Q%Pted for this task not only on ac-
count of their 1n§31nctive equipment but also because of
their authority ovefniheir children, This,.then, repre-—
sents the opportunity of parents for the moral training of
their children,

Now amoﬁg the social virtues which are instilled into

the individual in the family is preSminently}that of altru-

ism, Mai@fﬁal love has alwavs been cited as the very

l, Orig, and Growth of the Moral Instinct, Vol,I, p.291,
2, Pyle, "The Psy,Basis of Moral Train,", School and Home
BEdueca,, Feb,1910,

-18-






height of altruism, In the altruistic atriosphere of the
family the child imbibes altruism, such as he could never
cain elsewhere for nowvhere else can there be such a stim-
ulus for altruistic conduct,

Throuch the generation of altruism the family performs
an important function in the social 1ife, especially in
. regard to progress, All the way up the scale of animal life
there is an increase in sympathy and this is even more
apparent in the adr/ance of human beings from savagery to
civilization, Sutherland says: "The sympathetic type is
thus the one which is more and more distinctly emergent as
we ascend in the animal scale; for not only does an increas-
ing parental care give to a species some »nreference over
corpetitive types; but an increasing conjugal stability
also allies itself with this parental care, to form the
home circle, and to build up the family".l He continues:
"The law of sympathy has therefore been the law of progress".2
For it is altruism'&hich hag made possible that cooperation
that has created our ce¢ivilization, And this sympathy wﬁich
is broucht out by family relationships can be as active an
agent of progress in the future as it has been in the past,
Drummond rishtly says: "It rthe family; is the generator

and repository of the forces which alone can carry out the

1, Origin and Growth of the Moral Instinet, Vol,I, p.291,
2, Ibid., pP.9,
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social and moral progress of the World".1 For this reason
the family is indispensable té society,for it is the chief
gsource of altruism, %

Y But it is not only the moral training of the young

for which the family is resnonsible. What the 1ntellectua1

life of the child is,depends very largely upon his family ,
training, For intellectual habits are formed through
imitation, the family educational method, in the family group,
The intellectual training of the school can only build upon

the foundation which the home supplies,

v It is in the family too that the economic training
of thg c¢hild must be mainly given,for it is there that the
child first learns values, And by virtue of being a fe—
sponsible member of an intimate group the child's economic
training is deeply fixed, He should lsarn habits of indus-
try in the family,

\ .
¥ (As to reliqious trainingj it is pretty nearly only 1n_ ,

g
N4
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the family that it can be inculcated, for religion is a c;é‘x“ -

thing that must be woven into the very life if it is to be

a force, Mosf people, as any one may observe, are of the

same relipious faith and intensity of faith as their family.
L/ In short, in all the things that go to make up "complete

living* the family must be a starting place, For it is in

the ascendsency when the child is in the formative stage of

l, Ascent of Man, p,316,
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life and must be influential in shaping what the child's
later 1ife shall be,

The great superiority of the family as a socializing
agency is well shown by a consideration of institution |
training in this resvect, '

The routine—ef imstitution life is deadening to the
child's best. faculties, Everything is done at the tap of
the bell, The child is instructed as to rising,eating,
plaving, working; indeed all that he does is directed,

There is no opnortunitv for axpreqqion. The child's

— USRS

individuality as a rule has no chance to develop, And it
is not hard to establish routine among children, since

their minds are so plastic and habits are so easily formed,
The intellectual, moral and religious training,which the
child gets in the institution,is much 1nferior to that
received in the family,f or no institution employe has the
time and patience to devote to the child's training that

the parents of the child have, And as to the child's
economic training,how can the child learn the value of things
~When he never handles money, when his assistance in the com-
mon 1life is entirely unnecessary and when everything is
done for him? He eannot learn to co-operate in the insti-
tution, Such matters as pronertv rights cannot be learned
in an institution for there are no personal possessions,

The child cannot learn well the social virtues, "Childhood

is too nightya potentiality to be handled on the ready-made

~
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plan."l The .child shouldfbe"brought\up’in a family if he

is later to live‘in a family,

Modern philanthrony is recognizing this fact and the
institutional treatment of dependent children is rapidly
giving way to the vnlacing-out svstem, Charles Loring
Brace, quondam secretary of the Charity Organization Society
of New York,khas said, "It rthe success of the placing-out
" svstem; is a living witness to the old social order--family
life, parental love and influence, the training of each
day's common experiencé".2 In this country child-placing
becan in New York in 1853 when Brace organized the Children's
Aid Society, The Children's Home Society movement began
in Il1lincis in 1883 and has extended int. twenty-nine states,
Many of the states have adopted the child-vplacing system,
Michigan has a public school from which children are placed
as soon as prepared in free homes; New Jersey has a State
Board of Guardians which places children directly in fami-
lies; the Indiana State Board has temporary countyv homes
from which children are placed in private families; in
Pennsylvania cnhildren are boarded at the expense of the
county till homes are found for them.SThere is a growing
sentiment in favor of publie supervision of the blaoing-out

work of vrivate agencies, such as is carried on in New York,

1, Hirseh, "The Home vs, the Institution", Children's Char-
ities, Mar,1909,

2. Rept, of C.,A,S,0f N,Y,, Charities, Dec,6,1902,

3, Willjamson, "Destitute.and Neglected Children", Charities,
Mayl16,1903,
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New Jersey, Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and
other states.l All this shows that we are coming to rec-—
ognize the fact that the place to bring up the child is
not an institution but the family,

And a change has been made in the institutions them-—
selves, The cottagewpl&n;"in“which'therchildren live in
groups of not more than twenty-five in cottages, preferably

with a foster father and mother, is the most approved

{

form, Tﬁ;fﬁéw York Juvenile Asylum has recently moved

frbﬁ>ﬁ;w York to a country place on the Hudson, reorganizing

on the rzottage.plan.2 When the children are not placed

in families, the conditions are being made by our philan-

thropists as nearly 1like thosé of family life as possible,

This is one more testimony to the value of the family for
_bringing up children,

é Aﬁ&; too, charity is more and more utilizino outdoor
relfggyto keep families togethér' Often a family can be
kept together by seéuring employment for the father, by
bringing back a truant father, by a reconciliation with
relatives, by arousing the personal interest of neighbors
‘Who will help look after the children or by some naterial
aid, No matter how poor the home, scientific charity does

not separate the children from their parents unless it is

absolutely necessary as in the case of cruelty, immorality

1, Warner, Amer.,Charities, p.295,
2. Travis, The Young Malefactor, p,197,.
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or physical or mental incapacity. When parents are unabvle
but suitable and willine,aid is given, For the mother
who is of good moral character is the best person to care
for her children, A home may, however, sometimes have to
be temporarily broken up on account of sickness or the like,
0ften by keeping the children in the family,the father and
mother are made to feel responsibility and so the family
is saved,

0/hut the family does not exist merely for the sake of
the child as the foregoing discussion micht lead one to
believe, The family has a social value for adults, It
is in the family that they live and have their most intimate
association, It is true that "there is no anvil upon
which a man and woman can beat out their spiritual perfec-
tion to be compared with the task of the education of their
children,t

/ It is.in the fanily that the hicher feelings are de- ;,
veloped, The close association of the family is ¢ood soil
_for them, whereas they could not grow in the broad state
'where relations are not so intimate, Would not many of
the tenderer feelings which add so much to the richness of
the feeling 1life be absent if there were no family rela-
tionships? ‘ . "
\/ Laa

Another important function of the family is to develop

stability of character, Life in such a closely knit group

is calculated to produce such a result, "The Northern

1, Adler, Marriage and Divorce, p,.24,
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peoples, obliged by climate to center their 1lives on the
cirele ahout the fireside are more resistant to popular
. eurrents than the Southern peoples, prassing their 1lives
iﬁ the buzi of the street, the plaza, and the foyer”.l
Close relations to a few individuals make for depth of
character and such stability of character rust surely be

for the stability of socisety,

[ otis

s

¢t~ The family has also an economic function to perform,
The family supplies a motive if not the chief motive to
work, There must be provision for the yvoung and something
’must be saved against sickness or lack of work, The occu-
pation of the head is a family matter for there is a cormmon
family interest in the work, And the fammily method is
the best way to care for the weak members of socisty, for
iﬁ no other way would it be done so williingly, Helen
Bosanquet in her study of the famnily says: "It seems clear,
then, that this grouping together of individuals into eco-
nomic units comprising both strong and weak elements would
be in itself, if it were nothing more, a most successful
device for maximizing the economic efficiency of a people".z
‘kgn@“propérty and wealth under existing social conditions
are family rather than individual possessions and are trans-
mitted via the family, In nearly all families, too, there

is an industrial coneration in which the wife is the spender

1, Ross, Social Psychology, D.88,
2. The Family, p.224,
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of the income and has charge of the home and children while

the husband earns the income, The children have more or

. less responsible positions in this scheme, fw
Another function of the family as now constituted 1sy |

the transmission nf the name, Nther methods micnt con-

ceivably be devised for the psrformance of this function

but the family is the means which sociéty has worked out

/.

- ) )
[ 4% 0 3N N

The familﬁ, again, has one function that has been so

- for the purpose,

largely usurped by the schocol, public libraries and like
educative agencies that its importance as a function of the
family is likely tc be overlookad. In addition to the
material heritage there is also a spiritual heritage which
descends along fanily lines, An illustration of ‘this is
the fact that lanpuage is learned in the family, And
very much racial experience+is passed down in the family--
in fact ideas of all kinds baSs from parents to children and
become more thoroughly a part of the lives of the children
in tnis way than they could in any other way. ‘£i¢1
And the family,which is the "binding together of the
generations"% performs étill anothér and most valuable
funetion in the progress of the race, For it renders pos-
sible a closer continuity in wo;ﬁing out race ideals than
could otherwise exist, Since it is such an intimate con-

genial group,it contributes toward the spiritual unity of

1, Bosanquet, The Fémily, Preface,
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the race in a waﬁ that would be impossible to larger and

less closely united groups, e
Again, the family is a conservative element in sociei?f’

Thwing expresses this fact thus: EEE:EQ to the family tha&

the commonwealth looks for conservative tendencies, The \\‘,

individual is radical and progressive."l (But perhaps the

individual could not work out his radical tendencies with

such safety if he were not protected by the_familv.) And

Finally, an important function which the family inci-
dentally performs and yet which is extremely necessary to.
social well-bsing is the regulation of the sex instinet in
society. Through the long course of evolution this instinct,?r
being so all-important for survival, haé'béeome very strong, 3
~a fact to which the existence of the large'prostitute class
of modern society abundantly testifiés. fﬁis is one of
the hardest modern social problems to solvé, for 1té in-
stinective basis 1s.so deeply imbedded in human life, It
is impossible to conceive that society could devise as
éxoellent a way to regulafe sexual desires as fhe family
’affc&] A-ithougr.l the family fails to a certain extent in
this task, yet would not any other conceivable agency fail

far more?

Now in modern 1ife with its rising standard of 1living,

l, The Family, p,109,
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emancipation of woman, its hotel 1life, its intense indi-
vidualism, the popularization of law, increased general
learning, modern religious and ethical adjustments, higher
age of marriage, city life and various other conditions

of civilization, the family is not adapnting itself rapidly
enough to soeial change, The family was once the unit of
gociety but Christianity, the Reformation, the individual-
istic philosophy of the eisghteenth century and other such
influences have combined to exalt the individual until now .
the individual is the social unit, And there is at pres-
ent a marked instability of the family,

0f the various forms of family ihstability divorce is

ggg&ﬁpggg}g@pt. This is not the, place to go deeply into
the history of divorece but suffice it to say that the right
of repudiation of the wife by the husband prevails among
most savages.l When wives were procured by capture, pﬁr—
chase or service,they were the property of men and 86 could
be more or less edsily disposed of, Among some primitive
tribes the bond is lax, for instance among many Afriecan,
Asiatic, American and Oceanic peoples, but among some it
is indissoluble,as among the Papuas of New Guinea and the

" Veddahs of Ceylon.z Among other tribes divorce is permit-
ted only for specified reasons, Barrenness and adultery

of the wife are almost uniVersal causes for divorce, But

S

1., Letourneau,Evolution of Marriage, p.229,
2, Howard,Hist.of Matrimonial Institutions, Vol,I, 1».226-8,
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as civilization advances, the.wife secures some rights.
Taking Rome as an exarmple, because there divorecs evolved
more completely than anywhere else, at first the husband
had the richt of repudiation but at length divorce by
mutual consent was introduced,although it was pecuniarily
disadvantageous for the husband if he was at fault; finally
the wife became emancipated and by the second century B,C,

divorce bsecame easy.l

Slqwly under Christianity the
irndissolubility of marriage was established, During the
middle ages marriage was only dissoluble when it was shown
to have been contracted within prohibited degrees of affin-
ity. But marriage‘became again dissoluble at the Refor-
mation, And just now in our own United States there is a
tendency toward the freer granting of divqroe. Only 16
per cént of the divorces granted from 1887 to 1906 were
contested,® The causes of divores in the U.S. range from Al
only adultefy.in New York to Washington,where divorce may
be granted "for any cause deemed by it rthe court; suffi-
cient, and when it shall be satisfied that the parties can
no longer 1live together".3

Divorce may be of two kinds, There may be absolute

divorce, which allows remarriage or there may be a Judicial

1, Letourneau, Evolution of Marriage, p,244,

2, Howard, "Is the Preer Granting of Divorece an Evil?",
Amer,dJ,Soc,, May,1909,

3+ Bryce, Marriage and Divorce, p,52,

-29 -~






separation, w»ich allows the couple to live apart but which
doesnot dissolve the marriage bond, Judicial separation
is, however, very l1little used in the United States,

Perhaps the divorce movement is, as Howard sugeests,
only an incident of a transition process in social evolu-
tion.1 To him it is perfectly clear that "it (the divorce
wovement; is but a part of the mighty movement for social
liberation which has been gaining in volume and strength

2 In the emancipation of

ever since the Reformation",
woman the old patriarchal family is beconming a thing of

the past and there is a consequent confusion, Howard says:
"The old legal patriarchal bonds have not vet been adequate-

5 Perhaps women (and

ly revrlaced by spiritual ties",
they seem to be the main actors here since 66 per cent of
all divorces granted from 1887 to 1906 were granted to the
wifre.,?) are as vet thinking more of rights than duties,

In a modern book on ethics is the statement: "If the
permanence of the family rests on the maintenance of a
relation of inferiority, it is indeed in a perilous state".5
But it surely does not for, as Parsons well says, "it is
to ignore the history of political progress to suvpose that

organic relations founded on equality and democracy are

less stable than those resting on superiority and subordi-

1. "Social Control and the Function of the Family",
Internat,Cong,A, and S,, Vol,VII,

2. Ibid,

3 . "Is the Freer Granting of Divorece an Evil?",
Aner,Jour,Soc,,May,.1909,

4, Ibia,

5. Dewey and Tufts, Ethies, p.570,






nation".l Material progress is in nearly all civilized
countries coexistent with increase in suicide, lunacy and”/
divorece,.? Will we not some day see that divorce is abnor-
mal just as suicide and lunacy? Perhaps some day measures
will be taken to prevent unhappy marriages, Marriage
laws should be stricter, Howard explains mich of our
divorce as follows: "While bad legislation and a low
standard of social ethics continue tb throw recklessly
wide the door which ovens to marriage, tmere rmist of
necessity be a broad way out,".‘r5 But it is not merely le-
gal restrictions on marriage that will help matters,
Where there are merely legal restrictions on marriage and
publie opinion is not yet educated up to it, the illegiti-
macy rate 1is 1ncreased.4 What we want is a feeling for
" the profound social importance of the stability of the
family. But whether or not the divorce movement is merély
a passing matter,I hold that the social effects of the |
instability of family relations are bad, |
Besides d_i‘vvprce,there are several other forms of f‘am- L"
ily instability which we must mention, Family desertion,

which is one of the chief causes of divorce and which is on

the increase in America,is a cowardly way of evading family

1, The Fanily, p,.112, . »

2+ Bryce, !larriage and Divorce, 1,80,

3. "Is the Freer Granting of Divorce an Evil?", Amer,dJ,.Soc,,
May,1909,

4, Baileyv, Modern Social Conditions, p,.211.
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responsibility, And,of course,the family may be disinte-
grated by reason of the death of one or both parents, But
this natural instability need not concern us,for we cannot
restore dead parents to needy children, It is only

disintegration by social causes that we can hope to remedy,

Also, families in Which there are step—parents mist be

classed as unstable,for there is not 1n such a family the
natural affection that is necessary to complete family life,
And where both parents are working%tne family life cannot
as a rule be normal, (Nor can the family perform its
highest function,when the father is engrossed_in business
and the mother.in society, ) Finally, a family demoralized
by sickness, drink, vice, crime, or other such abnormal -V
condition is an unstable family,

From the foregoing discussion of the functidn of the
family in society the social effects of the instability '
cf the family can be deduced,

There are, in the first place, two sides to the divorce
problem, the individual and the social side, In our nad
pursuit after hapriness we often eléim as individual rights

thas which wrongs the social body. Even though divorce

T —

puts an end to cruel sufferings of the 1ndiv1dual man or
woman,it may work an untold social wrong, Mr,Felix Adler
prefaces his discussion of the divoree problem as foliows:
"If I were a preacher of the old school, there are two |

things that I should pray for, in approaching this difficult

.






subject of divbrce: the one, that respect for the careat
moral prineciples underlying the divorce problem might not
make me hard and unfeeling toward the human suffering
involved; and the other that, thé contemplation of that
suffering micht not make me less inflexible to voice the
supereminent moral considerations that should determine our
judgment in this matter".l And in this thesis I mist nec-
essarily be oblivious o the purely individual side of the
divorce question,for I an dealing with the sccial side,

But let me say here, that I would sanction judicial sepa-

1

ration, which does not permit remarriace, when it is neces-

sary, as it sometimes is, that a couple be separated,
hisintegration of the family too often concerns
children, although theyv are too little considered in mat-
ters of divorce, Anong others,Parsons ﬁas called attenﬁion
to this lamentable fact, He tells us: "It is notable
that as vet the éxistence of offsp;ing is rarely taken into
consideration in questions of divorce".2
Taking one of the primary functions of the family, the
physical care of the child is Adirectly affected by the in-
stability of the family in the majority of ~ases, When
the child must be placed in an institution,it simply cannot

receive the physical care that tne nome furnishes, Fespecial-

ly is this true in the case of very voung children, for they

l, Marriage and Divorce, p,31,
2., The Fanily, p,.331,
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requife so very much physical care and the attendants in

an institution have so vd&y many children to attend to,

Now the mother is the normal person to whom the physical v
care of the child is entrusted, So when in case of divorce
or desertion the child is left with the fathef, it must be
placed 1n‘an institution or entrusted to the care of those

who have no natural affeotion for it or it rust receive only i"
a father's care which mst needs be imperfect since the ‘
father's ocoupation in the'outside world demands so ruch of
his time, Now if the child remains with the mother, it
usually happens that the mother must work to support it

and so must neglect its physical care, And where both
father and mother are working,the child must needs be neg-

| lected.‘<i§EEEiEEEg§”show‘that infant mortality is lessened
very much when the mbther does not work away from hqme?)
Newman has computed that in eight English ;;;ﬂ;m;;;;;“£he‘
per cent of occupied women averages 41,6, the infant.mortal-
ity from 1896-1905 averages only 150 per 1000 ;nfants, but
where there is an average of 88,4 per cent of 6ccupied womnen

1

the infant mortality rate averages 182, And where the

home 1s-demora11§éd by sickness, drink, vice, or crime,there
must of necessity be a neglect of the physical care of the d
child for it requires a great deal of the attention of nor-

mal peoplg to care fqr children, All 5f these and numerous

1, . : . Infant Mortality, Pp.103-5,
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other demoralizing infiuences interfere with the physical
care the child should receive if he is to ogrow up strong
and healthy.

» An unstable homgwg§§qgt‘minister properly to the

P

physiéﬁi\gomfort‘of the adult members of the family gitger.
This 1s especially truevwhen the instability of the family
involves the labor of the nother,

Nor can th: child be well trained for l1life in a wider
gsocisty when the social virtues have not been instilled into
him at home, //When the child is cared for by only one o
Vparent or by relatives, no matter how kindhearted they may

be,, he cannot learn the relations of life so well, for there
) : .

¥

are not so strong ég}u;a;_forcga to call forth forbearance,
service,.éelf—sacrifice, coaperation and all the other social-
virtues which make for good ecitizenship,/

{ﬂAnd divorce often takés*p}ggglhyygﬁ the children are

in thémﬁbst prlastic and imitative stage and when of all

times the family should be a st hle unit) The average

duration of marriage is VeéréJand the periol between
the actual separation a g the granting of the divoree is
about 3 years,! At tnfs time the children of the family
need the guidance and care of not only one but both parents,
Children especially need care duripg the critical period of

adolescence and the average divoreced couple are apart then,

1. Bailey, Modern Social Conditions, p,208,
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It has heen found in France that boys are oftenest sent to
reformatories from the ages of twelve to fifteen, qirls from
fourteen to fifteen.l The average age of commitment to the

Lyman School for Boys 1n Massachusetts is 15% years.2

And
it 1s the duty of the parents to be united in the training 55”
of their chi}ﬁ{egMignwonlxminmthatwway can the child's char-
acter-be-made-wholesome, - "The sons and daughters who come
from pure homes wherein they have never witnessed anything
but the tenderest affection between their parents are far
more likely to succeed in 11fe.than those brought up in
families subject to the disruptive influences of jealousy

and strife",3 And even if there is no financial burden on
the mother when she is left with the children, they are de-
prived of a fether's eare, which is as necessary as a moth-
erfs in their‘preparation for 1life in society, "The ac— .
quisitions of a manly life are as necessary to human char-
acter as the‘Virtues which gather their sweetness by the
cradle; and these robuster elements--strength, courage,
nanliness, endurance, self-reliance--could only}have been
secured away from domestic cares",* It is more and more

coming to be believed that pauperism, vice, crime and the

1, Macdonald,"Dscay of Fam,Life and Increase of Child Crime",
Education, Sept,1907,

2, Report of Lyman‘School for Boys, 1908,

3., Sutherland, Orig.& Growth of Mor,Instinct, Vol.,I, p.9.

4, Drummond, Ascent of Man, p,293, :
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like may be traced back to faulty socialization in the homs,
And where the family is unstable, how can the training .be
‘other than defective?

So the function of the moral training of the child L
cannot be well performed when there has been desertion,
divorce, death of one or both pérents, where there are
step-parents, where both parents are working or where the

home is demoralized by sickness, intemperance, vice or

crime, Vhen the child has not the ug_;gn.caxa_ni_hoxh
parents,h1__m9Ial,:xaining_aanng;mgg;pAbut be faulty.

And no matter how conscientious step-parents mav be, there

are not the natural bonds between them and the children
that are necessary to a ﬁital influence over the children's
lives and characters, Bryce sees clearly an evil effect
of divorce when he says: "Few things can be mnmore harmful
to the moral well-being of the offspring of a marriage than
the divorce of their parents which destroys one or other of
the two best influences that work on childhood and may poi-
son even the influence that is left",l “hen the mother is
at work and an older child is-kept.out of school to care
for the vounger ones and all are half—starved and 1ive on

the streets,"the re?ormatories and charitable SO“ietieS pay

the bill in the next generation".2 Henderson voices the

1, Marriage and Divoree, D.75.
2, Buffalo C,0,S., Report, 1908,
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opinion of many when he says: "A poor woman has done her
fuil industrial task when she has performed rother work".l

And altruism, which is so significant for social order
and‘prograss, is not'generated in the unstable as in the
stable family, When the child is brought up with only one
parent or with others than his parents, tﬁa&exgimply can-
not be the qp;mq}ggwggymalptuistio conduct that there is in
the normal fgmily,

’};w;g true that in the case of the instability of the
family a valuable discipline is lost, Without the sense of
responsibility, which children entail, characters lose a
refiﬁing influence, Unselfishness, altruism, and the other
parental virtues cannot be called out to the same extent as
in the qase of the normal family, Instability of the
family has, too, a bad moral effect, For when people
know that divorce is easy to obtain,they 4o not make the
gsame effort to adapt themselves tc the hardships of married
life. And all new relatibns require accormodation,
Incompatibility of temperament is an abominable excuse for
divorece; - for to give up on so sliocht ground has a bad
effect upon character, And the members of a family.are
oompiementary to each other and so have a beneficent noral
effect each upon the character of'the rest, The man's

rougher virtuses are complenentary to the gentler character-

isties of the woman, And the nelplessness of the offspring

1, Social Elements, p.75,
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finds a response in the authoritv-loving protection of the

parents, It is when parents are united by love and desire

for the welfare of their children that the virtues grow,
And when the child is brought up by only one parent

or by those who have not the natural affection for him that

the child's own parents have, the higher feelings cannot

be developed to the same degree as when both parents are

united in the caré of their offspring, it stands to

reason that the breaking of the marriage tie should harden

some of the finer feelings that the family should give rise

o

152

NHAgain, instability of the family is not conducive to
the development of stability of character, £;$39%?9nse of
permanence found in stable fanily groups is 1ack1ng:f The
close intimate relations in a small group which were such
a source of strength in the old patriarchal family are
becoming foreign to the restless excitement-seeking American
of to—-day, In our spreading dut to larger interests we
often lose sight of the hdﬁely relations that are able to
lend stability to chafacter and ultimatel? to society,

Furthermore, instability of the family has an important Ll

bearing upon thgﬂgconomicmfunction of the family. Without
family respénsibil1%ieswamgxea$wmntimeMformwglkwand“thrift
igﬁgggg,‘ And, too, very often, especially in the case of

desertion, the burden falls upon the mother and when she

is compelled to support the family,the children are deprived

-39






of her care, Verx,oftanuingmgn;ldxgn mist be supported
by tggﬂgﬁgig;. Then the social effects of the instability
of the.family are very apparent, Appropriations of thé
legislature for charitable institutions appeal to the
public. And why should all be compelled to bear the bur-
den which rightfully belongs to'two? As society is now

constituted, the unit for the care of children is the family
and a frequent social effect of the instability of the fam-

ily is the shifting of the family responsibility to the
staté, whieh is not-by nature so well fitted to support
the_rising gensration, The family has strong natural
forces to utilize in this task which makes it far superior
to the more impersonal state,

The dependency caused by family instability will be
coné;@ggngStatistiéally in the following chapter but I
Wili say here that the removal of the husband, the natural
supporter of the family, often brings in abnormal elements
which charity must take up, When this happens by natural
causes, it is a legitimate cause for charity but when by
social cauées there is opportunity for reform,

And when the family is unsfable,the spiritual posses-

sions of the race cannot be so Wéll transmitted, For it

is in the intimacy of the normal family group that that the

transmission take place best, The work of two parents is

necessary for when there is but one or hone,some of the

apirl&ugl,hazixageéiau108t.' And thus there is introduced

-40-
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a greater or less discontinuity in social evolution which

is harmful to progress, The intimate\congenial family

association is the only place where the spiritual unity of

the race can be worked out, For in larger and less inti-

mately connected groups the continuity cannot be so close,
To consider another function of the family,'the family

is a conservative element in society chiefly because it is

a large body burdened by numerous helpless elements and

proverbially large bodies move slowly, ¥hen for any reason

the family ié\dlglgzgg?ated;the burden is thrown off and

there is danger that individuals will go off on undesirable
tangents, The burden of ihe family is valuable in keeping &
individuals in the path of duty,

Fufthermore, since the family has another important
function in social progress, that of producing variation
and developing individuality in the offspring, a social ef-
fect of the instabllity of the family-is-that the -individual
variation is not fostered and encouraged, Who but parents
possess the vital-interest in the child and the sympathy
thaf/;an give encouragement to the natural bent of the o
child? When others care for him, his individuality must
suffer _some-1oss, And thus social progress is hindered by
the instability of the family,

Now, marriage has become more durable as civilization V7

has advanced, Shall we go backwards by making the tie less

durable? The kevnote of the late White House Conference on
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Dependent Children was, "Home life is the highest and _
finest product of civilization".l . Bryce is surely right
when he says: "Physically, psychically, ethically, the »—
Family is the masterpiece of Evolution”,?

CLZP seems terme‘;hat’phe instabilityiqugge fanily

—

prophesies a reversion to barbaric moral standards.%ﬂ Free
ieve»ﬁeﬁiaiﬁﬁdermine the moréi nature of fhe race, Just

so time and trial marriages must be bad, Among savages
when there are frequent marriacges there is no modesty, ﬁ
Surely a constant change of censort is not conducive to

the modesty which has been acquired with civilization,
Chastity was only slowly developed among women by virtue of
their eendition as property of men and chastity among men
through the higher moral standards of ciﬁilization is'a very
much laier acquisition, A great thinker has said, "Differ-
ent as were the conditions of life, and especially of re-
ligious life, in the Roman Empire, the experience of Rome

5 por

may not be without some warning for our own time",
in Rome a decline of morals attended the disintegration of
the family.' The complex marriage of the Oneida Comrmunity,
which involves of course a still mofe frequent change than

our unstable family causes, has certainly rmuch in common.

l, Children's Charities, Mar,, 1909,
2, Marriage and Divorce, p.75.
3+ Ibid,, Preface,
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with the group marriage of some savage tribves, SO0 perma-
nence of the marriage bond mist be important for civiliza-
tion,

People do not as a rule get divorces to remarry,
Prussian and Swiss statistics show that divorced men rewed
within the first three yvears at avout thé same rate as
widowers, although divorced women marry somewhat more rap-

idly than widows.l

Yet the permanence of the marriage
relation may not continue under the present regime, As
Adler sayvs, "if this permanence is constantly disavowed in
practice, if in thousands of cases the courts are busy dis-
solving the unions which were entered into ostensibly with
the expectation of permanence, it rmist follow that txe
expectation of permanence with respect to marriage, which
is the foundation of civilized society and of the social |
order, should grow more and nore f‘eeble".2

To continue, the social effects of the instability of
the family in its relation to the regulation of the sex
impulse in society are profound, Surely the flitting
about from consort to cdnsbrt, which i1s not an exaggeration
in many cases in these modern days as in the laxer days of

late Roman civilization,does not have a good roral effect.’

Is there not a tendency to revert to lower moral standards?

l, Howard,"Is the Freer Granting of Divorce an Evil?", Amer,
Jour,Soc,, May,1909,
2, Marriage and Divorce, 1,56,
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Is 1t'ﬁot endangering the moral ideals which we have so
slowly built up?

And shall we diminish the care of the child developed
by the forces of evolution? All the way up the scale of
animal evolution parental care increases with advance in
type. So in ths advance from savage life to civilization

the ~are of the human child has increased until the nodern

—7

child is dependent upon parents almost until he is thirty
vears old, As the parental care increases, the infant
mortality decreases, Among the low Bontoc Igorrotes who,
by the way, have trial ﬁarriage, 60 per cent of the children
die before maturity.l Surely care of offspring has been

a chief agent in progress, And shall we obstruét further
progress‘by lessening the parental Qare?

The care of parents by their cﬁildren is a late ac-
quisition, Shall we lose it by allowing instability of
family relations? When there is divorce or other disinte-
grating influence one or both of the paéénts lose the care
which thev might otherwise have had, And so theyv may be-
come dependent upon charity. Is not that a bad effect of
the instability of the family?

My final defense of my thesis I will draw from psy-
chology.,. According to the psychological law of habit, it
stands to reason that the same farily can do the work of

the family better than a new one, For family Auties, as e

1, Mangold, "Waste of Children", Pop,Sci,, June, 1907,
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—
other activities,become easier by practice, Is the insta-

bility of ﬁhe family, then, not wasteful? Would not per-
manence of the marriage bond increase the efficiancy of the
family in gsocliety?

The foregoing reasons seem to me to establish from a
deductive standpoint my thesis,that the social effects of
the instability of the family are undesirable,
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THE INSTABILITY OF THE FAMILY
AS A CAUSE OF DEPENDENCY
AND DELINQUENCY

Believing that the instability of the family results
in an incregggﬂggwaapendeneym&nd'deliﬁdneﬁcv'1n society.I
have endeavored to establish this fact,

I first examined recent reports of charity organization
societies of twenty-two cities in the United States with
over 100,000 popﬂlatign. The librarian was unable to pro-
cure such reports from the other sixteen cities of over
100,000 population in this country, I found to my disap-
pointment, however, that all of these societies did not
consider .the conjugal condition of the cases worth mention-
ing., But from these reports and that of Lincoln, Nebraska,
which has somewhat less than 100,000 population, I have com—

piled the following table:






TABLE I
CONJUGAL CONDITION OF C,0,S, CASES,

:Total: : :Divorced: :0rph,:

City . no, :Married;Widowedzleg.sep.:Single: or . All
.cases.couples: ) or : .aban, :others
: : : .deserted.: :¢chil,:

St.Louis : 2339: 1319 : 599 : 314 : 107 .
St.,Paul : 310: 143 : 66 g 42 % 40 g 15% 4
Minneap, : 1940: 817 : 368 : 275 : 456 : . 24
Louisville: 76: 50 2 10 g 10 ; 6 : :
Washington: 3620: 1722 : 959 : 433 : 398 g 265 92

Denver . 2874: 691 : 225 - 85 : 777 : 1096:

Buffalo : 3097: 1375%: 705 : 266 : 3vel: 373
Chicago : 6760: 3001}: 1338 : 882 : 835': : 714
New Or. = : 556: 178 : 143 : 60 : 173 : .3
Worcester : 551: 327 : 82 § 49 1 79 :
Cineinnati: 3098: 2061 © 870 : 107 : 58 : 3:
Lincoln : 346: 134 : 64 : 57 : 101 :
Boston  : 1304: 668 : 351 : 137 : 109 5: 34
Baltimore : 29355 1477 % 772 ; 267 : 293 : . 136
New York : 1527: 938 : 419 : 136 : 28 : __1: 5
Total :31333:14,901 § 6,971 : 3,100 33,828 :1,145:1,384
Per cent : i 47,6 : 22,2 : 9,9 112,21 3,7 : 4,4

l, Estinated on basis of average of all the other societies,
2. Denver's cases of dependent children come before the C,0,S,
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From these figures it is seen that of all the cases
considered 22,2 per cent were from homes broken by death;
9,9 per cent were from homes rendered unstable by desertion;
and 3,7 per cent more were from homes broken up by death,
desertion or other influence sufficient to cause orphaned
or abandoned children to apply for aild, But the numbers
under the head of "orphans or abandoned children" do not
tell the whole story for such cases are not usually dealt
with by the charity organization societies, This makes a“\\\\
total of 35,8 per/cent of cases from unstable families, In""\‘
the general population,of all over twenty in the United
States the married comprise 64,5 per cent, the single 25,6,
the widowed 92,2 per cént, the divorced ,5 pé; cent and the
unknown .2 per cent .’ Thus, there is a total of 9.9 per
cent of persons from unstable families in the general popu-=
lation, So it may be seen that among those applying for
aid to the charity organization societies there are nearly lf/
four times as many from unstable families as in the general
population, This dependency cannot, of course, all be
attributed to the instability of the family but it is sig-
nificant that in the total mumber of cases so large a per
cent should be those of unstable families, Family insta-

bility must be a factor in the dependency.

l, Twelfth Census of U,S,, Vol,II, Part II,
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Edward T, Devine in his "Misery and Its Causes" has
given the results of Miss Caroline Goodyear's study of 500
cases which had been for some time under the care of the

1 sne found

Charity Organization Society of New York City,
that 30,4 »er cent of the cases were of the widow type, 21
per cent involved non-support and 3,6 per cent were mother-
less, Thus, 55 per cent of her cases involved instability
of the family,

er. Devine himself investigated 5000 families that
came under the care of the Charity Organization Society of
New York City in the two years ending Sept,.30, 1908.2 He
found over 25 per cent of the cases widows and 10 per cent
deserted women, Adding to the 10 per cent the 14 deserted
hﬁsbands\and the 93 cases with a record of a previous de-—
sertion or persistent non-support by the husband, the pro-
portion rises to 12 per cent, Thus a total of 37 per cent
of the cases involved instability of the family,

Miss Brandt found that from vear to vear deserted
families form from 7 to 13 per cent of the total number
of families applying to the New York Charity Organization L~
Society for aid, ’

All this relates for the most part to adults but the

influence may be also shown in reference to children,

l, P, 174,

2, Misery and Its Causes, pp,l178 ff,

3, Five Hundred and Seventy-Four Deserters and their Families,
P.10,






Before giving the results of my own investigation of the
subject, however, I will give some of the statistics
already obtained by others in the same field,

Vhen we examine the reports on the cormitment of
children to institutions the percentage due to desertion
rises, It is estimated.that 25 per cent of the cormitments
of children to institutions in New York Ciﬁy is due to
desertion.l Supt,Bauer, of the Bureau of Dependent Chil-
dren in that city, places it still higher, He said in
1903, "1f I were asked to name the most important question-
before charity workers to-day, I would unhesitatingly reply,
'Desertion by men of their wives and children', More than
30 per cent of the applications received by the Department
of Public Charities for the commitment of children are due [
to the desertion of the father of the family".z Not many -
studies have been made of the percentage of inmates of
children's charitable institutions due to desertion but the
sidelights that have been thrown upon the question here
and there lead one to suspect that it is not small, During
1902, however, special attention was given to this subject

3

by the New Jersey State Board of Charities, of 261 c¢hil-

dren studied, 36 per cent were deserted by one or both parents,

1, Brandt, Five Hundred and Seventy-four Deserters and their
Families, p.10,

2, Rept, of State Char.,Aid,Assoc,, N,Y,, 1903,

3. Editorial,"Deser, as a Cause of Child Cormitment", Chari-
ties, July 18, 1903,






If the foundlings are classed as deserted the provortion

is swelled to over 45 per cent,

| In a case study of delinquent boysAwho appeared before
the Juvenile Court of Chicago, Mabel Carter Rhoades inves-—
tigated family conditions in 100 cases as causally affecting
the conduct of the child.l The most striking column was
headed "Conjugal Condition of Parents", In _this the author

showed that 37 per cent of the boys lacked the care of a

LS

man and woman legally their parents or even step-parents
and living with them and- that 11 per cent rmore had step-
fathers or step-mothers or adopted parénts. This made a
total of 48 ver cent from \nstable families,

The author also brings out the fact that of the half-
orphans mbre than two times as many had lost the father as
had lost the mother and that, when adopted parents and step-
parents are concerned, three times as many of these boys
were without any sort of paternal as were without corres-
ponding maternal care, And of the 10 cases where the par-
ents were living apart,the boy was with the father in only
4, She concludes from this: "Apparently for the sort of \\\\
outbreaking sins that bring youngsters into court the father's &
strong right arm is a better preventive than the mother's
gentle influence", But she explains this is due largely

to the fact that when there is no financial support by thse

1, "A gase Study of Delinguent. Boys in the Juvenile Court
of Chicago", Amer,dJour,of Soc,, July, 1907,
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tather, the mother has to work for a living and so cannot
give sufficient affehtion to the children,

In this investigation the occupation of the nother
was also inquired into, It was found that, excluding
adopted mothers and step-mothers, in only 54 per cent of
the cases was the mother at home and "even nominally free
to make her family and household duties her sole business",
of the mothérs 16 per cent were not living at all or not
living with the child, 20 per cent were at work mores or

~less regularly away from home and of the remaining 10 per
cent gainfully employed at home most‘had exceedingly little
time to devote to the care of their children,

The swmary of apparent ~causes of delinquency is as
follows: |

Death or absence of one or both actual parents....48

Mother gainfully employed more or less regularly, .30

Very large families (110Te than 10)essessssssessess 3

POVEIrtYessessosscsscsssscesssossscsssnsscasssnsseeelb

Bad CONAitiOon Of NOMBsssssssssssesssssssscssssssse30

Probable dittOsessesscsscsssssnecscssoccsscssssnes 3

NO hOIMEscesovsscessosssossssosssnssssssnsosssssnssnsce 1

Bad neighborhood INflUeNCeS.eesesesscsssssscscssss3b

Apparent gang conneCtioNesscecssccossesssssssnssseedd

Since gang connections are a result as well as cause,
the leading cause of delinquency is shown to be the loss or

absence of parents, V-
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Mr,Homer Folks tells ué that in 1890,0f the 5,479
children coqg}ggggﬂLowrefcrmataﬁies in the United States,
2624 or 48 per cent were orphans or half orphans and that,
adding.tﬁose whose parents were separated, over one half
of the children committed were homeless.l

Thomas Travis in his book,"The Young Malefactor", has
made a few estimates as to the importance of the instability
of the family in causing Jjuvenile delinquency., He says
that step-parentage, illegitimacy and orphanage furnish 40

2 Travis also gives us a

per cent of Jjuvenile 6ffenders.
few estimates as to the success of institutional methods

in dealing with children, 0f the destitute and delinquent
children dealt with by the New York Juvenile Asyvlium 20 per
cent do nét do well after treatment..:5 In France Raux gives
a 10 year record and 44 per cent fail.4 The George Junior
Republic refuses mental and moral defectives and 40 per

cent of its citizens fa11.5 The Rahway Reformatory fails
in only 23 per cent of cases but the records have only been
kept for a few years.6 Travis sums the matter up thus:

20 to 50 per cent of lighter juvenile offenders are not cured

by institutional treatment, although at least 90 pser cent

l, "The Child and the Family", Nat,Conf, ~f Char, & Correc,,
1892,

2, P,181,

3. Pe300,

4. Pp. 200-10

5, P.201,

6es Po203,






of these are normal and curable and furthermore those that
are reclaimed are institutionalized and branded.1
reformatories are enlightening, Supt, Jas, A, Leonard of
the Ohio State Reformatory at Mansfield gives us sore sta-
tistics.2 He says that from investigations made in his
institution it was found that 75 per cent of the young men
came from homes where one or both parents were dead, over
50 per cent came from homes in which there had been deser-

tion or divorees.5

In all 90 per cent came from broken
or defective homes, And Bishop Sam'l Fallows of Chicago
stated before the National Prison Association in 1902 that
three-fifths of the inmates of the Illinols State Reforma-
tory came from defective homes.4
I will now give the results of my own investigation
into the social effects of the instability of the fanily,
Believing that delinquency and dependency were among such
effeects I have endeavored to establish the fact by statis-zé,,f
ties from reform schools, juvenile courts and orphan
asylums,
To procure the necessary reports a letter.containing
five questions was sent in the name of the Department of
Sociology of the University of Missourl to 75 reform schools,
5 juvenile courts and 125 orphan asylums, The questions

were as follows:

l, P, 201, ‘
2, "Home Influence in the Preven,of Crime",N,P,A,, 1906,
3. There is an overlapping here but obviously =~ - desertion or

divorce preceded the death. of varents in a number of cases,
4, Discussion on "Preventgxe & Reformatory Work",






1, Number of your immates from homes demoralized by
drink, vice or crime?

2, Number that come from families in which there has
been desertion or divorce?

3, Number that come from families in which either
father or nother is dead?

4, Number that come from norﬁal homes?

5, Total number of your inmates?

The nrivilege of an estimate was given if more accurate
information could not be furnished, Also an expression
of opinion from the superintendent or the one in charge
on the whole subject of the relation of the instability of
the family to the problem'of child dependence and delin-
‘quency was asked,

The reform schools were selected from the list of all
the reform schools in the United States contained in the
Report of the National Prison Association for 1905 by ex-
cluding institutions for negro delinquent children as in
generdal having less accurate records,

The juvenile courts selected were the two main ones
in our own state and three other well known ones, one from
the east, one from the west and one from the central part
of the United States,

The orphan asylums were selected from the 1list con-
tained in the 1904 Special Repoft of the Census on Benevo-
lent Institutions by execluding (1) those for negro delin-

quent children for the reason assigned above in connection






with reform schools for negro delinquent children; Dby ex-
eluding (2), for the most part, Roman Catholic institutions
as being less willing to furnish data; by excluding (3)
fraternal orphanages as being less likely to contain chil-
dfen from homes demoralized by drink, vice or crime or in
which there had been desertion or divorce; by excluding
(4), for the most part, day nurseries and temporary homes;
and by excluding (5) institutions having less than 50 in-
mates as not being representative, Some of the institutions,
to which letters were sent, however, had dropped their
numbers to below 50 since the 1904 report, Furthermrore,
about one fourtn of tese letters were sent to orphanages
east of the Mississippi Valley, about one half to orphanages
in the Vailev and atout one fourth to those west of the Val-
ley.

Through these letters more or less significant returns
were secured from 34 refori schools, 4 juvenile courts and
42 orphanages, It was possible to determine somewhat from
the tone of the letters and the nature of the figures which
reports were the more accurate, For final comparison there
were taken, therefore, after a critical examination, 15
reform schools, 4 Juvenile courts and 19 orphanages,

It was evident from notes appended and from the char-
acter of the figures that the term "normal home" had been
so much misunderstood that answers under this head could
not bé nade the basis of any accurate conclusions, wrther-

nore, the answers to the first question showed great differ-
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ences of interpretation, tﬁough these were not so various
as in the case of "normal homes", A further complication
was introduced by the fact that some of the answers to the
questions were exclusive and sorie not, Some, that is to
say, had included the same case under two or mere different
heads, showing all the causes operating in the case, This
obviously made a difference in the meaning of the figures
but did not affect the answers to all the questions in the
same degree, It was seen to be most likely that when
desertion, divorce or orphanage entered into the explana-
tion of any case, that fact would invariably be set down -
as the most obvious cause, If, however, the answers as-
signed but one cause for any one case, demoralization by
drink, vice or crime would only be shown when the other
causes were not operating, Hence, it seemed that not much
weight could be given to the comparison of the answer to
this question with the others, .

Reports were received from the following reformm schools:
Industrial School for Girls, Mitchelville, Iowa; Whittier
State School, Whittier,California; Delaware Industrial
School for Girls, Wilmington, Delaware; Industrial School
for Boys, Lansing,Michigan; Oregon State Reform School,
Salem, Oregon; State industrial Home for Girls, Chillicothe,
Missouri; Industrial School for Girls, Middletown, Connect-
icut; New York State Training School for Girls, Hudson,

New York; State Industrial School, Ogden, Utah; Nat'l
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Training School for Boys, Washington, D,C,; Boys'Indus-
triél School, Topeka, Kansas; State Industrial Home for
Girls, Adrian,Michigan; Girls' Industrial School, Beloit,
Kansas; Wisconsin Industrial School for Boys, Waukesha,
Wisconsin; Reform School for Girls, Washington, D.,C,; State
Training School for Girls, Geneva, Illinois; Industrial
School for Girls, Milwaukee, Wisconsin; Girls' Industrial
Home of Ohio, Delaware, Ohio; State Industrial School,
Rochester, New York; Montana Reform School, Miles City,
Montana; 8tate School for Boys, Portland, Maine; Phila-
delphia House of Refuge, Philadelphia, Pa,; Indiana Boys'
School, Plainfield, Indiéna; South Dakota Training School,
Plankinton, South Dakota; Industrial School for Boys,
Eldora, Iowa; Preston School of Industry, Waterran, Cali-
fornia; Industrial Reform School, St Anthony, Iowa; State -
Industrial School, Golden, Colorado; Sockanosset School
for Boys, Providence, R,I,; St.Mary's Industrial School,
Baltimore, Maryland; Alabama Boys' Industrial School, East
Lake, Alabama; L&man School for Boys, Westboro, Mass,;
New Jersey State Home for Boys, Jamesburg,. New Jersey;
G¢irls' Industrial School, Geneva, Nebraska,

The following tables were compiled from the reports
received from the reform schools, Table II consists of

the reports, the answers of which were mutually exclusive,






TABLE II.
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN IN REFORM SCHOOLS,

:Deser,or: .
Location .Demor..divorce :0rphans : Normal Total
Salem, Ore, : 29 % 34 g 39 E 17 5 119
Middletown,Conn,: 76 g 32 g 140 g 34 : 283
Hudson, N.Y, : 133 : 39 : 83 : 58 g 317
Sockanosset,R.I.: 77 : 39 : 116 g 154 g 386

ogden, Utan, : 9 : 21 : 36 : 19 : 85
Mitchelville,Ia,: 44 : 65 : 55 : 36 : 200
Baltimore,Md, : 2300 : 130 : 170 : 250 : 1750

East Lake,Ala, : 35 : 40 : 120 : 20 : 215

Washington,D.C., : 818 : 22 : T4 : 24 : 338

. & .
3 . . x 3

Total . 820 : 422 : 838 . 613 : 2692

With the answers in per cents the table is as follows:
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TABLE III,

FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN IN REFONORM SCHOOCLS,

: :Deser,or. : :
Location :Demor, :divorce :0rphans:Normal: Total

Salem, Ore. © 24,4 1 28,6 - 32.8 : 14.2: 119
Middletown,Conn, : 27,0 : 11,3 : 49,6 : 12,1: 282
Hudson, N.Y. £ 41,6 : 18.3 } 27.8 : 18.,3: 317
Sockannosset ,RoI,: 19,9 : 10,0 : 30,0 : 40.0: 386
ogden, Utah : 10.6‘% 24,7 g 42,4 : 22,3: 85

Mitchelville,Ia, : 22,0 : 33.5 : 27.5 : 18,0: 200

Baltimore,Md.,  : 26.7 : 17.3 : 22,7 : 35.3§ 750
East Lake, Ala, : 16.3 : 18.6 ; 55,8 E 9.35 215
Washington,D.C. : 64,5 - 6,5 : 21,9 : 7,1: 338
(Boys) : : ; f :
Weighted av, 30,5 1 15,7 i 31,1 i 22,7: 2692

Accordineg to this table 30,5 per cent of the 2692
children in ths above 9 reform schools were from hormes
demoralized by drink, vice or crime, 15,7 per cent were
from homrmes in which there had been desertion or divorce,

31,1 per cent were orphans and 22,7 per cent were from
"normal homes", Thus 46,8 per cent were from unstable
families, Adding the per cent from demoralized homes
the percentage rises to 77,3, This is a very high estimate,

The following table is composed of the replies of the

reform schools which did not make rutually exclusive an-

avers to the questions,
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TABLE IV,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN IN REFORM SCHOOLS,

: :Deser,or: . .
Location EDemor.fdivorce EOrphanefuormalf Total
Jamesburg,N.J. § 15 g 121 g g 257
Beloit, Kan,' § :aT § 20 % 9 ; 201
Waukesha, Wis, § E ; E ; 3823
Whittier, Cal, %- 593 g 741 : 862 : P 2,992
Washington,D.C, : 77 : 21 : 43 : 13 : 77

(Girls) : . . T :
Geneva, Il1, 31 434 f 3 14 5 10 3 482
Milwaukee, Wis., g 2 i 20 i 174 i 46 1 240
Delaware, Ohio, } 500 g 300 § 300 g 290 g . 590
Rochester,N,Y¥. : 350 : 35 : 135 : 30 : 643
Miles City,Mont, : 21 : 14 g 29 1 23 : 62
Portland, Me. g 922 : § g : 2,719
Wilmington,Del. § 8 3 : 23 } 16 : 31
Topeka, Kan, D491 44 1 78 : 44 : 185
Lansing, Mich, g 84 § 20 % 135 g § 348

Philadelphia,Pa. : 136 : 109 : 181 : 53 : 404

Geneva, Neb, : 15: 30 : 18 : 15 : 50
Chillicothe, Mo, : 89 : 37 : 117 : 47 : 240
Plainfield,Ind.t : : : : :
Plankinton,S.Dak.: 16 : 86 : 18 : 9 : 90
Eldora, Iowa. : 248 : 95 : 153 : 19 : 381
Waterman, Cal, : 81 : 50 : 115 : 135 : 333
St.Anthony, Ia, : 121 : 40 : 100 : 20 : 201
Adrian, Mich, 11338 : 1058 811 : . 2,438
Westboro, Mass, : 124 : 87 101 : : 268
Golden, Colo, 62 : : 151 : 417
Total . 5340 : 2752 : 3697 : 769 : 13,320

1. Answers given in per cents but no total given,
-61-






With answers in per cents the table is as follows:
TABLE V,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN IN REFORM SCHOOLS,

:Deser. or.

ocatio . .
Jamesburg,N,J, : ; 5,8 : 47,0 : 5 257
Beloit, Kan., - : : 8.4 : 10,0 : 4.4 : 201
waukesha, Wis, : : ; o : 382
Whittier, Cal. : 25.9 : 32.3 : 37.6 - . 2202
Washington,D.Ce :100,0 : 27.2 : 55,8 : 16,8 : 77

(girls) % 4 - . :

Geneva, Ill, : 90,0 : © 3,0 : 2.0 : 482

Milwaukee, Wis, : 30,0 : 8.3 : 72,5 : 18,1 : 240
Delaware,o0hio  : 84,7 : 50.8 : 50,8 : 49.1 : 590

Rochester, N.,Y, : 54,5 : 5.4 : 21,0 : 4.6 : 643

Miles City, Mont.g 33.8 : 22.5~§ 46,7 1 37.0 : 82
Portland, Me, g 33,9 : g : : 2719
Wilmington, Del. : 25.8 : 9.6 : 70.9 : 51,6 g 31
Topeka, Kan, : 49,3 1 23,7 § 42,1 : 23,7 : 185
Lansing, Mich, : 24,1 : 5.7 : 38,7 : D 348

Philadelphia, Pa.: 33.6 : 926.9 : 44,8 : 13,1 : 404
Geneva, Neb, © 30,0 : 40,0 : 38,0 : 30,0 : 50
Chillicothe, Mo, : 37.0 : 15.4 : 48,7 : 19.5 : 240

Plainfield, Ind., : 50,0 27,0 : 26,0 : 10,0
Plankinton,S.DakK,: 17.5 29,0 : 20,0 : 10.0 : 90
Eldora, Iowa, . 65,0 ¢ 26,0 : 40,0 : 5,0 : 381
Waterman, Cal, : 25,0 : 15.4 : 35,6 : 38,7 : 323
St.Anthony, Iowa,: 60,0 : 20.0 : 50.0 : 10.0 : 201
Adrian, Mich, : 54,9 ¢ 43,3 . 33,3 : . 2438
Westboro,Mass, 46,2 : 32.4 : 37,6 : : 268
Golden, Colo, 14,8 . s 36,8 . 417
: 42,8 1 29,5 : 36,1 : 17.1 : 13,320

Weighted av,






From the figures of this table 43,8 ver cent of the
. 13,320 children in the above 24 reform Schools were from
homes demoralized by drink, vice or crime, 29,5 per cent
were from homes in which there* had been desertion or di-
vorce, 36,1 per cent were orphans and only 17,1 ber éent
were from "normal homes", It is quite to be expected that
the per cent of those from dermoralized homes should be
larger than in_thé vreceding table for, since the fisures
are mutually exclusive in that table, dermoralization, being
less obvious than the other causes, would not he set down
when the other causes were also operating, Why there
should be almost twice as many from homes in which there
had been desertion or divorce is inexplicable from tﬁe
data at‘hand. The answers to the other two questions
do not vary greatly from those in Tab;e 111,

The following table was compiled from the reports

which apneared to be more acrurate than the rest,
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TABLE VI, )
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN IN REFORM SCHOOLS,

: :Deser,or: : :
Location :Demor, :divorce :Orphans:Normal: Toctal

.

Mitchelville, Ia,: 22,0 : 32,5 : 37.5 : 18,0 : 200

Whittier, Cal. : 25.9 : 32,3 : 37.6 : . 2292
Wilmington, Del, : 25.8 : 9,6 : 70.9 : 51.6 : 31
Lansing,Mich, % 24,1 ; 5.7 : 38,7 : . 348
Salem, Ore. 24,4 1 28,6 : 32.8 : 14,2 : 119

Chillicothe, Mo, : 37,0 : 15,4 : 48,7 : 19.5 : 240
Middletown,Conn, : 27.0 : 11,3 : 49.6 : 12,1 : 282

Hudson, N,Y. 41,6 : 12,3 : 27.8 : 18,3 : 317

Ogden, Utah : 10,6 g 24,7 : 42.4 : 22,3 : 85
Washington,D.Co : 64,5 : 6.6 : 21.9 : 7.1 : 338
( Bovs) 3 - : ; >
Topeka, Kan, 49,2 ¢ 33,7 : 42,1 . 23,7 : 185
Adrian, Mich, 5 54,9 : 43,3 : 33,2 : : 2438
Vestboro, Mass, : 46,2 : 32.4 : 37,6 ; . 268
Jamesburg, N,dJ, E g 5,8 g 47,0 g i 257
_Geneva, Neb, : 30,0 g 40,0 % 36,0 : 30,0 : 50
Weighted av, © 39,6 i 30,0 i 36,2 : 16,8 : 7450

According to this table 39,6 per cent of 7450 children
in 15 reform schools were from homes demoralized by drink,
vice or crime, 30 per cent were from homes in which there
has been desertion or divoree, 36,2 per cent were fror homes
rendered unstable by death and only 16,1 per cent were

’reported as being from "normal homes", These figures do
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not vary greatly from those of Table V,

To sum up, then, the question'of unstable families
as being the source of juvenile delinquency as shown by
reports from reform schools, it is seen in my most accurate
table, No,VI, that 39,6 per cent of the 7450 children in
15 reform schools were from demoralized homes, 30 per cent
from homes in which there had been desertion or divorce,
36,2 per cent were orphans and only 16,1 per cent were
called‘fram "normal homes", There is a great deal of
variation in the replies to the first qu:;yﬁon. There is
also much variation in the case of the second and third
questions but the largest number of institutions represent-
ing about 6000 out of the 7450 children came within 15 per
cent of 30 per cent for desertigpﬂand divorce as causes
and of 36,2 per cent for orphanage'as a cause, As has been
 explained,the figures‘under the head of "normal homes" are
not statistically accurate hut the welsghted average.of 16,8
~ per cent does show what a small percentage of the inmates
of reform schools are, in the opinion of the superintendents,
from normal homes,

Some of the opiniong of the superintendents are ex-
pressive, Chas,H.Dunton, Superintendent of the Preston
School of Industry, Waterman, Cal,, sayvs, "I do not know
how 1t is in Missouri but I do know home life in California
is very, very far frﬁm what it should be, and it is certainly
having its effect on Jjuvenile crime”, Supt, T, E, Young

of the South Dakota Training School, Plankinton, S,Dak,,
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says,"After investigation, one could fairly conclude that
the number of inmates who caome froﬁ homes where the child
has a fair -chance, where parents have good sense and have
an appreciation of their obligation to their children, is
very small, probably not one in a hundred”. After answer-
ing the questions Mr, Young continues, "I usually put it
this way-—-

| 30 per cent from homes in which there has been separa-
tion or divorce,

30 per cent have no parents living or one parent only
who is not able to care for the child.

30 per cent from bad hories where the child has not had
good influence and training,

10 ver cent from homes that nicht be called smood, that
js; the family has good gtanding in the community. But
here, if investigation be made, we will find mothers that
are weak and lax, indulgent, frivolous, given to society
and without common sense. Fathers will be found who are
fully absorbed in business and indifferent to the training
and education of the <hildren', A,J,Hutton, Superintendent
of the Wisconsin Industrial School for Boys, says, "We have
to-day 362 inmates, Nearly all of them come from homes
demoralized by drink, vice, crime, separation, desertion or
divorce," |

Reports were received from the juvenile courts of St.
Louis, Kansas City, Denver and New York, From these re—

ports I have compiled the following table,
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TABLE VII.

FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN BROUGHT BEFORE JUVENILE COURTS,

3 :Deser,or: : .
Location :Demor, :divorce :0rphans:Normal: Total
St.Louis : . 441 . 316 : 640 : 1397
(Deiinquent) : : : -
St.Louis : < 127 84 . 73 . 287
(Neglected) - - : . -
Kansas City : : 297 . 298 . 5BH10 : 1157
Denver : . 1655 : 335 : 568 : 1058
New York . 39 : 16 : 133 : 284 : 379
Total . 39 : 1036 : 1166 : 2075 : 4278

Giving the answers in ner cents the table ig as foliows:
TABLE VIII,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF CHILDREN BROUGHT BEFTORE JUVENILE COURTS, .

; : :Deser,or: d s
Location SDemor,idivorca fOrphanSfNormalf Total-
St.Louis,Delinquent: . 31,6 : 22.6 : 45,8 : 1397
St,Louis,Neglected % © 44,2 1 29.2 : 35.4 : 287
Kansas City : . 35,7 © 25.8 : 44,0 : 1157
Denver : : 14,7 : 31.7 : 53,6 : 1058
New York 10,2 1 4,2 1 35,0 : 74,9 : 379
Weichted av, 10,2 : 24,2 1 27,3 : 48,5 : 4278

Only the New York report gives any figures for the
first question, The weighted average for the second question
is seen to be 24,2 per cent, for the third 27.3 per cent and
for the fourth 48,5 per cent, The opinion of Roger N,

Baldwin, Chief Probation Officer of the St,Louis Juvenile
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Court, on this subject is decided, He says, "It is per-
fectly clear that in almost all of the serious cases, home
conditions are a very large factor in ecreating delinquency—-
indeed ¢greater than any other one factor",

Reports were received from the following ornhanages.:
J.M,Gusky Orphanage and Home, Allegheny, Pa,; Presbvterian
Nrphans' Home, Barium Springs, N,C,; N,H, Nrphans' Home,
Pranklin, N,H.; St,Louis Protestant Orphan Asylum, Webster
Groves, Mo,; Miss, Baptist Orphanage, Jackson, Miss,;
Orphans' Home, Vasa, Minn,; Fort Wayne Orphan Home, Fort
Wayne, Ind,; German Evangelical Lutheran Orphan Home,
Addison, Iil,; Central Wesleyan Orphan Asylum, Warrenton,
0,; Orphnan Asylum Society Orvhanage, New York City;
Evangelical Lutheran Orphans' Home, Waverly, Iowa,

Campbell Co, Protestant Children's lome, Newport, Kv,;
Bethesda Orphans' Home, Savannah, Ga,; Albany Orphan
Asylum, Albany, N,Y,.,; State Home for the Friendless,
Lincoln, Neb,; Norwegian Lutheran Children's Home,
Chieago, Il11,; Fairmount Children's Home, Alliance, Ohio;
Gillis Orphans' Home, Kansas City, Mo,; United Lutheran
Church Orphans' Horme, Beloit, Iowa; State Home for Desti-
tute and Dependent Children, Twin Bridges, Mont,; Belle
Lenox Nursery, Denver, Colo,; Orphans' Home, St.Louis, }Mo,;
New Haven Orphan Asylum, New Haven, Conn,; White's Ind,
Manﬁal Labor Institute, Treaty, Ind,; Methodist Deaconess
Orphanage and Epworth Children's Home, Lake Bluff, Ill,;

Chicago Nursery and Half Orphan Asylum, Chicago, Il1l,;
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Washingfon City Orphan Asylum, Washington,D,C,; St.,John's
ofphanage, Washington, D,C.,; Fred Finch Orphanage, Fruitvale,
Cal,; Tressler Orphans' Home, Loysville, Pa,; Boston
Children's Friend Society, Boston, Mass,; Orphans' Hore

of the North Georgia Conference, Decatur, Ga,; Swedish
Evangelical Lutheran 2rphans' Home and Industrial School,
Joliet, I11,; Georgia Industrial Home, Macon, Ga,; Receiv-
ing Home, Children's Home Society of Missouri, St,Louils,
Mo,; Christian Orphan Home, Holdrege, Nevb,; Home of the
Friendless, Detroit, Mich,; Cineinnati Orphan Asylun,
Cincinnati, Ohio; Protestant Foster Home, Newark, N,dJ,;
Hartford Orphan Asylum, Hartford, Conn,; Boys' and Girls'
Home School, San Francisco, Cal,; San Francisco Nursery

for Homeless Chiidren, San Francisco, Cal,

In tabulating the data received from these institu-
tions it soon became apparent that the orphanages as a whoie
could not be compared with one another or with the other
institutions, Some of the reports showed simply that an
institution that adhered rigidly to the rule of admitting
only orphans would show 100 per cent of orphans ariong its

more significant
inmates. Some ,conclusions, however, were to be drawn from
twvo classes of these institutions: first, those that pro-
fessed to admit only orphans and vet apparently found the
pressure so great that children from homes rendered unstable
by other oaﬁses were adnitted; second, institutions whose
announced policy was to receive both orphans and other

destitute children,






The following table,composed of the reports which had
mutually exclusive answers to the questions,has some value

in showing the trend of things,

TABLE IX.
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

: :Deser,or: : :
Location :Denor, ;divorce :0rphang:Normal: Total
Decatur, Ga. © 51 : % : 36 : 22 : 145
Joliet, I11, r 14 : 10 : 78 4 : 106
Macon, Ga, . 49 40 : 30 6 : 125
St.Louis, Mo, g 34 4 2 . 40
(Home Socv, ) - s - - -
Holdrege, Neb, i 12 : 10 ¢ 36 . 4 62
Detroit, Mich, 3 . 77 9 : 86
Cincinnati,Ohio, : 40 : 50 : 16 - 106
Newark, N.d, © 15 : 30 : 55 : 12 : 112
Hartford,Conn, : 9 : 31 : 60 : 93 : 113
San Francisco, : 50 : 20 : 40 : 20 : 130
(Boys & Girls) : : : : -
New York, : 40 60 : 100 : : 200
(OukoIn O¥a) 2 : 5 : :
San Francisco, : 40 20 ¢ 20 20 : 48
Nursery : : : i :
Total . 354 . 388 . 472 . 111 . 1273

The same table exnressed in per cents follows:
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TABLE X,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

. :Deser,or: . :
Location :Demor, :divorce :0rphans:Normal. Total

Decatur, Ga. : 35,0 ¢ 85,0 : 25,0 : 15,0 : 145
Joliet, I11, : 135:8 ; 9,4 . 73,6 : 3,8 : 106
Macon, Ga, : 39,2 : 32,0 : 24,0 : 4,8 : 125
St,.Louis : 85,0 : 1040 : 540 : : 40

(Home Soev.) - : : :
Holdrege, Neb, 19,4 ¢ 16,1 : 58,1 : 6.4 : 62
Detroit, Mich, : . 89,6 : 10.4 : . 86
Cincinnati, Ohio : 37.7 : 47.8 : 15.1 : . 106
Newark, N,J, 13,4 1 26,7 : 49,1 : 10,7 : 112
Hartford, Conn, : 8.0 : 87.4 : 44.2 : 20,4 : 113
San Francisco  : 38,5 : 15.4 : 30.7 : 15.4 : 130

(Boys & Girls) : - s - -
New York, : 20,0 : 30,0 : 50,0 : . 200

(0.,A.in Cy,) : : : : e
San Francisco, : 40,0 ¢ 20,0 : 20,0 : 20,0 : 48
(Nursery) g : : :

Weishted av, . 99,8 : 30,5 : 37,0 :13.2 : 1273

This table shows 29,8 per cent of 1273 inmates of 12
orphanages to be from demoralized homes, 30,5 per cent from
‘homes in which there had been desertion or divorce, 37 per
cent of orphans and 13.2 per cent from "normal homes",

The percentage of orphans, as has been explained, is value-
less to us,

Taking the reports which did not give mitually exclu-
sive answers to the questions, the following table was
compiled,
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TABLE XI,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

:Deser,or: s
Location Denor. divorce ozphans Normal Total

Waverly, Iowa s 15 2 1 75 . 62 : 83
Allegheny, Pa. : : 2 53 > 55
Nevport, Ky, : 8 : 4 16 : 7 24
Savannah, Ga, : 73 : le 81 : . 97
Albany,N,Y, 2 B8 3 79 59 : 13 : 175
Barium Spgs,N.C, : 25 2 165 : 167
Lincoln, Neb, : 6 : : 12 : : 18
Chicago(Nor.Luth): 6 : 10 : 46 8 : 70
Alliance,Ohio : 97 : 66 . : 50 : 19 ¢ 116
Franklin,N,.H, : 105 @ 30 : 128 : 8 : 150
Kansas .C1ity, Mo, : 50 : Y 18 3 : 90
Beloit, Iowa ] 1il & : 83 : . 166
Webster Groves,Mc.: 6 : 21 80 : : 77
Jackson,Miss, : 89 : 9 140 : 47 : 187
Twin Bridyes Montn 76 : 33 . 69 . : 140
Vasa, Minn, : 18 3 T = 25 : 9 : 76
Denver, Colo, : H 27 70 : 7 ¢ 109
St.Louis (0,H,) : 46 : 21 24 : 34 91
New Haven,Conn, : : : 70 . . 125
Treaty, Ind. : 137 ¢ 58 . 90 : 16 : 183
Ft.Wayne,Ind, 5 20 : 10 : 90 : : 100
Lake Bluff, 111, : 23 . 45 b8 ; g : 1356
Chicago (Nursery) - 92 32 : 20 : 177
Addison, Il1, : 8 : 9 103 : : 110

Washington : : : : 5
(CY.0.A,) : 68 : ! 54 : 14 : 135

Washington, : : : : :
St.John's ~ ; 71 60 : 14 : 85
Fruitvale, Cal., : 25 : 15 137 : 83 . 133
Loysville, Pa, - 16 : 23 150 : : 189
Warrenton, Mo, : 16 : 13 67 : T % 87
Boston, Mass, : 30 . 37 . 104 : 17 2 Bll
Total 21120 . 776 _: 2155 : 403 . 3531

With the answers in per cents we have the following

table:
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TABLE X1I,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

: :Deser,or: ¢
Location :Demor, :divorce Orphans Normal Total
Waverly, Ia, : 15,6 1,0 : 90,3 : 74,7 : 83
Allegheny, Pa, : : 3,6 : 96,4 : : 55
Newport, Ky, : 33,3 = 17,0 : 87,0 T 29,1 : 24
Savannah, Ga, : 75,0 ¢ 16,5 : 83,5 : X a7
Albany, N,Y, P 33,1 0 45,1 ¢ 33,7 ¢ T.4 : 175
Barium Spgs.,N.,C,: 15,0 : 1,2 : 98,8 : : 167
Lincoln, Neb, t BB 2 T 66,7 : : 18
cnicago(Nor.Luth): 8,5 : 14,3 : 65,7 : 11.4 : 70
Alliance, OBio. : 83,6 : 56,9 : 43,1 : 16,3 : 116
Pranklin,N,H, 1 70,0 @ 30,0 : 85,0 : 5,0 : 150
Kangas City,Mo, : 55,6 : 83,3 : 16,6 : : 90
Beloit, Ia, : . 66,7 : : 50,0 : : 166
Webster Groves,Mo. 7481873 _ . 64,9 : s 77
Jackson, Miss, : 50,0 3 5,0 ¢ 75,0 : 25,0 : 187
Twin Bridges Mont”;54.2 T 83,06 : 49,23 : 140
Vasa, Minn. : 83,6 ¢ 9.2 : 32,9 ! 11,8 : 76
Denver, Colo, : D24,7 1 64,2 1 6,4 : 109
St.Louis, O,H, 1 50,6 ¢ B3.0 : 28,3 : 37.3 i o1
New Haven, Conn, : : . 56,0 : 125
Treaty, Ind, : 83,0 : 37,9 : bH8,8 : 9,8 153
Ft.Wayne, Ind, : 80,0 ¢ 10,0 : 90,0 : . 100
Lake Bluff, I1l1, : 17,0 : 33,3 : 42,9 : 6,7 : 135
Chicago, Nursery : . 51,9 : 18,0 : 11,3 : 177
Addison, I11, r 9.8 ¢ 8,1 : 92,7 : 110
Washington, : : ! : :
CYe.0,.,A, : 50,0 2 : 40,0 : 10,0 : 135
Washington, : : : : ¢ :
St.John's : : 83,6 : T0.,5 : 16,4 : 85
Fruitvale, Cal, 18,8 ¢ 11,2 : 95,4 ! 69,9 ¢ 133
Loysville, Pa, i 8.4 12,1 : 79,3 : . 189
Warrenton, Mo, 18,4 : 14,9 : 65,5 : 8,0 : 87
Boston, Mass, 14,2 17,5 : 49,3 . 8,0 : 211
Weighted Av, 37,6 26,1 : 61,0 : 1%.3 : 3531

According to this t able 37,6 per cent of 3531 inmates
of 30 orphan asylumS'were from demora1ized homes, 25,1
per cent were from homes in which there had been desertion
or divorce ,/8.3 per cent were from "normal homes", The

percentage from demoralized homes should be larger than in
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the vreceding table for the reason assigned above in con-
nection with reform schools,
Taking the reports which appeared most accurate I have

compiled the following table:

TABLE XIII,
FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

S :Deser,or: - )
Location .Demor, :divorce :0rphans:Normal: Total
Loysville, Pa, P 8,4 @ 12,1 : 79,3 : . 189
Pruitvale, Cal, : 18,8 : 11,2 . 95,4 : 69,9 : 133
Boston, Mass, 14,2 @ 17,5 : 49,3 : 8,0 211
Holdrege, Neb, : 19,4 : 16,1 . 58,1 : 6,4 62
Chicago(Nor,Luth): 8,5 : 14,3 : 65,7 : 11.4 70
Warrenton, Mo, : 18,4 @ 14,9 . 65,6 : 8,0 : 87
Cineinnati, Ohio. : 37,7 : 47,2 : 15,1 : : 106
Newark, N,J, t 13,4 ¢ 26,7 : 49,1 : 10,7 : 112.
Webster Groves,Mo:. 7,8 : 27,2 . 64,9 : o
Hartford, Conn, 8,0 ¢ 37,4 : 44,2 : 20,4 113
Vasa, Minn, : 23.6 : 2,8 .: 33,9 : 11,8 76
Denver, Colo, > T24,7 . 64,2 1 6,4 109
St,Louis (0,H,) : 50,56 : 23,0 : 26,3 : 37,3 91
Treaty, Ind, +83,0 : 37,9 : 58,8 : 8,8 153
Lake Bluff,Il1l, : 17,0 : 33,3 . 42,9 : 6,7 135
Chicago, Nursery : : 51,9 : 18,0 : 11,3 177
Waverly, Ia, . 15,6 1,0 : 90,3 : 74,7 83
Newport, Ky. : 33,8 ¢ 17,0 : 67.0 : 29,1 : 24
Joliet, Ill, 13,2 ¢ 9,4 . 73,6 3,8 : 106
Weighted av, : 25,1 . 24,3 . 53,2 : 17,9 . 2518

Accordine to this table 25,1 ner cent of 2518 inmates
of 19 orphan asyluns were from demoralized homes, 24,3 per
cent were from homes demoralized by desertion or divorce,
13.2 per cent were orphans and 17,9 per cent were from
"normal homes",

But the most fruitful tables of all those dealing with

the children of the orphan asylums are the two following,
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No, XIV is composed of the reports of the institutions
that profess to take only orphans but have broken over

their rule,

TABLE X1V,
PAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES OF ORPHANAGES,

: : :Deser,or: : : i :
L,ocation :Denor, :divorce :0rohans:Normal: Total
Loysville, Pa., © 3.6 : 96,4 55
Barium Spgs.,NoCe: 15.0 : 1.8 : 98,8 : 167

Pranklin, N.H. : 70,0 : 20,0 : 85,0 : 5.0 : 150

-Webster Groves,Mo; 7.8 ; 27.2 ; 64,9 E ‘: T
Jackson, Miss., : 50,0 : 5,0 : 75,0 : 85,0 : 187
Vasa, Minn, © 83,6 1 9.8 : 32,9 : 11.8 : 76
Pt.Wayne, Inde : 20.0 : 10,0 : 90,0 : : 100
Addison, I1l, @ 7.2 : 8.1 g' 98.7 . 110
Warrenton,Mo,  : 18,4 : 14,9 : 65,5 : 8,0 : 87
New York, E ; ; ; .
0uA.in Cy. © 8040 1 30,0 1 50,0 : i 300
Weiohted av, . 28,8 . 13,5 . 75,3 : 14,2 : 1209

. In these 10 institutionsvza.a ver cent of the 1209
children were from deroralized homes, 13,5 per cent were
from homes in which there had been desertion or divorcs,
only 75,3 per cent were orphans and 14.2 per cent were
reported as from "nornal homes', The fact that in insfi—
tutions that profess to take only orphans there was bhut

75,3 per cent of orphans is significant. The fact that






desertion and divorce are a large enough force in the com-
munity to bring pressure to bear upon orphan asyluis to
break over their rules to this extent testifies to the
dependence caused by family instabiiity due to social
causes,

Fronm the reports of instiftutions vhose professed
policy it is to take destitute children whether orphans or

not the following table was compiled,
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TABLE XV,

FAMILY CONDITIONS OF INMATES NF ORPHANAGES,

:Deser,or: : .

Location Demor..divorce Orphans Normal Total
Waverly, Ia, 15,6 1,0 : 90,3 : 74,7 . 83
Newport, Kv, 33.3 17,0 : 67,0 : 29,1 : 24
Savannah, Ga, 753 16,5 : 83,5 : : 97
Alvany, N,Y, 33,1 45,1 = 33,7 . 7.4 . 175
Lincoln, Neb, s 333 . 1 66,7 : : 18
Chicaco,Nor,Luth,: 8,5 14,3 = 65,7 : 11.,4 : 70
Alljiance, Ohio . 83,6 56,9 : 43,1 : 16,3 . 1i6
Kansas City, Mo, 55,5 83,3 . 16,6 . : 90
Beloit, Ia, . 66,7 s 50,0 !} . 166
Twin Bridges,Mont: 54,2 : 23,56 . 49,2 : . 140
Denver, Colo, : P 24,7 I 64,2 @ 6,4 : 109
St.Louis, 0.H, : 50,6 ¢ 23,0 : 28,3 . 37,3 91
New Haven,Conn, : : . 56,0 1256
Treaty, Ind,: . 83,0 : 37,9 : §H8.,8 9,8 153
Lake Bluff, Ill, : 17.0 : 33,3 . 42,9 6.7 135
Chicago, Nursery : : 51l,9. : 18,0 : 11,3 177
Washincgton,Cy.0,A: 50,0 : : 40,0 : 10,0 135
Washington, : : : :

St.John's ~ 83,5 70.5 : 16.4 85
Fruitvale, Cal, : 18,8 : 11,2 95,4 : 89,9 133
Loysville, Pa, P 8.4 1 12,1 78.5 189
Boston, Mass, * 148 ¢ 17,5 49,3 . 8,0 211
Decatur, Ga, . 35,0 : 25,0 2540 15,0 145
Joliet, I11, : 18,82 9.4 73,6 3.8 106
Macon, Ga, : 39,2 32,0 24,0 4,8 125
St.Louis,Home Soc. 85,0 10,0 5,0 40
Holdreve, Neb, 019,44 1 16,1 : DH8,1 : 6.4 : 62
Detroit, Mich, : : 89,0 : 10.4 : > 86
Cineinnati,ohio : 37,7 : 47,2 : 15,1 : . 106
Newark, N,J. P 13,4 0 26,7 i 49,1 : 10,7 : 112
Hartford, Conn, : 8,0 : B7.,4 : 44,2 : 20,4 : 113
San Francisco, 4 : : g A

Boys & Girls D385 1 16,4 : 30,7 : 15,4 : 130
San Francisco, : : 3 . :

Nursery. 40,0 . 30,0 : 20,0 : 20,0 48
Weighted av, 37,4 : 31,4 . 47,5 . 17,0 : 3595

This table shows 37,4 per cent of 3595 inmates of 32

orphan asylums from derioralized homes, 31,4 per cent from

homes broken up by desertion or divorce, 47.5 orphans and
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17 per cent from "normal homes", It is to be expected that
these institutions should have more inmates from deroralized
homes or homes broken up by desertion or divorce and a
smaller percentage of orphans,

So it is gseen that according to Table XIII, which is
probably the most accurate of all dealing with the inmates
of orphanaces, 25,1 per cent of 2518 inmates of 19 orphan
asylums were from demoralized homes, 24,3 per cent were from
homes demoralized by desertion or divorce, 53,2 per cent
were orphans ahdulv:éwbéf céﬁt.were fron "normal hones",
There is much vafia;ion in the answers to the first question,
Thera is also a great deal of variation in the answers to
the sscond and third but in the case of the second all but
one institution came within 15 per cent of 23,2, the
welghted average for that cause, . As has already béen
explained,the ficures of the first question are not of great
value, the figures of the third question merely show the
poliey of the institution and the figures of the fourth
question are almost valueless because the aquestion was so
variously interpreted, The fact that 28,8 per cent,
however, are returned "demoralized by drink, vice or crime"
and only 24,2 per cent fror "normal homes" shows that, in
the opinion of those in charge of orphan asylums, home con-
ditions are a large factor in causing child dependence,

But, of course, by the words "normal homes" was meant homes

normal with regard to demoralization by drink, viece or crime,
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to desertion, divorce or death of parents,

R, R. Reeder, Superintendent of the Orphan Asylum
Society Orphanage in the City of New York, says, "From my /2~
- experience with Orphanage work in New York City, I should
say that except for the instability of the family there
would be but a very small percentage of the present child
depvendency and delinquency",

It rnay be objected that such connection between
delinquency and dependency and family conditions is not
necessarily a causal relation; but such marked coincidence,
if it does not denete a causal relation, at least signifies
that which approaches causal relatiohs. If so large a
percentage of dependency and deiinquency is from unstable
families, there mist{ be some causal connection, And, again,
some say that formal divorce does not add to the dependency
and delinquency of the world but that the child would suffer
lack of socialization in a home where divorce is desired
Just the same because the home would be demoralized by
discord. Even though the child would suffer then, yvet the
loss could not be so great, for the child would not be placed
in an institution or with those wpo have no natural affec-
tion for him, And when the parents know they cannot get
a divorce, theyv will .often adapt themselves to their hard-
ehips and their natural feelings for the child will make
his socialization not entirely bad,

To sum up the results of the various estimates and
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investigations, we see that the investigation of the charity
organization societies shows 9,9 per cent of devendence as
‘due to deseftiéﬁ;-divorce or ieqal separation and that 3,7
per cent more is from homesbroken by death, desertion or
other influence sufficient to cause orphans or abandonsed
children to apply for aid; that Miss Goodyear attributes

21 per cent of deyendence to non-supnort and 34 per cent

to death; that DNDevine says 12 per cent is due to divorce

or desertion and over 25 per cent to death; that Miss
Brandt calls from 7 to 13 ver cent due to desertion; that
an estimate of the cormitment of children to institutions

in New York callg 25 »er cent due to desertion; that

Bauer says this should be over 30 ver cent; that it has
been estimated in New Jersey that 36 per cent of the inmates
of children's charitabie institutions are there because of
desertion; that the Rhoades study shows 48 per cent of boys
coming before the Juvenile Court of Chicago to be fron
unstable families; that Homer Folks tells us that of the
children committed in 1890 to reformatories in the United
States 48 per cent were orphans or half orphans and that
addineg those whose bparents were separated over one half of
the children committed were horeless; that Supt.lLeonard

of the Ohio State Reformatory estimates that 75 per cent of
the young men in that institution came from homes where one
or both parents were dead, that over 50 per cent came fron
homes in which there had been desertion or divorce and that

in all 90 per cent came from broken or dersctive homes;
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that Bishop Fallows stated that three fifths of the inmates
of the Illinois State Reformatory came from defective

homes; that Travis attributes 40 per cent of Jjuvenile
delinquency to step-parentage, illegitimacy and orphanage,
and finally that my own investigation shows 39,6 per. cent
of juvenile.delinquency resulting in commitment to reform
s~chools to be due to .demoralization of‘the home by drink,
vice or crime, 30 ver cent to desertion or divorce, 36,2
per cent to death of parents and only 16,8 ver cent to be
from "normal homes"; that my own investigation shows
further that of juvenile delinquency resulting in apvearance
before the juvenile court 24,2 per cent is due to desertion
or divorce, 27,3 ver cent to death of .parents and that only
48,5 per cent are from "normal homes"; that my own inves-—
tigation shows, moreover, that of child dependencé 25,1 per’
cent is due to demoralization of the home, 24,3 ver cent

to desertion or divorce, 53,2 per cent to orphanage and

that only 17.9 per cent of inmates of orphan asylums are
from "normal homes",

The foregoing seens to me to be an inductive defence
of my thesis, The fact that so rmich dependence and
delinquency is attributed to the 1nstab111ty of the family
must be a proof that the social effects of the instability
of the family are undesirable, Af”ﬁ
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/CONCLUSIONS 70 BE DRAWN FROM A STUDY OF THE
./« SOCIAL EFFECTS OF THE INSTABILITY OF THE FAMILY,

We have seen in the breceding chapters'that the
American family is beconming inereasingly unstable, _1'
have attempted to show, moreover, that instability of the
family produces undesirable social effects, since the
family pef%orms important functions in society, »The func— =
tions of the family, ag.I see 1t,lére, as previously

- stated, to furnish new individuals to society, to secure —

-
variation in society, to provide for the physical care of /)

,children’and adults, to socialize the child, to discipline  °
the parents, to develop higher feelings in society, to
develop stability.of character in individuals, to furniah

' the chief motive to work, to care for the helpless merbers
of.society, to transmit material possessions, names and

the spiritual heritage of the race to the foliowing gener-
ation, to form a conservative element in society and

finally to regulate the sex instinct. I have, further—
more, attempted to show that, with the exception of the
functions of mere physical reproduction and of the trané—
mission of the name, the instability of the fanily injures
the performance of these functions and so produces undesir-—
able social effects, As ; conceive it, when there are un-
stable fanily relations, the physical care of the child and
of the adult members of the family is neglected, the sociali-

zation of the child must needs be imperfect, the parents
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lose a valuable discipline, stability of character cannot

be 80 well developed in individuals, a chief motive to

work is lost, dependency 1s_¢aused, the spiritual heritage
of the race is not so well transmitted, society is more
‘1likely to go off on disadvantageous tangents, variation

is not so well eﬁcouraged. the sex instinet in society is
not so well controlled, there is reversion to less training
of the young and to less care of parents, and finally there
' is a loss of efficiency in the work of the family on account
of change, All of these conclusions are deductive but
induetive evidence also testifies to the evil social results
of fanmily instability,

Miss Goodyear's investigation showed 55 per cent of
dependency to involve instability of the family, Mr.Devine's
K1nvest1gation showed a percentage of 37 per cent and my
own study of the reports of Charity Organization Societies
showed an average of 35,8 per cent of dspendency to come
from unstable families, Other investigations including
my own study of reports from orphan asylums, which showed
25,1 pef cent of 1nmgtea of orphan asylums to come from
homes demoralized byfdrink, vice or crime, 24,3 per cent
from hameskin which there had been desertion'or divdrce,
and only 53,2 per cent of orphans, showed varying perceﬁf—
ages of dependency to come from unstable families,

And as to delinquenecy, the Rhoades study in Chicago
‘showed 48 per cent of Juvenile delinquency as being .from

unstable families, Bishop Fallows said, in regard to adult
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delinquency, that three fifths of the inmates of his
institution were from defective families, My own inves-
tigation showed that of juvenile delinquency as expressed
by commitment to reform schools 39,6 per cent came out of
demoralized homes, 30 per cent out of homes in which therse
had been desertion or divorce, 36,2 per cent where one or
both parents were dead and that of juvenile delinquency as
expressed by appearance before juvenile courts 23,7 per
cent was Aue to desertion and 27,8 to death of parents,
Other estimates and investigations gave various percentages
of delinquency as due to family instability,

All of the effects above mentioned are, comparatively
speaking, present social effects of the instability of the
family but society rmst take a long view in this matter,
What will be the ultimate result, if fanily instability
continues to increase in the future as it has in the past?
Professor Willcox has calculated that, on the asswmption
that the population continues to inerease through this
century at the rate of 28 pef cent a decads as it did
during the last century and that divérces increase at the
rate of 69,2 per cent per decade as they did during the
nineteenth century, in the year 2000 divorce will end 58,8
per cent of marriages and death only 41,2 per cent.1 The

incalculable factors, which of necessity enter into such a

l, Willcox, "The Divorce Probleﬁ", Studies in History,
Economices and Public Law, Columbia Collece, Vol,I,
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situation as this, make Willcox's conclusion far from being
an assured fact, but such a prophec& does erphasize the
danger inhering in the present rapid increase of divorce,
Is the constitution of our civilization strong enough
to resiét the poison of divorce? What will be the conse-
quences to our splendid culture of which we are so justly
proud? It is true that individual character limits any

1 Naw if on acrount of family instability

civilization,
the characters.of the individual units fail to be rightly
developed, if the child's training in the social virtues
is defective, will not society suffer? For, as I have
attempted to show in the preceding chapters, it is only
in the family that the preparation for 1ife in a wider
society can'beAwell given, Are we not embittering the
fountain at its source?

The civilization of ancient Rome was not able to

‘withstand the insidious vices that demoralized Roman family

o —

1ife--fam11y life that was once perhaps the most stable of

any of which history tells us, Price sees aricht when

he says, "Rome would not have fallen before the barbarians,
if the Roman people had not first been diminished and weak-
ened by the loss of the virtues that sustain the family."a

If our family life continues to be unstable, will we not

fare as Rome did? Have we any assurance that we will be

l, Ellwood, Lectures, ,
2, "The Family &g an Flement of Governnent "Amer.Philosoph,
‘Socy, Proceed,, Jan, 1864,
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more favored?

As I have already suggested earlier in this paper,
the present marital unrest may be only a period of transi-
tion, The old semi—ﬁétriarchal family has broken down and
a new ethical family of stable character and adapted to
modern conditions has not vet been developed, that is, the
present period}is one of transition from one social habit
to another and so is necessarily a time of normal confusion.1
It behooves society, then, for its own best interests, to
hasten the formation of the new and better adapted social
habit, before the confusidn of famiiy relations, which
should normally be transitory, becomes fixed and our
society declines,

It is not the province of this thesis to discuss
remedies for the divorce evil but manifestly society rmst
ﬂ"take strenuous measures to onnose its evil effects, TheCZ)
state must have good marriage, desertion and divorce laws,
that 1is, laws having as their aim the preservation of the
permanence of the marriaggubpnd. Not only direct rmarriage,
d;sertion and divorce legislation but also all sorts of
reasures to make wholesome family life possible must be a
concern of society, All measures to better social condi-
tions in the interests of the family are distinct gains to

society, Henderson well says, "It will ,,, be seen that

1. Ellwood, "The Psychological View of Society", Amer,Jour,
of Soo, Mar,, 1910,
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those engaged in the 'labor movenent', trade unions, mutual
benefit societies, factory inspectors and reformers of
legislation are really oontending for the very cradlesand
altars of national 1ife".l Indeed the interests n»F the
family are bound up with all social interests, for the family
is so fundamental to society,

Not only law, however, but also public opinion which(k&
must be back of laws, if they are to be well administered,
rmust stand for fanily stability, When we shall have a &ﬁ//
publice opinion alive to the necessitvy of preserving the
stability of the family, we shall have cone a long ways
toward the solution of the divorece problem, And to
develop this povrular feeling, society must devise ways and
neans,

b// But society rust place the main reliance upon preven-— Cﬁ*
tion and, indeed, nearly all the measures, that I have

been discussing, are preventive rather than remedial, The
ultimate and most fundamental means of prevention, however,

is education, for legislation is necessarily an external L
thing. When all the youth are instructed in matters ofE

sex, marriage and the family, conditions will improve, é

And, too, there rust be education for home duties, We will

learn some day that girls cannot become skilful homekeepers

without some knowledge of domestic science, nor can boys

l, Social Elements, p,73,
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become suitable pa&fes familias without training, And
vhen families are well conducted, divorces are not desired,
And wvhen the idea of the necessity of family stability for
social welfare is instilled into vouthful minds, a right
start will have been made toward the formation of a publie
opinion on this subject, Some day our school curriculums
will be more adapted to life conditions,

5// Education of the yvouneg will bear fruit in succeeding
generations and is the surest way to improve society, but
mudh can be done in the way of education of the present
generation of fathers and mothers, The educational work
of the National League for the Protection of the Family
through public lectures, pamnphlets and the like is doing
go00d, The present interest in child study will lead to
better things in the way of the training of the young,
Mothers' clubs, all kinds of periodicals devoted to the
interests of the home and, indeed, whatever will help the
family 1life to perform its highest funetions rmist be of
social interest.

The Church, too, has a dAuty in this matter, for reli- (@
gious sanction has a powerful influence in'society. As
an illustration of this may be cited the smaller number of
divorces among Catholiecs than among Protestants, where
divorce is easier, In Switzerland in 1879 there were eight
times as rany divorces in the Protestant as in the Catholiec

cantons, although the vopulation was only a half larger.l

1, Muirhead, "Is the Family Declining?", Internat.Jour,
of Ethies, 1896,
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The church should certainly lend its influence for stable
family life,

It will require the combined efforts of state, school
and church to restore family life to ifs pristine stability
but, since the social effects of its instability are
exceedingly undesirable for the present and even rore so

for the future, it behcoves socisety to set about this task,
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