! larriage and Divorce,
The status of the family in the social economy is one of

ghe most complex and involved that we have to deal with. So

) /} far as I can judge by the remarks that I hear about the problem
of marriage and divorce, and the articles that I read upon the

subject, it presents a problem that is not very clearly under-

:ﬂgtood. The wide comment that has been made since the publicat.
tdon of the statistics on divorce covering the period from
1887 to 1806;—if it has served one thing more than anothere hag

served to show the failure on the part of many who have written

| to understand the meaning and the significance of the facts '\\'

brought to light by the very thorough investigation conducteg
by the Census Bureau of the United States,
On the one hand we have the pessimistic interppetatioh
\

from thet-which we may righty call the ecclesiastical point of

view., You are all doubtless famiiiar wit?Adoleful note, soung f

ed by those who look at the probiem from the ecclesiasticaj
ﬁoiﬂ%Jigzigzqh

In the increasing fre uency of divorce they See

only a violent outbreaking of irreligion and immorality, a bolg

and criminal defiance of XmmEXRXkX tradition an&’law,

fnd Dioﬁgﬁfﬁ‘
| authority. The remedy suggested by such is also characteristic

|
i
[
E

of the type. They iwndieete that the only hope for society 14
- sf

in tightening the thumb-screws of church and state law: ady,

|

|

AN

iews more stringent, and enforce’them the more zealously T {
$ |

this manner they hope to stem the tide of disintegration that

(71
theﬂbelieve theyr—sea going on amongtkExz them,

I do not care to discuss this point of view.,ﬂt Seem
‘g

to me to be mueh more servicable to treat the matter different,
|
1y, vhile I lament the worrow and the misery thet is involyeq
in a.l these unhappy reintionships, and the severing of humay, é
relations that ought to bréng the deepest peace and joy, Vet ‘

as I view these facts in the light of historieal developqr
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| ment, they bring to me a tale, not of woe, but of hope. In

| truth, I should feel downcast and pessimistic indged, if there

| were not some kind of espidence~aP—aprotest against the fam-

| ily relations as they exist in RXXRXZEXFREEXER no small part

;of our popuiation to day. The truth is that the old order is

| changing, and out of the d€cay and the disintegrqgtion of the

%ﬁ;eﬂﬁ—
B - and a more

e

| 01d order there is arising a fairer
;

| noble conception of =mrRiskyx & the family and the family iife
I t A o : : "

| than society has yet rec%gnlzed. 7@ are leaving behind that

' conception @ the family in which the women is a dependant of

fthe husband, subject to his will, and  in truth his property,

| and we are working towards that conception of the family as

'union of equals 1nﬂﬁ-Goéepef&bynaqnata-hoégha; the greatest
|

'and most divine funection of human life, The unsettled state

| to-day is but the travaii and pain of the growth and establish.

mnet of the higher form of the family 1ife. Already we find

many familes where this new ideal is realized, and the number

|is daily increasing.

Our appreciatinn of thexmm situntion is cleared by re-

\cq¢11na the fact that the family 1ife which society has adopt~
Il

ed is the product of long ages of experience. That which socie-

'ty has adopted as the standard of family 1ife has been adopteq

Ibbcause:%n-the long experience of i ages ik has b0@n~shown

) 1tt;; best 432322& to %k te- the functions of att

and maintaining the highest efficiencxrphysical,
|

lspiritual,™of humanity., It has survived bf%’cause it is the

ﬁlnlng

moral ang

‘host fit to survive, In other words history has shown that

nature fosters and encourages the monogamie type of family,

pnd frowns upon any diviation from its ideals, Op if you chooge

to use the language of theology, history shows that the monog-

pmic typesyone husband, and one Wife;~is the dimine type.
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The marriage life of the early humens is not entirely clear
but id is probable that it was a temporary monogqmy. ..t least
all the facts that we have concerning the family life of the
highest animals and the lowest known humans indicate that among
the earliest humans, the family iife was for the most part that
of 2 temporary monogamy., Rhimxi&sx The extent of the period of

mate~hood varied according to economic conditions, and with the

conditions of social developement. In the tropical f%ests of
,,,,—ﬂ—-~%nefindaman islands, says- Prof. Giddings, where cllmatlc con~
ditions are dry and heolthy, and there is an abundance of nat-

ural food, a woman and infant can [ind subsistance without the
-.“ﬁ‘ | husband's assistance. It is not remarkable therefore thaf’among
the lincopis, who live here, #met the marriage is commonly dis-

| solved as soon as the chiid is weaned. (:ec;nlg:y—géﬁ)

Cn the whole it seems probable that the early family was
et=rr—eat e 3 .2 temporary monogamy, dev-

eloping B constantly in the direction of longer and longer per-
|

‘iiods of marriage. There were variationsg from this standara both

| in the direction of polyandry, or one wonan with several hus-

|
: | bands, and in the direction of li’”%\ or one man with many
y |
|
ll!" ;wives. This variation dependel largely on economic conditions,

| Y

Where the struggle for existance is hard,
|

|one woman with ®Rmxx several husbands, coupled with the

we get the custom of

practige

‘of infanticide., The modern developement of

cals varietion is
|

| seen in ohe institution of prostitution. On the other hang
\

' where economic conditions were easy, and men could provide sys.

;tinence, either through wealth or some Klnd of privilege, the

variatlon was in the direction of polyg?hy. The modern proto-~

Lype of that varietion is to be found among the Hormons, or i

;a less open way, in the sytem of Cuncubinage in cértain coun-
}trieg, and in the custom that obtains in certain strata of S0~

il
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ciety to-day, where men who can afford it kamgx mistresses

| outside of the family.

How it is evddent that these variations from the normal

standard must result in disaster. History has shown, and pres-

ent conditions confirm that thnkxﬁhn nature has a way of tak-

j ing care of those who violate her laws, Promiscuous co-habita-

i tion brings in its train disease., Disease incapacitates for

; survival. Therefore those who have held most striectly to the

i monogamic type of family have survived, because they have been

i the iﬁf:}healthy. The experience and observation along this

| 1inq’tnught humanity a lesson which it attempts to incoporate

ﬂ into its social institutions;"nﬂmly the lesson of the efficiear
| ¢y of the pure monogemic type of family, a marriage of one

mén 8nd one woman for iife.

| Two other fagts neel to be noted in connection with

| the evolution of the family life in primitive society. It seens
| to be true that in early Rsxx® conditions, before the warlike

C
| spirit developed that the line of descent was through the £Rm~

| Xkxx mother. Vhen tribes or clans lived in friendly reiations,

‘ELit seems to have heen the custom for the man to go to a tribe

*\

and marry a woman, remaining with the tribe as long as the man.

i}riage lasted, The offspring remainei with the mother, and wepe
§were supported by the father and the brothers of the mother

;iafeer her husband had left, It is evident that when tribes were
ino longer on friendiy relations, the man cbuld not go to the

!hostile tribe m’%ive with the woman whom ;-e wished for his wip
%Heitherefor9;captured her and took her to live with him’in his )
Lenihe, out of Shis developed xR what is known as the Patronym.

lie type of family, where RexmE&k% the line of descent passed

through the father, The mother bacome absorbed in the clan op
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I
5 ‘towhich the man purchasel from the father, or the clan the
1

woman of his choice. All this of course tended to lengthen the
period of married life, and tended to developl the ideal of a
d pure monogomy, enterel into for life.
: As oyde thinks of the long ages of developyment, and lets
| his imagination picture to him the romance and the hardship of
| all these experiences thr ugh which humanity was learning how
} to live, we come to see more and more clearly the solid ground
upcn which the moral priﬁciples of 1ife realliy rest.
But outJo? this patronymic family ideal, modAfied and si-
ven sanction ;&‘the growing religious ideals we get the devel-

|
i opment of the patriach\nl family with its religlous sanction.

Hl
* | As civilizel soclety emergeé from lower forms, ~nd %ith
/,/iji@E?‘t the gleanings of thousands or hundreds of thousands of years
égi%ﬂﬁvjﬂéff of experi@ce, one of the most fundamental prineciples of social
A
AR i low hetadits hotacosrmeed, waa’thiﬁrthat kthexraxxxirxwhiekxwr

i xix%f the form of married life which produces the best and high-

|
| est type of man-hood and woman-~hood, both physical, moral, angd

amo

|
i piritual,is the pure munogomy,(bne man and one wifg) uni ted
| for 1ife, For exﬂmp_..e?the IXXRBAXEXKRXIRNX R Israealitg/ as
I

) !ﬁd | disclosed by the @61d Testameat , the accepted form of family

‘ 1ife up to the time of the prophets or later, was that of poly-
}GYHJ, or one man and meveral wives, With the great moral idea]-
% ism of the Prophets, we first get the note of the ideal of the
Npure monogQuic marriage. This will reglly indicate to you how

, !'1at9 in the developement of Rkx our soecial institutions, this

' l! type came to be accepted, as the ildeal, Yet it is is probably
gtrue tha%,ﬂmong the midd.e class of people, the class who were
|rairly prosperous, but not sufficiently ﬁrosPerous to support

5mdre than one wife, &% the monogamic type had its place ang

its supporters all through the ages, Shéa_aamz is witnessed
| M
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The truth of this assertion is witnessed by the fact that

& )

the ideal of pure monogomy was voiced by the prophets, and it

| is in the establishmadt of the prophetic reform that we first

get the social recognition of monogomy. But the prophets were

| of the lower classes, ﬂu’ WWL“? e s o in oo .

I aaéﬂrhe paurlncchlal family thus estﬂbllshed,aggianz

developea into the rellglous-pronrietary family ofmi
society, That conception of the family, in which reiigious

economic and social considerations were the controliing fact~

odrs, and the wishes, the affections, and the dispositions of

'the individuals were crushed and relegated to the back-ground,
I |
controiled the social idea. of the family 1life until the advent

some hm three or four centuries ago of the spirit of equality

I
I
|
|and democraey. Then the sacrqmental idea of the marriage gave
I

|way to What has been characterised as the romantiec marriage,

in the romantic marriage, mueh less stable then the sacre

|~mental, the feelings of love, and the idealistic relations

‘cf'the family 1ife gained supremacy over the demands of pro-
lperty, social standing, and economic advantage, and religious

dautnorﬁty This form of the family 1ife was much more moral
jtnnn the old religious~- proprietary type, and was a great f
It
bor in breaking up the cast system of former ages, Vhile,

act-

as

frof. Giddings points out,( /nd it is from him that I am taking

#any of these facts) XRRAXAXARBARKRER XXX RAMKKFRRAR , - "T o perpet-
pnte a patrimony and a faith the religious propeietary family

knx sacre@ficed the ineclinations of individuais,™ the romantic

(amixy’to Aotbfy the ARXMEBEYXX amatory preferances of indivia-
il

ﬁals, has sacreficed, not only p
|

8s wem are coming to see, children as wea],
|

ftrimony and tradition, but,

In the present period of Tevelopement we are leaving be-

hind both the remains of the reiigious- propréétary family,
%nd the romantic family, and
i

! A S a2 LTl ol _

are developing towards the ethicg
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ﬂ conception of the family, ps an ethical institutien,®RkeR
| "™Phe ethical family sacr8fices individuni feelings, only when
they confliect with right reason and moral obligation, but then
it sacnﬁéices them without hesitation., It regards a genuine X
love as the most sacred thing in the world except Im¥m duty,but
duty it places Tirst, and in the 1list of imperftive duties ke
it includes the bearing nAd the Xxmxmrimg right training of
children by the vihorous and inteliigent mpmPuXRixmR portion
of the population, "

™ The true ethical family is established, therefore, only
by the marriage of a man and a woman ,who, in all sénecerity,
believe that their union is justefied by a cogeurr¥nce of four
thiggs, namly; on unmistakable affection, compounded about eyu-
ally of passion, admiration, and respect ; physical fitness

for parenthood ; ability to maintain a respectable and pleasant

| home; and & high semse of the privilege and the duty of trans-

'mitting their (ualities and their culture to their children.¥

Thus 1 have tried to suggest something of what

éihas been the evolution of the family in the past, and what
we are developing towards to-day, It is from this ppint of xx

view that I wish to say someblidgg about these facts of marriage

\
and divorce,
t We are and have been legally, and so far as proper

| soclnl sanetion is concerned , socillly , defenders of the
| bt 2550

| monogamic ideal of familly 1ifqu As ﬁ?;?;%er of faet, we never
have had a pure monogamy. There has always been some mod#fica.
tion of the ideal among a considerable portion of the Populat.
ion, either in the direction of some form of polyandry, or in
chis direction of polygyny. The developement to-day is not from

noly &Py to monogamy, but from a lower form of monogamy to
i

higher foFls

a &
The great forces of society are at work in the

t I have indicated, These divorces, and BHXERg

. ha
lqjpections e




| increase in the population.™ T

| ed® 30.1 %. The percentages of increase both

”Ei.-

similar social phenomena, are the occasional and spectacular

evidences of the cnange that is going on.

The rough outline of the facts which were disclosed in %

statistics published by the government are these. In 1867 there

were granted 9937 divorces . In 1906 there granted 72,062,

This presents a rate of increase farp in excess of the rate of

he number of divorces granteg

| in the year 1870 wasl0.962 ; in the year 1880 it was 19,063

| an increase of 79.4 %. Population in the same interval increas.

for divorces and

| for population shows a decline Tor the tww succeeding decades,

|
| -~1880 to 1890 and 1890 to 190C., But as compared with the X

growih of population,faxxxkm the increases on divorces wasg the

| greatest in the last decade, the percentage for increas§§ of

divorce(66.6) being more than three times that for the popula-

‘Ehion (20.&) , whereés Rmxxxk& in the decads from 1870 to 18gp
ELue former percentage (79.4) was only about 2 2/5 e B ¥
%latter,(SO.lJ. In 18€7 there was one divorce for every 1% man.
:ringes, while in 1906 there was one for every 11 . It has been
‘;estimntad that if this rate of increase continues khex during
'?tﬁe XREX next eighty years, as it hﬂgpﬁ;ing the last 40, themo
'will be one divorde to every two marriages. During this sape

period the rate of marriage increasea only very slightly,

- A ey
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Now what are these faects the evidence of ? It seems to me that

they point cliearly to sEwEXRX their relation with several move=~

méents that are going on to-day. In the first place we heﬂi}f
frequently of the disgraceful divorce prodeedings among people
whose exbessive wealth, idleness, and faith that money may gz
purchase everything, have rendered moral and social degemgera-~
tes. These bear witness to the disintegration of that group
in society. Jimilar processes of disintegration have taken
place in the past under similar conditions. Nature has a way
of destroying those who are unfit. But ey neel not detain

us. Then we have aff¢r many divorces, and moral infringments
at the hands of those who have been taught that the sanctity
of the marriage tie rests in its sacﬁ@ﬁenta¢ néture. Slipping
from under the paternal arm of authority, they find that they
have not developed the proper power of self-control. seeing
the sacréfmental soflction discredited,
in the marriwage tie. I'rom these sources I fear that‘we shall
Trowbea. 2
yet have more und more of this diVOchk§h9t1iS related to the
disintegration of the old types of the family life . One need,
however'feel uo fear as to the safety of the family., The fanm-
ily rests upon higher laws than mERXREXE apply here, and sua
forces do not threaten it.

But on the other hand, there are large numbers of @iy
divorces Hmsp, related to what may be properly called the
constructive mobements of society., The education of women,
and the eniry of women into industrial ang commercial life,

hatttopened up an alternative before her. She is no longer

bound by economiec necssity to accept the vicious conditions

of married life sueh as many women a few years since were Com

pelled o acw, "oﬁl\ view of the fact that tafy thirds of the

| ddvorses are geanted to the wife, it is safe to say that 2/3
| of them would not be sought but for the access of women intg

they find no sanctity gt agg.
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the industrial field, ™ The fact also thot 55 ¢ of @11 divore-

ed women are along the bread-winners indicates, that the wife

who gets the divorce , intends to support hers&%ﬁ*an& children

if there are any. In other words it is an assertion of econom

ic freeiom.

Then again , the divorce may, and I think does indicate
a protest against promiscuous living among men. Women are de-
manding a higher moral standard of 1life from their husbands
than before the §ossibility of' economic Rer independ®fce was
opened to thnem. Vhen we becall the fact that physicians of
the most conservative type substantiate the statement made in
a2 document issued by the stote of llass. this yeer to the mER#
effect that 75% of the young men have had or have dise@be
that may be_trnﬂghitted to wife anﬂvoffspting, and that 50%
of the XrmMEXERXLNAXXWaNERXRRYE disasterous troubles of moth-
erhood, to say nothing of the sins of the fathers visited up-
n the children ang due to such diseases, we do not wonder
that women are insisting upon 1 higher standard of morality
among men, and that the protest against this often registers
itself in the divorce court.

But to revert to the economic significance of divorce,

it is noteworthy that desertion is tle alieged cause for 38.9

% of 21l divorces, This is a refiection of the unstable con-

dition of industrial life, In fect the relation of divorce
to industrial life and economic conditions is clearly dJdeman-
strated by the fact that in periods of depression, and panie

such as the past two years the divorces fall off with great

rapidity, But this temporary decrease make s an upward leap

just as soon as prosperity returns, ?or exa@ple note these
over ihe previous year

rigures . In 1891 there were 2,079 divorces/; 1892, 1.089 ;

1893,889 ; 1894 ,100 ; in 1895 , 2.819 ; 1896 , 2550.

This shows that various economic conditions exist which en-

L R s P e—
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ter into the ue;ulon.

the lnera¢ 1%te lectual aevk10ﬂ9ment of woman,in

Then tl
which she earns and maintains the right to have and to hold
opinions of her own, and which makes the obeliénce to the

overbea~ing authority of an overlord husband unbearable, a&g—

|
J
. |

#is, is swelling end doubtless will continue to swelglaib the
number of divorces. While divorces , sought for on account of
such reasons, are very much to be deplored, yet they are the
evidence of a new and begler ideal of the family, and indica-
te that many people rather disrupt a family 1life, from which

all that makes the family l1life moral has dennrted than to con-

tinue the farce, v-fa. lﬂ-@o—‘L M%
i ‘.lﬂ-.l-i

In the face of the facts and these apparent causés for
- A1

the facts ,thut is to be done 7 is asked. Frankly I confess
that I do not see any particuiar advantage to be gained by
more stringent laws, and a more rigorous enforcement of them,
In fact that kigdof treatment seems to me todmuch in accord

ith most of our legisiation to-day. These facts indicate
that there are cerﬁiéﬂ\forces, economic and moral, that are
at work swelling the proportion of divorces. To make stringe~
nt prohibitory laws is fruitiess, We must go back to the fund;
Amental roots of things. One immediate cause for divorces is
the breaking away of the old authority idea of marraige as a
sacrementy Here the method to pursue is’not to attempt to re-

stablish the sacr.mentaqﬁden. simply becawse jhat is highly
undesirable, and mmxkkexxk indeed impossible. We might as well

try to have & man become a boy again, On this point we must

| insist ever on more freedom, and 3w showims that the sanetity

| of marriog

e rests. on far more exacting grounds than the did-

tates of the state &4 the church, All men and women must ®

€
come to see and whll come to see that all true marriages de-~

|
|
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
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G
rive their sanetity from the fact that they are the result of
a voluntary alrﬁéionce growing out ofdeep affection and 2
by either state or church,

*

can or ever nas made an imméral, commercial maeriage, a moral
' {

high noble purpose. HNo action

holy wedlock., The action of the state or the church may make
and trumeTtuinn

it legal, and satisfy the conditions of gropeﬁt%, but it can-
not change the nature of the relation, Ve need therefore to

develop still more the conviction of independ2nce and frees

dom, so that no man or woamn shal. ever be compelle ! to entegr

into marriage reliations, except for the cleanest, and the mm

most noble of purposes/ S} must insistltherefore,that the

true nature of the marriage r&£lation is not determined by its

sanction, but by its purity and its purpose.

This brings us agiin to the question of the igfluence of

‘education., That the kikgkrx education of women has influenced

the rate of divorce is fairly apparent., . But the trouble is

not that we have had too much education, but that we have had

too little. Ve must not curb and restrain, but we must trust

+he hroadening of our educational infiuences. That is one
to the DIrot¢ I 8

of the most pressing demzmds?r-d-‘vl.

Then we have noteﬁlthe fact that divorce _increaseshas

women gain certain economic freedom. But in order to limit
(&}

what seems this evil result, shall we make attempts to check
s ie movement towards economiec freedom. By no means, w& must

2150 push this through to the 11mit,‘giving to womBNn 2 stand-

ing in society on precisely the same plain as men, lore than

o

that, we must give her an economic freddom that shall not lim-
/

it her great function of motherhood, but indded shall free

her from the grinding conditions under which in all too many

cases she now attempts to become a bread-winuner and a mother

at the same time. In this aspect of the change we a8re at the

a most unfortunate situation,

nresent moment 111
&
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now, we must nush this thil t1
’ ng through ; X
gh, until woman ha
- as achpdv-

ed a complete economic indepaﬁhence, of whieh there i
is but a

suggestion in her entry into industrial .life
But really these things ar
g e Qot so alarming after 2ll
for the family d I Tan, oy '
) ily does not rest uponwlnw, or custom, but
, but upon

the very nature of things. Lach step that we make is but
bi{e u ﬂ

step towards the bhetter family 1life of ;
which I have s
poken,

In this family the union will rest u 3
pon the reciprocal
affect-

ion, admiration and respect of the two equal parti
parties, jolning

themselves together in a solemn compa
npaet for the hi
‘ highest and

noblest of all human endeavors, to rea
ar a family e
ol childre
! n

and transmit to them the highest achgévm
ution in

health, wisdom, and in moradi purity.

e family.
quote in closing is obvious,

muxt is th 1 think that the truth of the two re
marks

¢hat I shall

It is obvious

that whatever tends to uplift marriage and promote mate-h
nate-nhood

1s direatly in iine

ieh incre
foldment strengthens .
1S marriage a
g nd forms mate-

with gsocial progre
[&] 883 nnd_ qny .
L 50010108_

! 1
change Wi ases women's opportunities for ina
and un T

onnection wi

jcal
pendence
" Inc

h tl
th this statement , which implies at

hOOd' a a T me a i W a
t‘le e ,'th l i -~

ileaoc
.3 statement of John Stuart 1Millis, ™ The
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the most fundamental of the

the rule of e ual Justice, ™

social relations is pPlaced w

1der



