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My Dear Mr, Pringle:

In the March number of The Ladies' Home Journal, your attractive article on what the

women of America think about birth control was read and examined with dispassionate

interest. It jolts to find the hitherto decent and conservative Journal capitalizing
on birth control. Yet the papers everywhere carried a full-page announcement of your

article. What is worse, the Journal has, in effect, opened its columns to birth con-

trol propaganda, because under the guise of a scientific report your article really

arpears to be a clever advertisement favoring birth control, This will be showm.

Now you should know, lir. Pringle, as a twentieth century American, that advertising,
though it fool millions, proves nothing. It is merely a means of emphasis used as
often to repeat falsehood as truth. And propaganda,even when accepted, never changes
the nature of things. A bad mouthwash may sell successfully, after its superlative
qualities have been proclaimed on the air. It still remains bad. And that goes, MNr.
Pringle, for birth control, tooc.

You begin quite gently: "There are the facts of tomorrow, now tzking shape... new
ways of doing things...Tomorrow it will be in the headlines; it will be news. Even
now there is a pulse beat which you can hear if you will listen very closely,throbb-
ing, measured, rhythmic...The women of America believe in birth control." You write
soft words, Mr. Pringle, but they cannot soften hard facts. When Onan indulged in
birth control, God slew him and called what he did a "detestable thing.!

You say these women "believe just as firmly in having children. There is no contra~
dictionesss" Now, really, ¥r. Pringle, that is the cutest way of saying that they
will have children when they want them,and then only,and that God doesn't count. Eh?

And you write, "A majority even among Catholic women -~ 51 percent -~ declared
their belief in some remedy, without specification as to whether natural or artifi-
cial, for the problems which arise when children come too soon or too often, or into
homes where poverty blocks their chance for health and happiness." Thank you, lr.
Pringle, for your implied compliment to Catholic women. But don't use their "with-
out specification' as 2 blind for your article, For, spesking of health centers,
you say: "Few of the states, moreover, actually prohibit proper instruction by rec-
ognized clinics or doctors." Proper gives you away.

And about that wife in Racine who voted for birth control because it would "'limit
the nurmber of dependent on the state and city for relief'", you added "Perhaps she
has seen the figures and is aware that families on the public pay rolls had fifty
per cent more children than non-relief families.” Do you see straight, Mr. Pringle?
If the well~to-do practiced social justice and divine charity, people-—-without
specification as to the number of their children--~would not be foreced to seek re~
lief. And another thing, why is it the well-to~do have fewer children than they
can support?

Your picture is overdrawn, Mr. Pringle. “omen of #merica are not fainthearted....
stalwart wonen of the Rockins (voting 84% for birtk control)...few dodge responsib-
1lities of motherhomlg..the" don't want to life selfishly and s Jf@l}aei Listen to
the reliable report of the Ietrcpolltan Life Insursnce Company: "Voluntary limitation
in the size of American families has been principally responsible for the heavy dec-
line of 24.2 percent in tlis GOAnt"y g general rabe of reproduction during the past
ten years."

"So the schools of the Tmited States, however birth-control knowledge may be spread,
are in no danger of dapopulaxion, nor nced the mammafacturere of high chalrs,or nurs-
ingy bottles prepare to shut down thelr plants." That's what you say, Mr. Pringle.
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