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sewerage, or rather its defects, is stili an open inquiry. The question in its
length and breadth is in a disgraceful condition of negiect, from the scientific
point of vicw. Canadians uinfortunately generaily prefer to settle questionis for
thiemselves rather than appeal to, experts ; but thcy may yet be brought to sec
that there could be no worthier subjeet for a Royal Commission of doctors and
rnatrons, ahfhough it wili bc quite necessary to renew this hint when our Ottawa
rtîhers are more at homne, and have less of IlCanada Pacifie " considerations
weighing upon their minds. But the public health shîould neyer corne second.
When the "lcommission "becomes a fact, we shall want to have the
entire question of baby-farming put on such a footing that the coroner
shall be able to deai with ail cases of wilfui negleet as they arise, in
the spirit of a Christian jurisprudence, which is certainly not the case at
present. Even now the civic authorities couid tabulabe the infant mortality
more effectually and distribute it correctly for the several wards. If the special
mortality of children in summer could be proved t0 arise from the heat and
nothing cIse, the problern would bc immcnsely simplified, and we should only
have to adopt sncb refrigcrating arrangements for our dwellings, as would be
quite feasible, to gently reduce it. But there scems no such hope. It is heat
in combination with othser material influences. It is quite the fashion to
exercise cur minds on the subject of population, and aIl the time ive are
allowing one of the best sources of population-that by natural increase-to
run te, waste, te, the wounding of the tendercst affections of families. Thli
class feelings that formi so marked a characteristic of colonial life will doubthess
some day be modified, so as te, admit of social improvements-such, for
example, as play-grounds as wcll as mere walking-grounds for the child-reîi of
the poor, sncb as they are now getting in England, and to admit of the trouble
being taken of keeping thie people from destroying themselves from day 10 day
under the whcehs of tIhe locomotives. Mr. J-Iickson and Mr. Senecal are
probably already in possession of suficient powers to preveuît people from
boarding or getting off trains while iii motion, and fromn tespassing on the
railway tracks. Both these gentlenmen must wish to save lifte wherever it is
possible to do so, and cari have no sympathy wibh the rcckless suicides. Our
citizens as a body would be hearbily ghad t0 sec sucb niatters set right, and 10

get rid of thse painful sense of powerlessness that now aifiiets theni.
Civis.

THE MODESTY 0F LOW DRESSES.

In lasb week's SPF c A'ioR the writer of a short article on the custoîî tif

wearing low-neck dresses in the evening choses, I thirnk I tnay presune, her
article by asking why ladies should be ashamed of being seen xvith exposed
necks and shoulders is the mornings but not in company in te evenings, aîîd
hiopes for a reply from sonie candid woman or man.

Perhaps as a candid man I miay bc permitted 10 aîîswer thîis question, and
also incidentally 10 refer 10 soîne otiier kindred customns which are the not
infrequent subjects of discussion. 'l'lie puzzled querist cornes very riear the
answer t0 the question in the article itsclf where reference is niade o the fact
that women iii certain counitries wear liext 10 no clothes without any feeling
of shame ; but that the bearing of titis fact on lte question hias been missed is
shown by the anecdote which folhows as an evidence of "lthe absurdity oft
where modesty begins and where it ends." The inférence xvhichi we are to
draw from this case of a lady whîo was in the habit of wearing low dresses in
evening s9ciety, but felt dreadfiilly shocked at being found by a male acquaint-i
ance in an equally undresscd condition in the daytime, must be, cither that the t
lady was modest in the morning vhien isem maie visitor surprised bier, aîîd was
immodest in the evcning when an equal exposure was unblushingly presented f
to probably te sanie eyes, or that for a woman under any ordinary social 1
occasions t0 expose bier neck and shoulders ;s immodest, and she wsho does notr
appreciate the fact is guilty of, at least many think, no f'?eting on the subjeci.
Now, I think it can be easily showvn that bot these tocs common inférences arc
wrong, and procccd from the assumrption that a certain minimum of clothing is
absolutely necessary 10 tIse préservation of femnale modcsty. This, itowever, is f,
by no means te case, for the kind of modesty in question is neither the c
presence nor lte absence, nor tîte fashion of clothes, nom an intellectual con- il
clusion, but a feeling witich is excitcd by différent conditions in difféeneît coun- r
tries, periods and classes. In other words te modesty of an action is isot 10 ni
be determined by lte action -itself, but by the influence which the action hias il
upon the minds of tIse actors and their associabes. This wilh appear more ti
clearly if we give soîve illustration of thc maniner in whicli inodesty is shocked
in different people in the same or different couritries, and in the samne people in M
différent circumstances. In the first place, as lias already been rcmarked, v
among many of the tropical peoples btse absence of clothes convcys no shock t
10 their modgFty, becaase elothes being quite unneeessamy the sense of personal b
decency is flot outraged by their want; but it would be quite unjustifiable to tI
therefore infer that these people had no0 truc modesîy. Anoîher illustration e
from a higher stage of society is stihi more forcible. In lte East I have often o
admired the graceful forms and motions of lte Arab girls drawing and carrying a

water from the wells, and have marked with interest the genuine modesty with
which, when I was observed, they hastily drew part of their scanty ga.rment
over their faces, which according to their creed it ivas the hieight of immodesty
to reveal, and at the sanie time exposed the greater part of their shapely
figures without thought of indecency. Again, in European counitrics wvhere
peasant wvomen do outdoor wvork, 1 hiave seeni themi working in the fields or
trudging modestly enouglh on the roads wvith a shortness of skirts rivalling those
of a ballet girl, îvhilc tlieir lady fellow countrywomen blushi at the accidentai
revelation of an inch or so of ankle, though perhaps at the Gaine tune exposing
an amounit of neck and bosom which would outrage the modesty of the peasan t.
And so the further we travel the more wï- find that, not mosdesty, but what is
calculated to excite feelings of modesty, varies indefinitely among different

peoples and classes of peoples, or as a most respectable and orthodox Anglo-
Indian wîfe and mother once said to me: IlDecency in England and decency

in India are very différent." To xvhichi 1 answered, 1 believe wvithi trutlî, "De-

cency is very much an affair of c]imate." And now, if we return to the lady

in thc tale who ivas shocked to, be seen with bare shoulders iii the rniorning and

not in the evening, wve shall conclude that she ivas equally inodest on both

occasions, but that according to lier ideas it xvas not decent to display so much

of hier person on the one occasion and wvas quite decenit to do so on the other,

and therefore hier rnodesty xvas excited by the one but ivas flot aroused by the

other. Nor xvas there any greater contradiction in this différence of feeling in

this instance thati there would be if the saine person felt no discomnfort at men

seeing lier on tlic sands or in the. water*at, the seaside, as thicy otteri do, in a

costume xvhich would be hiighly indecent iind consequenthy uncomfortable in

St. James Street.

Closely allied to this question of decency of attire and its action on

rnodesty are the varying ideas of decency of conduct and its influence on
modesty. To illustrate this let us consider the rules xvhich reguhate the conduct
of young girls of good position in Francc, England and Canada. Inî the first
a young girl is not allowed to hold any soci1al intercourse wvitlî youing nen not
very nearly relatcd to lier, iii the second, girls mav in company tallc and cnjoy
the society of young inen but to walk, drive, or receive visits alone is con-
sidered most improper, while in Canada a young girl nîay walk or drive with
and receive visîts alone from youing men with perfect propriety. Now in ail
these cases the actions are themselves exactly the samie, and argue neither
modesty for immodesty on the part of theiî- actors, and yet we may safely say
that the English girl could not associate withi young men with thie freedom
whîch is liarnîless and innocent on thie part of Canadian girls without taint, nor
could a Vrc2nchî girl cinulate the rnodci ate freedoni of tlîe Euglisli girl withîout
a consciousness of impropricty. And tlîus in the case of conduct, as iii that of
attire, il is not necessarily the actions themselves but their effect on the minds
of the actors and their associates which constitute their propriety or inipropriety.

Before concluding there is another question of nîodesty of conduct to which
it nay not be profitless to allude as it is the subject of much dehate and more
abuse. 1 refer to rouind-dancing in society. Is round dancing miodest or not ?
rhe Priritan says it is highly immodcst, at least provocative of, to put il nsildly,
mmodesty. 'lhle men and womchi of the world, nuL necessarily wo rldly rnen
and women, say it is not immnodcst. 'F'lic latter argue fronu the facîs of cithier
heir own or tl cir friends' and relatives' average experience; thie former frorn
heir ideas of what tlhcy think il would be iii thecir own case or froni cases
vhere immodesty hias confesscd it could utilize rounid-dancing iii its service.
Iro doginatize on Use latter grounds is about as convincing and sotind as il woîihd
)c for a Turk, xvho knowvs or thinks lie knows that hie xvould be rnost imniiiodest
ot shake hands xvith a svoman, 10 argue Iliat therefore the Puritan svho shakecs

îands with his lady friends is a lewvd f-ellow, or at least iin danîger of losing the
ne edge of his purity. In short, thie nîodesty of round-danciîîg like that of

ow-neck dresses is purely a question of tlie effects whlicli it niay have on the
minds oif tlîe dancers.

1 have nowv sliortly endeax oured to answer tIse question originally pro-
osed, and I trust that I have satisfied the proposer and other doubters that
hbile modcsty is itself a constant feeling, the circumstances which excite the
eeling vary indcfinitely iii différent people and the saine people in différent
ircumstances and that to, 'ear low-ncck dresses or short dr-esses, or for that
natter no dresses, or to take solitary walks or drives, or to bathe witli or to

eceive visits from or to dance with the other sex, are not themselvcs cither
.odest or irmmodest actions, but tIse right or wrong of wvhich. depend altogether

p<on the effect wvlich tlîcy produce on the individual or the society in svhich
bey occur.

In regard 10 the questions of the healthfulness or good or bad tastc of
Tearing low-neck dresses, or of dancing, or on the various social effectsof the
arying ruies of social intercourse betwecn men and ivonen, 1 do nlot propose
oenter, further thaîs to say in regard to, tIse question of attire, it will 1 helieve
e a hîappy day for socîety wben mcii and ivomen svill so dress as to inînimîze
heir Ilersonal deficiencies and enhance their personal advantages. ln îvhiclî
ase il svould not be long before a fine and therefore healthy form would be an
bjêct of ambition and its mpore frequent attainmrent would not only please tlîe
rtist but sensibly improvc the çoniing race. X


