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That The Way I've Always Heard It Should Be

By Carly Simon and Jacob Brackman

My>father slts at night with no lights on;
His cigarette glows 1n the dark.

The living room is still;

I walk by, no remark.

I tiptoe past the master bedroom where

My mother reads her magazines.

I hear her call sweet dreams,

But I forget how to drean,

But you say 1it's time we moved in together
And raised a family of our own, you and me--
Well, that's the way I've always heard it should be;

You want to marry me, we'll marry.

My friends from oollege they're all marrlied now;
They have thelr houses and thelr iawns.

They have thelr silent noons,

Tearful nights, angry dawns.

Thelr children hate them for the things they're not;
They hate themselves for what they are--

And yet they drink, they laugh,

Close the wound, hide the scar.



But you say it's time we moved in together
And raised a family of our own, you and me--
Well, that's the way I've always heard it should be;

You want to marry me, we'll marry.

You say that we can keep our love alive-
Babe, all I know is what I see--

The couples cling and claw

And drown in love's debris.

You say we'll soar like two birds through the clouds,
But soon you'll cage me on your shelf--
I'11 never learn to be just me first

By myself.

Well O0.K., 1t's time we moved 1n together

rAnd raised a famlly of our qwh, you and me--

Well, that's the way I've always heard i1t should be,
You want to marry me, we'll marry,

We'll marry.



New Forms of Heterosexual Marriage and Mating

This paper 1s about and dedicated to those persons who

could not or would not fit the Procrustean bed.



"You have to accept reaiity" is a theme the ybung_often
espouse, vIn this regard marriage and mating laws must be
rated In a tile for dead last in accepting that challange. The
Catholic Church 1s the other bellever in unreality.

Herbert Otto in his introduction to The Family in Search

of a Future brought both the law and reality into perspective,

First, he noted that one-third to one-half of all marriages
occuring now are destined to end in a divorce court. In the
de Jure system of sex-marriage-Xinshlp orders, however, mono=-
gamous marriage is the only accepted form with sexual behavior
limited thereto., Child legitimacy means that the parents weré
married before the child was reglétered. The nuclear famlly
i1s the economic and residential unit.

The expectation is that the marriage should last for the
lifetime of the spouses, although increasingly there are pro-
visions for exceptional cases which are ﬁermed failures. The
children'belong to the parents and 1f the pareﬁté die they have
the right to give thelr property to their chilldren,

. Other popular expectations based iIn the de Jure system
arevthat‘the woman will be the chief soclalizing agent and the
male will be the economic agent. Between the lines of ﬁhe
legal, the ecclesiastical, and popular proscriptlons, "there 1is
an implication that in exchange for his support the man should

secure monopolistlic access to the wife sexually, and can as-



sume that children born to her are blologleally his, while the
wife recelves support for herself and her children and a sta-
tus position in the community based upon her husband's accom-
plishments,"l

These high standards produce some rationalizations for
non-achievement., Divorce in some cases gets minimum disappro-
val; some unmarried may be unchaste, such as the engaged or men
in the service; and lastly, economlc necessity may put'mothers
in the Job market.,

In the de facto, however, "pre-marital chastlity 1is now
probably honored more in the breach than in the observance;
‘post marital infidelity 1is by no means rare.” Also vast amounts
of deception, collusion, and pretense are involved in divorce
procedings.2 |
"The system functions in a highly pluralistic set of al-

ternative behavior modes while still under the umbrella of

monolithic proscrlptions."3

Historically considered three of our cultural heritages
are amaz;ngly similar, Those.three cultures are the Anclent
Hebrew, Greek, ahd Roman ones.

In all three the female had a lower status than the male
although this 1s less extreme in Greek soclety. The Hebrews,
on the other hand, thoughtwomen to be uncleam and female 1in-

fanticlde was practiced until Ezeklal's time.



Thus in all cultures the husband was the lord over Both
the wife and the children. Female remarriage after death of
a spouse and inheritance laws stressed property continulty.

Polygyny or concubinage was practiced 1n all three cul-
tures. Adultery, sodomy, and fornication were severly punished
only if the offender was female. Often these acts were not
even considered crimes for men., Divorce was mostly the right
of the husband until the time of Christ. Prostitution, al-
though sometimes disapproved of, was qulte extensive. In fact,
it was a means of worshipping Aphrodite in Greece. Greece
also led the way in homosexuallty while Rome was pré—eminent
in abortion., The Hebrews were the most anti-cellbate. Celi-
bacy was a religlous crime equal to murder, even for priests.

Practically all marriages in-these cultures were arranged
by parents, with love playing only a secondary role. Although
the Hebrews had no civil or religlous ceremony, they held mar-
riage in the highest esteem.u |

Thus the Christlan Family was qulte a’changé in our tra-
dition., It stressed God's fatherhood and man's brotherhood,
monogamy, marriage as a saérament with eccleslastical control,
loyalty on the part of both spouses, spiritual equality, no
divorce, condemnation of sex, disaporoval of abortion, and the
glorificatlion of celibacy.5

The American family was significantly different from the

normal Christian family. The pioneer conditions put a greater



o

value on women and gave freedom of maﬁe selection. Young as-
soclatlions were permitted but courtship was expected to be
short, and romantic love was discouraged because of the Purl-
tan morality, fierce struggle for exlstence, and the stress on
the econonic aspect of the marriage contract. Marriage had
become a civil rather than religious union.

"In other words, soclal and geographical mobility, result-
ing from the Protestant ethic, individualism, political demo-
cracy, and the frontier environment, led to the deciine of
patriarchy. Thus the individual replaced the famlly as the
basic unit of soclety."6

For the young 1t was elther eomplete_subjugation or com-
plete freedom. When a couple married they ieft home, never to
return in many cases. But while.at home they were part of a
large family In which there was an extreme emphasis on dlscl-
pline and strict religious_tralﬁing. This was pé}tly due té
the view that chiidren were wicked by nature and should be
treated as miniature adults. Rarely was a famlly separated by
divorce.”

‘The size of families gradually declined due mostly to the
emancipation of women but also to economic and budgetary con-
slderations that arose out of the passing of the frontler, as
well as the better known reasons of the twentieth century. The
family not only losf members but also its economic, educational,

religious, recreational, and protectlve tasks considerably.8



Winston Ehrmann, noted writer on sexnal behavior, provides
an accurate and conclse anthropological comparison and twen-
tleth century review,

"The human is the only animal in which sexual behavior is
not integrally related to the cycle of fertility. . . .In fact,
ours is one of the few [cultures] that has had, during certain
periods in our history, a general prohibition of all sexual
activities‘outslde the marriage relation. . . .Even threats of
disgrace and severe punishment, including death, however, have
not been effective in preventing young people from engaging in
pre-marital coltus."9

Ehrmann cites a study done b} anthropolozlsts Ford and
Beech that showed only 16% of.societies had formal restrictions
to a single mate and only 5% wholly disapprowved of both preQ
marital and extra-marital liasons, In contrast, 39% of the
socleties gave formal approval,although more so for men ﬁhan
woﬁen. Most socieéies control sexual behavior based on mar- .
rilage, kinship, and reproductive reasons and not the prohibi-~
tion of Sexual expression itself,10,11

The. most outstandihg change of this cemntury has been the
shift to individual freedom of cholce in many aspects of life,
"Women becamg less dependent, economlically speaking, upon ﬁen,
ane they achieved greater equality with men than had ever ex-
isted before in the history of the West. The opportunity for

non-marital sexual expression contrary to the traditlonal mores



was made possible by the anonymity of the clty and the use of
the automoblle and by 'the techniques' of conception control."12

The two primary inventlons of the post-WWI young were
dating and petting. Burchinal observed fhat these developed
in urban areas and among college students "in response to the
emancipation of women, increased lelsure time, greater emancl-
pation of youth, higher real incomes, commerclalized recreatlon,
and the extension of coeducational institutions. Durlng the
late 1930's and the 1940's, dating moved to the high school
level."13

Petting allowed the couples to engage 1n the then expected
~and accepted pleasures of eroticlsm while maintalnling the tra-
ditional female symbol of purity. Contraceptlives pérmitted
crossing the line for those who wished, but still the boy had
to make the attempt to which the glrl had to convey that her
better judgement had been overwhelmed.

Off-=campus, fhe drive was not so much for - -love and conmpan-
fonship but rather for status, prestige, and self-gratification.
Therefore, there was more mutual sex éxploitation. The male
was out for sex gratification and thevfemale for prestige and
material gain. This helps explaln the reason for the under-
lying antagonism to these male/female relat_ionships.1"P

By. the 50's marriage had changed to place mbraemphasls on
cémpahionshlp, affection, 1nd1v1dualism,‘and egalitarianisnm

instead of status, respect,'obedlanoe; authority, and duty.



The resultélwere a greater drive for satisfaction and self-
fulfillment and thus greater disilluslonment, frustration,
and divorce when the ldeals were not met.,l5

The problem was that only marriage offered the indepen-
dence of adulthood as well as the economliec and social protec-
tion, so there was a great increase in teenage marriages,

Ehrmann points out the obvious'factbrs that are causing
this sexnal crisis for youth. The Increase of romantic love
conflicted with the persistence of seelng eroticism as improper
or indecent, Wlthout ever getting to the cause of the cgnflict
an elaborate system of social arrangements was developed. Even
wlthin marriage the two extremes were presenmt. One group felt
that love justified or made‘mandatory erotic expressions as
an indlspensible condition of marfiage. The other tradition
held that erotic satisfaction should occur only during inter-
course which 1is solely for procfeation.

Trends of the century seen to.be the easing of ﬁaboos énd
reduction of sexual prohlbitions anong womem, and a positive
search for sexnal satlsfaction in marriage wlth gr=ater concern
on the husband's part for the wife's satisfaction. Among the
unmarrlieds, there has been a slight increase in pre-marital
activity for men but a much greater one for women as we tend
toward ? single standard of behavior. Also there has been a
marked decrease in the fear of pregnancy and venereal disease,

Further, the longer period of datling has tended to converge the



sex attitudes and practices within the palr bond. Women after
2 time beglin to express themselves sexually and men appreclate
the need for respect more. Also, men tend to limit the number

of involvements when they reach the stage of being in love.16

Writing in the early 1960's, William Kephart made a study
of the status of marriage and divorce laws. Foremost 1n consi-
deration 1s that the Constitution of the United States dele-
gates the authority for these laws to the individnal states.,
Therefore, the legal aze for marriage without parental consent
ranged from 12 to 21. For those marrying without consent, the
most common legal age was 18 for women and 21 for men. For
marrying with consent the most common was 15 for women and 18
for men. Even the minlmum age of 16 for females 1s lowered in
sbme states In case she 1s pregnant.17.

Kephart noted that 11 statés had higher age rejgulrements
for females (21) than the national.average for first’marriéées

(20)., Leo Kanowltz in his book Women and the Law, which is

more recent, notes that only four states have eqﬁal with-con~
sent ages and only 11 have the same without—consent ages. Ac-
cording to him, the underlying assumptions are that the married
status is the only proper one for women while men are encouraged
in bettpr pursuits. The differential recogmizes that extra time
is needed in order to be prepared for extra-famlly activitles.18

Neither one addresses himself to the coerclaom involved when



the female 1is pregnant, especlally in the states that provide
additional age deduction.

All fifty states prohibit incest. Many even prohibit
filial relationships, marital ones, that do not ineclude blood
ties, simply to prevent familial Jealousy., Until the middle
1960's thirty states had miscegenation laws.19

The marriage contract differs from other contracts in that
i1t 1s not rescindable by mutual consent. Most states also re-
qQulre blood tests and a waiting period before a license will
be certified. The licenses are invaluable for lnhéritance
rights, soclial security, insurance and the llke.zo

Kanowltz also noted some other prohibit;ons that seen to
be left over from common law days when a married woman had no
rights of her own. Some states prohibit a marriéd woman fron
changing hef name or keeping her maiden name when she enters
matrimony. Some states that do permit it, refuse to give the
- right to vote or the right to buy a car to such a woman. In
Michigan a divorced woman may not revert to her malden name if
she has children by that marriage, eveﬁ 1f she does not have
custody. She way only change her name by becoming subservient
to another man,?1

In other carryovers the general rule still holds that a
wife's legal domicile must follow that of her husband. So-called
"unwritten laws" that excuse only the husband who shoots his

spouse's paramour, but not vice versa, are even written into
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the law in some states,?22

Discrimination in mating laws is also evident in "statu-
tory rape" laws. The same women who reach marrlage rights be-
fore men somehow are mystically incapable of glving thelir as-.
sent to sexual relations, unlike thelr male counterparts.23

Prostitution, somewhat surprisingly, runs bounter to other
law trends. Under common law 1t was not a crime, but an ec-
cleslastical offense. In most cases, however, the patron is
nodtried and in fact has usnally committed no crime unless he
comes under a collateral offense.?d

In summary of our legal tradition Margaret Mead, 1in Mglg'

and Female, puts it this way: "In our 1eg31 forms we are patri-

nmonial, patrilineal, patrllocal, and legally for the most part,
a patriarchal society. ; .« . we afe also; of course, a monoga-
mous soclety in which every form of polyzamy, even the most
‘casual. is frowned upon." 'That framework was profoundly changed
by the existence of an American fréntier and a shortage of wo-
men that worked against the unlimited power of the father and
the husband. |

Another carry-over from the old conscilousness is guilt.
Its foremost promulgator 1s the Catholic Church and the major
cause 1s sex. The striuggle between what 1s instilled into the
chlld and what hls instincts, intelligence and common sense
tell' him later on in 1life, usually culminates in a confusion

of sexual gnuilts,
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Much of the oroblem arises from the Church's attempt to
divide the mlind and the body, to elevate one and debase the
other, This castration to the polint of vindictiveness is not
new, It has been the main problem of the Church since the
fourth century.

Edward DI Lorenzo has written that Catholicism is based
on the fear of sex. It (Catholicism) found that the easlest
way to control a man's mind was through his groin, The falth-
ful are told that only the Church can ease the gullt. The
natural repetition of the sex urge keeps the person forever
repentant in the confession boothillke some self-flagellant.25

For many people the only way out of the conflict is 1llu-
sion. Since only love can keep sex from being too dirty and
ugly, a youn woman pleads, “"Tell me you love me." Only those
words can free her‘mind and body, even if ornly fleetingly,
Another 1llusion is the use of alcohol. The claim that one
could not help one's self or could‘not remember the morning
after, 1s another gullt salve.26

In 1949 Margaret Mead brought out Male and Female. Not

only was 1t one of the most definltive works on the actual dif-
ferences between the sexes, it'also was terrlibly perceptive of
the ways of a whole generation, that of our parents.

She cltes the major problem of this culture as being an
inabllity to recognize different types of fenininity and mas-

eulinity. With our singzgle standard, a 1little less hair on the



-12-

chin or a smaller bust line and one 1is almost placed in mem-
bership of the opposite seX, In otheﬂwords, soclally created
gocial deviance., A person is left feelling less of a man or
less of a woman. She feels that no child should be forced to
deny hls or her own seX membership.27

This hardship works the most on boys. The physlological
rhythms of the female body constantly resolve any doubts about
her sex membership. For her, puberty 1s dramatic and unmis-
takable, but for the boy 1t is a series of slow events. Thus,
other cultures hold initiations in order to put some substance
to growth‘énd create certaln task§ that are reserved for only
the ﬁales.28

Another difference helps explain the origlh of marriage.
The female's need for continulty and planning, especially due
to sexual matters, had to glve order to the male's blological
focus on immediate discharge.

On inltiationlinto sexual adulthood ls. Mead‘contrasted
the United States and Samoa. In Samoa, 1life 1s rather easy
golng with sex viewed as a delightful experlence, not something
that will disrupt the soclial order. "The girls are chosen for
first love affalrs by older boys who have been initiated into
full sex experlence by older girls. In each sexX pertunership,
one of ‘the partuners 1s expected to be sure and practiced."29
In contrast, dating in Amerlca occurs at an age when 1t

has 1little to do with elther sex or the body. Rather 1t 1ls a
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situation in which one is seen in public and from which satis-~
faction 1s derlved from something quite contentless. "This
continuous emphasis on the sexually relevant phyéioal appear-
ance is an outcome of using a heterosexual game as the proto?
type for success and popularity in adolescence,"30

"We actually place our young people in a virtually intol-
lerable situation, glving them the entire setting for behavior
for which we then punish them whenever 1t occurs. . . . Petting
is the answer to the dilemma. . . . The controls of thls danger-
ous game . . . are placed in the hands of the girl.‘ The boy
1s expected to ask for as much as possible, the girl to yleld
as 1little as possible, . » ‘

The boy convinoes the girl thﬁt he 1s so popular that he
has the’oouragé to ask for anything, and the glrl convinces

the boy that she 1s so popular that she has to glve nothing.

e o o« From it comes the ilnabllity of many American women to
make complete sexuél surrenders, which foreigners find so con-
fusing and frustrating, and from it also come the various com-
pensations, the use of alcohol [among.othersj. . « The boy
learns to value the situation in which he is checked, tp de-
value the situation in which he 1s not."31

Surprisingly the young play the game with good-sportsman-
ship. MThe younger the boy and glirl when they learn to play
this game of partially incomplete, highly controlled indulgence

of impulse, the more perfectly they can learn it. There are
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fewer chances of the break-through deep emotion, to confuss the
learning process." But when marriage comes, the definitions
change. The male goal becomes a show df potency while for the
female 1t 1s a happy sex 1life. Since climactic responées arev
not necessarily "natural” to the women, both persons resent re-
turn to petting as being regressive and to the man, it inter-
feres with his show of potency.32

.Untlil very recently the only persons who could live to-
gether without marriage were same-sex college students and
spinsters. Thus if one 1s unmarried there are endless daily
plans and initiatlves for companionship. It 1s 1little wonder)
that companionship is the most deéired value in a‘Spouse.
Moreover, Americans cannot stand being'alone. If it occurs it
must be softened with pets and by‘keeping the‘radlo on.

- In a more recent book, Ms. Mead got to the heart of the
problem in America and other advanced countries. Among past
socleties and among the poor, when a boy left chlldhood he had
no cholce but to begin work. Adult sexual privileges were of-
ten tied to marryiﬁg and leaving the home. All this occurs
during a very short periocd of time,

But today full privileges of adilthood mare being denied
until the eafly or middle twenties for those who continue’
schooling. The steadlily Increasing schoollinx demands have not
been matched by steadily increasing privileces. Furthérmore,

in past socleties it was the 0ld who were the irresponsible
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idealists. Now, the removal of the day to day worries and'the
extended schooling makes the young the idealists and the Devils!
.Advocates of the soclety.

| With the falling of adult authority'and so-called greater
wisdom, the young have demanded full participation in life,.
But if this is translated into setting them to work in sober
and confinling tasks at an earller age then 1t 1s a step back-

for soclety.33

Thus 1t is'becoming quite clear thét the problem with mar-
riage today 1ls pre-marriage. .The lack of positive attitudesi
and a consclous effort to permit youth to beecome truly human
must be foremost in anj appralsal of future trends for resolv-
ing some of the on-golng conflicts in present day marriage and
mating. |

Unfortunately,'many of .the writers of a Consclousness II
position are more concerned with the problems that result from
the system than with changling the system to free a new genera-
tion. These liberals do not call for a return to the old
morality but say we should try to understand the deviances;
yet implicitly they feel it would be better iIf we dld return
to the old morality.Bh

The statlstics that are causing the hand-wringing are di-
vorce rates and extra-marital experlence rates. As noted ear-

lier, divorce for current marriages 1s averagling between one-
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third and one-half. To localize the problem more, even those
couples msrried twenty years exhiblt divorce rates twlce as
high when the men were under 22 or the women under 20. Also,
having children in the first two years of marriage doubles the
divorce rates.35 '

Dr. Gebhard, Kinsey's successor, gives hls educated_guess’
on the incidence of extra-marital experience as of 1968 as 60%
for males and 35% for females. 36

Here 1s a good example of the Consclousness I and II ap-
proach. Recently the Callfornla Soclal Welfare Board released
their plans on how to lower 1llegitimacy rates. "A mother who
bears a third illegitimate child should be deemed 'morally de-
praved' and required to hand the.cﬁild over to the state. . . &
The mother of an 1lleglitimate child must name the child's father
within six months after givlng birth, or relinguish the child.
. .« . Girls 16 and under who bear an illegitimate chlld could
be considered 'incapable of providing support' and lose the
baby after a court hearing."37 |

Perhaps the best of the Conscilousness II writers 1s Morton
Hunt. Hls speclalty is the middle-class middleéaged. He no-
tices that there has been a steady luncrease among those who
‘hark back to a historical minority traditiomn. He terms these
person$ the pagan-courtlies. Most prevalent today ls Southern
Europe; this tradition views marrlage as a practical and func-

tional arrangement but feels that sexuallty counld be directed
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at éomeone other than a spouse. Due to the difficulty of di-
vorce. there 1s an absolute distinction between wife and mis-
tress which must be kept secret from the spouse. But unllike
the Renaissanoe»period, pagan-courtly love is now more courtly
than loving. Thus 1t does not produce the tremendous amounts
of gullt that affalrs glve the puritan-romantics nor is it as
threatening to the marriage. However, these are tradlitions
and not distinct personality types. They make our cultural
heritage schizoid,38

Much of the increase in extra-marital affalrs in the.past
two decades 1s correlated to a decrease in 1nner éontrols.
Since the spouse 1s still the mo§f effective enforcer of fldel-
ity, most affalrs are still kept secret from at least the
spouse, Untlil recently psychologlsts viewed extra-marital
sex as a presumption of pathology. Only recently have they
noticed that more often i1t 1s a sign of health. The single
most common reason glven for searching for affalrs is boredon.
Glven the right conditions, the deslre overcomes the controls.39

Encouragement from the spouse makes temptatlon all but
irresistable. It usually takes the form of separate dating,
conjugal vacatlions (summer divorce), swinging, and double
Qating with the intent to start a group marrlage. Mate-swap-
ping "qinimizes gullt by making the act legitimate and freely
condoned, and at the sane time overcomes lack of confidenoe by

guaranteeing each participant a willing partner."uo
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Hunt also points out that the affair besldes being a remedy for
boredom, 1s also everyone's answer to today's impersonality,
disconnectedness, and gigahtism of modern 1life. "We haveAlost
our names and become numbers, lost touch with our frieﬁds and
replaced them with people who merely live nearby, lost control
of our destinles to governments, 1ndustr;es, and machines that
ravish our earth and control our lives., If the individual
feels powerless to reﬁake or even salvage this world, he can
at least comfort himself by making a world of his own through
love. 1In each of 1ts many forms, ranging from.casual sexual
encounters to the deepest emotiOngl relationships, it gives
him a sense of his own unlqueness, a vital eonnection with
some other human being, an area of freedom within which he can
manage a part of his destiny." Those who do not choose this
course elther live vicariously through fantasy and fiction or
sublimate thelr desires into compulsive work and political ac-~
tivity. 1 | |

In 1969 Mr. Hunt sald that the attitudes of the young were
the only truly notable change occuring. Two years later he
added group marriage and open homosexuallity =as other total
breaks with Western tradition.%2.43

In 1972 Playboy magazine published his *"The Future of Mar-
riage" using many of the same sources that are used in this
paper. Although 1t was one of the most comprehensive in print,

it ended being only =a tréct on the invincibility of monozamy.
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For him, divorce is not a negation of marriage but a reratifli-
cation since most divorcees remarry, and infidelity 1s merely
e modification of monogamy. Both are no doubt true in paft.
He passés off the phenominal increase 1in 11v1ng—together ar-
rangements as belng monozamous, which they are, and very siml-
lar to married 1life, which they are not. Group marrisge he as-~
soclates with communes and 1ntentlonal families, thus 1gnoring
the vast majority of over-thifteen couples who are less con-
spicuous. Lastly, he sees any attempt at ralsing chlldren
communally té suffer from a lack of intense intimacy between
parent and child, ignoring the fact that for most middle-class
whites that does not even exist now. His only other percep;
tions are that divorce, living-together, and infidellity will
increase while patriarchallsm wili decline. 4

~ TPhe reason for dwelling on Mr, Hunt's blases is that those
biases are rampant in the soclal sclences today. They indict
kibbutz life because parents only spend two hours 2 day with
thelr children while thousands of East Coaét children attend

academles and do not even live at home. The exanples are end-

less,

Little can be understood about Consclousness IIT persons
wlthout'reallzlng that practlically every single attltude of
our soclety 1s being questioned and often rejected.

Single‘standard masculinity and feminity are belng dis-
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carded as Ms. Mead called for some twenty years ago. The old
standards are viewed as perverted. Thls was dramatically
brought home during the Vietnam war. For the Marlnes; homo-
sexuality 1s not so much a sexual condition but a lack of the
aggressiveness which comprises masculinity. When they received
lectures about how Vietnamese men express friendshlp through
physical contact, all the Marines could do was relate that to
their own culture., All Vietnamese men are faggots.

One incldent puts it more vividly. An American truck was
forced to stop and take to a hospltal an ARVN soldler who was
1ying by the side of the road with his leg shot off. An Ameri-
‘can took his crutches and grabbe& him under the arm and got
him in the truck. "The 1llttle slope grabbed me by the leg.

And I had been in the country long enough to know that most

of them are queer. They.hold hands and stuff. And this sort
of irks most marines and soldlers; And we're told that it's a
Vietnamese custom./when you're really friendly youvshould hold
hands. So they try to hold a lot of guy's hands. So they end
up getting beat bloody. The guy grabbed my leg. So I got |
mad. I wasn't in a good mood that morning and I whacked him,
And my buddies grabbed his crutches, . . We threw hls crutches
"in the rice paddy one time and and went another 150 yards and
threw bhe ofher crutch and then out he went. He was screaning
and crying and begging us. 'Out you go.' We all had a good

laugh about that." That marine tradition merely re-enforced
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the exlsting street corner one from which they came.hS

The change in the definlition of masculinity and femininlty
has alsb changed onr standard of beauty. Now long hair can be
beantiful on a guy and short halr can be beautiful on a girl.
One elghteen year old male refers to standard bf beauty as
SOB. He stresses that today everyone 1is aeceptable—iooklng.
Further, the pleasure of looking at people is often taken avay
by SOB. SOB also starts a viclous cycle of self-fnlfilling
prophesies. When a guy 1ls rejected by others because he doesn't
meet the goal, he tends to reject himself. When 1t i1s reflected
in his bearing and dress, it has come full csyc:le.“6

This same student observed Eﬁat males repress the showling
of affection to meﬁbers of the same sex. Imstead they play a
game he dubs "1002," which is the crazy ways in which they at-
tempt to show thelir affedtlon. 'Rather than saying, "I like
you," they elther slap a person hard on the back or say, "Hey,
jerk," It appears that thls occurs because of a fear of rejec-
tion; consequently, less affection 1s put forward. Moreover,
emotion rarely expressed is hard to handle. One becomes sus-
picious of ulterior motives., Lastly, acting ln pseudo-hostlle
ways, especlally verbal, 1s constantly re-emforced by tele-
vision through Don Rickles-type "humor. "*7

.,Mo&e aﬁd more, the facade put up for parents, the 1llicit
back seat of a Dodge, the non-existent sex education and the

unstructured attempt to discover love and sexuallty are belng
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rejected. Here 1s how one gtudent 1living with his girlfriend
put it: "At home when yoi1're in high school, you play out the
Bonnie and Clyde back-seat bit." But at college when you are
1living together, "You close the door, strip off your clothes,
and a lot more that you brought with you from home that you
can't walt to zet rid of . . . It's like an’announcement.
_We're not going to do it in the bushes or on the back seat,
But in the house--in the bed.‘ Ouf own place, our own bunk,
We're going to live together!" But glven a chance to grow up
without hangups and "We'd be breaking the doors down to dig
each other instead of putting up doors to make like so-called
consenting adults." That 1is wha% the Consclousness II persons
have mlssed.“’8

The attempt to "break on through to the other sidé" is
not easy. Here is a female student glving an update of the
Margaret Mead analysls of datling. ‘In high school when a large
portion of the boys are having seXx activity with a smaller
percentage of the girls 1t puts greater pressure on the rest
of the gzirls to avold 1t, although there is a good chance that
time will let the system self-destruct. "I felt that I was
always on thé defensive. . . It spolled my enjoylng practically
every date. . . I used to feel that if I counld go to sleep and
wake up with it having happened, 1t wonld be like beinz re-
ieased from prison. I think the worst part of it is the QElEX

in having it happen. I think now that 1f i1t happened when
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children are younger and it bacame more natural‘for boys and
girls to be together, less nasty and secretive about nakedness
and seX in general, 1t might be better for ail concerned.,"4#9

The young today communicate througﬁ two media. music and
print. Without analysing what they read and hear one is forced
to merely read the entralls and have no ability to foresee the
future. This ls why Mr. Hunt could not evem read two‘years
into the future to see the risé of communes and the liberation
~of homosexuality.

- Untll recently there were only six songs. The introverted
love song, . the agdny song, thé sex song, the escape song, the
rebellion song, and thevextrovertgd love somzg. For a long time
the basic gutsy, direct deflance that was inherent in rock and
roll was elther co-opted or releaéed‘vicariously.

The basic change came in 1965 when extroverted love songs
started to rival the introverted ones, Both were sezual, épn-
sldered the world cold and tried to crsate a place of warmth,
but one withdrew while the other tried to change the world.

The introverted: "In this cold world you can love but one girl,
Let me be that one girl, I'1ll be true to you." The loglc of
introverted love: "Don't you want somebody to love. Don't

you need somebody to love. Wouldn't you lowe somebody to-love.
You've got to find somebody to love." Thls was bolstered by
the sex éongs whidh sald there were only two types of each sex.

There were glrls that wers your 1ldeal and the kind you would
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try to put the move on. .Guys were elther nice guy, shy guy,
strong guy. or the guy that was only interest=d ln a one night
stand,

The escape (especially the drug ones) and the assertlon
songs bolstered this new community that wasn't based solely on
sex as introverted love had been. This extroverted love ls
expressed 1n the liner notes of the MC5's first album. The
MC5 and the revolution are "totally committed to driving people
out of their separate shells and into each other's arms."

From the Youngbloods: "Come on people now, Smile on your
brother. Everybody get together. Try to love one another
right now."%3 ‘

Undoubtedly the most influencial filctlon writer in this
area today is Robert H. Rimmer. ‘For science fictlion 1t 1is
Robert A. Heinlein. The next two wonld probably be Aldous
Huxley and‘B.F. Skinner. Rimmer burst on the scene with The

Harrad Experiment, a book about kids that attend Harrad Col-

lege with its four year course in human valmes and computer
assigned roommates of the opposite sex. That was followed by

The Rebellion of Yale Marrat which ls about consensual bigamy.

His next book, Proposition 31, 1s about the 1ife of two fami-

lies that led to a drive to permit corporate marrlages of up
to six.adults if they are over thirty, by means of a public
referendum,

In all of his works he has put forward the capaclty of
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man to 1live a joyous existence. This can be brought about by
a consclous effort to glive social support to creating a new
moral order. Speaking of other writers he says, "For good or

bad they are not proposing in concrete terms how to avoid where

we are golng. « . . There is very little concrete future plan-

ning, . . . We are at a time in the hlstory of man where we
can no longer hope or pray that the masses will democratlically
muddle through into a golden ége « « » Most of us only respond
to immediate disaster--future planning is the province of an
entirely new type of 1eadersh1p."51 For him this means making
laws that would permit all the proposals in his three best-
known works. . |

Elsewhere he proposes that President Nixon's plan for a
National Institute of Education include a Committee in Charge
of Wednesday Night Human Value Programming. Every Wedneéday
between 8 p.m. and 11 p.m., all television stations would run
a commercial free program of leaders and fubturlsts for the-
purpose of involving people 1n the creation of National Goals.52

Three years ago he noted that the American Sunbathers As-
soclation got the Supreme Court to declare that the human body
was not obsoéne. To implement at least the underlying assump-
tions he calls he calls for a Spring Festlval of Nakedness to
be held annually on colleze campuses. It would be a bellylaugh
on a neurotic establishment. Refering to televlslon coverage,

"Maybe they would be reduced to pleading with the peaceable
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naked students to cover thelr breasts and genltals so they
could record the event for the filne cltizens of our country
who still believe that man is conceived in sin."53

Helnlein, in contrést, 1s more futuristic. Stranger in

a Stranze Land is about a rich innocent who tries to bring

people to thelr true potential by nine steps of awareness un-

der a dlscipline that preaches "Thou art God." The Moon Is a

Harsh Mistress presents a lunar community consisting of a va-

riety of marriages: nuclear, clan, line polyandries, and groups.

Theoretically eternal, the hero's line marriage was just a hun-

dred yearé 0ld., In I Will Fear No Evil the anthor presents the
ultimate transplant, that of 2 brain, so that a male brain is
'1n a female body. Rather than a unisex attitude the result 1is
a fusion, 2 yin/yang.

The late Aldous Huxley not only gave the young his anti-

utopia, Brave New World, but also his Utopian Island, His

drug research gave him a slightly different insight and slant
to what the young are looking for. B.F. Skinner, in Walden
Two, despite hils turgld style of novel writing, his seeming
lack of Jjoy, and his elaborate organizatiomn, presents a radi;
cal alternative to the economic and politieal system.

The gquestlon seems to form in this mamner: does a ‘change
in beiiefs of marriage mating, and sexuality lead only tb a
decline in patriarchy as Morton Hunt wonld suggest? Or 1is

the authoritarian famliy "part and parcel, and at the same
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time, prerequisite, of the authoritarian state and of authori-
tarian soclety" as William Relich sugges’ced?y'L This helps ei-
plain the trmendous increase in enthusiasm for the works of
A.S. Neill and his school, Summerhill.

If you belleve, as I do, with Albert Ellis that virtually
every living American "is completely muddled-, mixed-, and
messed-up 1n his sex views, feelings, and acts" and is quite
consclous that he no longer knows what is right sexually, then
there is no 1limit to what a self-actualized individual, who lis

socially supported, could acoompllsh.55

The task of many authorsnls'thus to understand the sex at-
titudes that got us here and to create new.attitudes to help
us cope with the future, |

The foremost researcher on our sex attitudes was Dr., Kin-
sey. He found that the most common explanations adults gave
the young for abstaining frem sex were based‘on gullt. The
actual reasons why they limited themselves were the American
moral tradition and fear of the unfamiliar. Regreting the ex-
perlences if they oocurredeés most correlated with religosity.
The major argument for premarital intercourse was that 1t helped
a person make emotlional adjustments to other people and they
are eas}est to learn at an early age,56

A view of the underclass attitudes 1s provided by Paul

Goodman. He believes that the aggressive masculinity noted
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“earlier in Vietnam veterans, the macho complex} comes from a
systematlc removal of self-worth of a man at the same time that
he 1s belng permitted sexual privileges. Sex becomes a contest
of conquest, a continuation of the four-F approach to dating.
The only alternative is to "be successful” which to the poor
is trénslated into stealing. Those who canmot bear to tread
elther path usually withdraw into narcotics or gambling.57
Nathan Ackerman presents-the indictment that most families
are hollow and that they glive to the young mumbing attitudes,
For him there is 1little genulne loving. "They fear and mis-
trust an open snow of emotion, as if all emotion were bad, de=~
structive, even violent. . . Thé murderous competetiveness
of the business ethic invades the private life of the family.
The gain of one member 1is reckoned as the lozs of another,
e s o To admit thé need of others or to show teﬁderness is a
confession of weakness., .. Everything in human intercourse
is reduced to dress and cosmetics., Contact is skin-deep. From
still another point of view, the adults lose the art of play."
In response the young must rebel; says Derek Miller,
since they have no one else to get adjustment from, "The gen-
eration gap, whatever its other causes, 1s thus an inevitable
result of the fallure of soclety to provide the opportunity éf
forming attachment bonds to extramarital adullts. . . If there
are no extra-marital adults with meaning in his life, an ado-

lescent who is striving for antonomy must, of necessity, try
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to weakén the existing bonds'with his parents."58
The attitudes instilled in women are the forté of Mirra

Komarovsky; She finds that women are prevented from develop-
ing thelr inner resources while at the séme time kept from ac-
cepting thelr feminine sexuality.59 David Mace, 1ook1ng into
equality in the U.S.S.R., found that female‘comrades had to
work the same number of hours.gs did thelr husbands, yef spend
four hours more a day doing housework than did thelir mates.60

A An either/or position on youthful sexuallity is put forward

by A.S. Neill in Summerhill: "I know of no argument agalinst
youth's 1ové life that holds watgr. Nearly every argument is
based on repressed emotion or hate of life--the. religious, the
moral, the expedient, the arbltrary, the pormographic. « « The
taboos and fears. . . produce the perverts who rape and strangle
small glrls in parks, the perverts who torture Jews and Négrdes
e o o Abolish sex repfession and youth will be lost to author-
ity. . « For a pafent.there is no sitting om the fence, no
neﬁtrality. The cholce 1s between gullty-secret sex or open-

healthy-happy sex."61

Most views of those who advocate a new sexual attitude
are well-known. However, Martin Zitter of the Sandstone Re-
treat, a sensual awareness center, caused quite a stir at the
1972 California State Psychological Association Annual Conven-
tion with his presentation.on soclal sex, It ils deflined as

non-reproductive sex with more than two people present or par-
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ticipating. Soclilal sex can elither be "hot™ as in swinging or
"cool" as in open-ended sensuality. The latter ls hardest for
men because as boys they are told that being in touch with your
feelings i1s sissyish.

"Social éex offers . . . an opportunity for anyone‘to re-
gress back to the source of a possible problem, examine the
situation that caused 1t, fulfill the fantasies that were left
unfulfilled aﬁd build a new, ﬁore accepting attitude toward
thelr sexuality. . . . When sex lis kgpt Behind closed doors,
sexX problems never get a chance to be honestly examined. Group
feedback, however; provides a source of constant reevaluation
for the sensitive person who is éilling to change."62

What future attitudes will be was part of the concern of

The Future of the Family, a book providing predlotions and pro-

jections from four disciplines. Since by the turn of the cen-
tury incomes will double, then work-oriented values will de-
cline, Consequently, parents will not be so interested 1n.im-
printing diligence, punctuallity, and deferred gratification
1nto thelr children., Furthe;?iklll be rejected on moral grounds
as a sell out to the establishment. |

There will be a greater iunner directedness with an in-
creased interest in the mind, both psychopharmacologlically and
technongicélly. Fertility and reproductiom will come under
control, status orientations will diminish, soclialization of

the children will come more from péers, the economic function
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will be underpinned by the government, soclal control of the
behavior of both the spouses and the children will be increas-
ingly lost by the family, and emotional satisfaetion will be
increasingly demanded and expected.63

Elsewhere in the book another author points out‘the four
developments of the past three centuries. They are the accel-
‘eration of the population explosion, urbanization, population
diversification, and the 1ncreased tempo of change., A detalled

study can be found in Alvin Toffler's Future Sfghock. This

means that primary relationships have glven way to secondary
ones. Rather than being persons and reactinmg emotionally they
are roles with the relationship eased on utility. Controls
have gone from informal ones to less effectiwe formal ones,
At the same time tradltional behévlor with its automatic ac-
ceptance has given way to rational behavior based on inquiry
| and decislon-making., This ;ndividuality'is effctuated, though,
by bureaucracles, |

The family is no longer an extended one. The famlly 1s
no longer a production unit, religious unit, educational unit,
nor a strong affectional one. It has lost most of 1its role as
a consumption unit, soclalization unit, and protective unit.
It is no longer monogamlstic and is fast becoming a secondary
rather ,than primary group.6h

Philosophy, on the other hand, predicts that countertrends

will develop and that one cannot exponentiate forever. Silnce
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the Age of Falth 1s over we are standing naked in the‘midst of
a value crisis; nothing 1s accepted without question. The Age
of Ideology is declining also. The two great 1deologles were
Marxism and psychoanalysis. Marxisn dealt with the problem of
individualism versus collectivism but never developed é psSy-
chology of individual growth. Hence it was based on work.
Psychoanalysis thought love and not work would yield the an-
swer but never got around to éocial constructs., The task of
the famlly and the community is to brlné,the two together.65

Behavioral sclence predicts thaﬁ people will want both
ends‘of the continuum--~emotionality and serenity. Now there
is 1ittle intimacy of shared feeiings, but a fear of vulnera-
bility. Soon people will allow themselves to be more irra-
tional and lnfantile; but only in the family, which will be
the one safe place iIn a hostlle Worid. There will be a broader
range of sexuality, both within and without the marriage.

More striking is the.prediotlon that new educational means
will be devised to bring the family back into the education
process, Also, rather than needing others for economlc reasons
and learning to love them, the future will see that reversed.
To that end networks of families will develop that will re-

spond to each other's crises and joys.66

3

As we move toward new attitudes we must also move toward

creating new forms with which to live. To describe some of the
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attempts and suggestions so far, Herbert Otto edited The Family

-in Search of a Future. Although it is of mixed quality, it 1s

'1mpor£ant in that it is the first of its Eind. Much of the
following appeared in this work. Generally, it includes both
ways of improving the nuclear marriage and famlly and also
ways of adding to 1t other supportive persaons,

Two of the former are serial polygamy =and serlal polygamy
to the samevperson. Serial polyganmy, also known as serial
monogamy and progresslve monogamy, ls based on the belief that
if a marriage is not working a person should have the chance
to stért over. Serlal polygamy to the same person is known as
reinventing.marriage. Its purpose is to have a varlety of co-
habiting forms that a psychologlst and a couple could form in
order to reinvest the marrlage with new meaming.67

Another proposal based on the nuclear couple is the non-
legal voluntary assoclation. It requlres omnly one change 1ﬁ
the law, redefining marriage in the tax laws from state regis-
tration to one of voluntary assumptlon. Otherwise paternity
sults, child support, and independent agreements made before
a breakup occurs in anticlipation of the possibility of such
an event, provide most of the advantages thvat marriage pro-
Avides.68

Although not very much literature is mvallable, another
possibility is the Intimate network. In short, 1t keeps the

nuclear marriage but through intimacy with other familles l1s
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- also an extended famlly of a lateral rather than vertical na-
ture, | |

The most radical proposal, however, is Margaret Mead's
MMarriage in Two Steps," written in 1966. Inherent in it is
the difference pointed ogt in this paper between a marriage and
a family. The first step, individnal marriage, ls an ethical,
rather than binding, economic one, but would still be sancti-
fied by law and religious cerémony. However, 1t would not be
" sanctioned for having children, and in case of dissolution
would not involve alimony. The second step, parental marrlage,
would be like present marriage with the exception that an in-
dividual marriage with that spou;e must exist for an unspeci-
fied perlod of time immediately prior. Somewhat unprecedented
is her requirement that economic.ability to support a child be
shown for parental marriages.

Morton Hunt dismisses the proposal as belng dated since
the young have taken her up on the idea, without walting for
the law. That 1s assuming that only college students would
enter individual marriage, when, in fact, it calls for everyone
who wishes children to participate in an individual marriage
no natter what their_previous marital status or number of chil-
dren. Further, it provides legal living together for persons
of all ,ages, while today, cohablitation can get one sent to
prison in some states. As an anthropologist, she belleves

that marriage 1s a solemn ritual that binds the generatlons in
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a bellef that what was true will continue to be true in the
future. Therefore, 1t 1s more of a salve to the psyche of the
old than is living together.

Besldes her already stated bellief in the delaying_of
parenthood in order to let children contlinue thelr education
as well as be the idealists and consclence of the establish-
ment, there are other reasons for making a distinction between
marriage and parenthood. Amoﬁg those marriages that occur at
an early age, the couple does not bring cross-sex friendships
into the marriage which are so essenfial to its continuation.
Instead, they bring a child. If it did ﬁot_actually precede .
the marriage, it comes 1in short order since we belleve a child
validates the marrlage. Rather than being a person groving
into the future, it 1s a symbol of an unreal past.

She also feels that individual marriages would place an
emphasis on the whole relatlonéhip rather than seeking after
the physlcal need as an end unto itself. "The present mode of
sex among a wide range of partners casually, and then, inoonsis;
tently, of accepting marriage as a form df *cholce' arlising
from necessity is a deep denial of individuality and individual
love.” Individnal marriage "would help them to grow into each
.other's life--and allow Ehem to part without the burden Qf mis-
unders?ood intentions, bitter recriminations, and self-de-
structive guilt."

Parental marriage, on the other hand, would already have
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a going union behind it. Thére_would be no sudden surprises,
A woman, having probably worked during the individual marfiage,
would bring to the marriage a skill that she could return to

in time of need or by choice.b9

There are four other forms that attack the nuclear couple/
nuclear family concept. They are opposed to absolute sexuél
exclusivity and/or parental exclusivity.

One of the most curious is a plan for polygyny after age
sixty., 1Its advantages,,offcourse, are that 1t offers women an
opportunity to reestablish a meaningful family group, glves ail
concerned a better dlet, makes mealtime more of a sooial at-
mosphere, permlts pooling of limited funds, solves Ehe diffi-
culty of care during illness, lightens the housework load,
creates greater intimacy; encourages simllar interests, helps
eliminate loneliness and a feellng of uselessness common to the
age group, and lastly, solves a number of sexual'problems.70
The problem is that polygyny's popularity l1s undermined by the
values of the current agéd. However, long strides have been
made, with tﬁe possible exception of the sex. One Florlda
city's anti-hipple zoning ordinance, when used to prosecute a
hoﬁse of mostly unmarried persons over seventy, was appealed and
declared unconstitutional, After the decision they saild that
it was a victory for those who refused to liwe separate and

lonely exlstences., Another factor in the drive for co-ed living
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living arrangements, although most plan a cellbate existence.

The kibbutz is a radical of child rearing. Bruno Bettel-
heim presented thel case as well as respomded to certain
American critics, Suécess of the child-rearing he found cor-
related to the size of the group, the adult-child ratio, and
the attitude of those in charge of the children., The most
intimate contact between pareﬁt and child att this time is
breast-feeding.  Responding to Mr. Splro's objections to the
lack of privacy, he att;ibutes the appralsal to the American
bias. Bettelheim instead raises the polht mhatAprivatization
might be the cause of our feelinés of lsolatiion that the kib-
butz was deslgned to counteract. |

After leaving the nursery,»é child Joims seven others with
~ whom to grow up. At kindergarten age, groups are jolned to -
raise the number to sixteen, and later, whem they are ready
to start high school, the slze 1s doubled amain. Thus, the
youth has a steady frlendshlip system that grows with him and
permits him to interact with his peeré with little or no adnlt
supervision.

" The objectives of the kibbutz seem to have been met.
Those objectives were to abolish parental amd patrlarchal au-
thority, free the female, place valne on communal living, and
pfovide the children with a democratic educatlion. As a by-

product of this, the child does not nsed to rebel against his
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parents since he was not so ﬁotally dependent on them such that
he had no identity of his own,’1 |

Communes, or tribal familles, are the subject of a some-
what uncritical afticle b& Joseph Downing. #*The Tribzal Family
is a phenomenon of the new Soclety of Awakening that Hesse
said was something encouraging and eompellling, consoling and
full of promise." Its benefits are therapemtlc ones for the
members. It allows them to reexamine socially-inculcated val-
ues through deep experience, escape unverified authority, and
reinstitute a joy in living. Most are trying to reconstruct
the loving, accepting, but undemanding family they never had;
They also value the closer integration of work and living pat-
terns,’?

Group marriage is a toplc that Dr. Albert Ellls has tack-
~led. Time has shown that his definition, or lack of one, was
his major falling, His analysis, though; is superb. ‘Group
marriages have tronble finding and selecting proépectlve men-—
bers, difficulty of living together, 1ove amd sex problems, and
an inconvenience due to the greater number of men over women
who are interested in the idea. Its benefits, of course, are
sexual varietism, wider love relationships, @and social benefits
from cooperative 11v1ng.73

Two other writers who are trying to glwve substance and
éupport to the'same movement they analyze are Larry and Joan

Constantine. They are almost alone in the field of'multllateral
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relations. Being more rigorous in thelr definltions than some,
they draw sharp distinctions between communes and multilateral
marriages, Communes are more centrally a llving arrangement
with fraternal/sororal relationships rather than marital ones.
Sometlimes, multilateral marriages are found within communes or
intentional communities. Operationally, communes have a great-
er turnover of membership. Furthermore, "the primary contract
in a commune 1s from the individual to the group rather than
between individuals." Multilateral marriages differ from
sWinging in that there is "more of a total 1lifestyle comml t-

ment."74'

Laws governing marrlage and mating are hopelessly back-
ward (See Appendix), Anyone with some optimism at all must
direct his attention toward future laws. Michlgan, however,
has a chance of belng a ploneer champlon of least backwardness.

Public Act No. 75 for 1971 is commonly known as the no-
fanlt divorce law. Modeled after simllar Iaws in Iowa and
Britain, it provides as sole grounds for divorce "a breakdown
of the marriage relatlonship to the extent that the objects of
matrimony have been destroyed and there remains no reasonable
1ikelihood that the marriage can be preserved." All financlal
settlenent statutes and interpretations were left 1lntact. Sd
far, the only'observable trend has been a considerable lncrease

" in the number of divorce petitions being filed by men.,
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Another possible source of reform 1s the Revised Criminal
" Code. It would generally permit any voluntary sexual acts be-
tween spouses and also eliminate adultery. In the House-passed
version, the legislators éonsidered the anti-homosexuality too
controversial to touch. One bright spot though is the inter-
vention of the Lleutenant Governor on behalf of legalizing all
consensual sex acts, |

A bill for renewable marfiage was Introduced last year in
‘the Marylahd legislature but it did not pass. "It cails for
making a marriage a three-year. contract, with an option to
rénew‘every three years by mutual consent of both partners,

Any disagreements over alimony, child custody and the like

would be settled by a court as they are now."75

Realizing the problems befor us one understands how.piti-
ful these legal attenpts have been, It i1s my bellef that we
are faced with a monsterous system that moumts unreality on
unreality.

The myth of the absolute restriction of sex to marriage
and the marital spouse must be the first to go. Even though
we can produce mock indignation or snickerimg elbow-ribbing
when we learn of a violation of the myth, it prevents us from
creating new forms of premarital experlences. It prevents us
from consclously choosing our future and instead forces us to

accept the present and future course as lnevitable,
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This myth, in my oplnioﬁ. is thé main cause of the repres-
sion, sublimation, and concealment of youthful sexuallty. |
This, in turn, blinds us to even the consideration of providing
for the emotlonal.development of adolescents,

An adjunct to the one-and-pnly-one-mate-who-must-be-a-
spouse myth is the universal ideal myth. Thls means that
everybody must crave for exactly the same thing--one spouse,
Even in foreign countries we expect the persons we deal with
to adopt our ways. Deviénce is seen as a sign of pathology
or inferiority.

Lastly, like Ms. Mead I must call for some concreste at-.
tempts to eliminate the singular type of masculinity and fem-
ininity thatris constantly paraded before us., We must both ac-
cept and embrace diversity because i1t 1s no longer tolerated
that a person can be made to feel less than human. We have
reached a point in history when we can banish Procrustes and

accept Aphrodite.
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