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FOREWORD

Margaret Mead’s most winning gift was surely her capac-

ity for immediate, zestful response. Whenever she went away
from home, she looked, listened and asked questions. And on
her lecture trips and travels around the world, whether to
London or Sydney or Peri Village in the Admiralty Islands,
she accepted with grace the fact that her fellow travelers and
the people in her audiences wanted to ask questions too. She
made a point of answering each query thoughtfully and
concisely—sometimes with a single word, sometimes sharply
and most often with humor. She took for granted that a sophis-
ticated question required a sophisticated answer, but she
never rebuffed the person who had to struggle to find words.
One thing exasperated her: without hesitation she pricked
the balloon of the pompous, pretentious questioner.

Looking and listening, asking and answering questions—
these are the indispensable tools of the anthropologist, which
Margaret Mead used with consummate skill. It was also her
conviction that the freedom to ask questions and the obliga-
tion to listen and to answer fully and responsibly are the
marks of an open society and are critically important in a
period when change, coming upon all of us so swiftly, con-
tinually forces each of us to ask: Who else thinks—and
feels—as I do?

Almost all the questions and answers gathered in this vol-
ume were first published in Redbook Magazine over a
sixteen-year period, from 1963 to January 1979. A handful of
them, published here for the first time, had been prepared for
publication at the time of her death in November 1978, Very
often when she lectured, Margaret Mead asked the members
of her audience to write out their questions, so that whether
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or not she could answer all of them that very day, she still
would have some record of what was on their minds. A great
many of the questions answered in Redbook’s columns were
chosen from the fat stacks of cards and little slips of paper she
brought home from her talks with college and university stu-
dents or women’s groups or teachers or psychiatrists or politi-
cians or business people—or any of the other groups and
diverse organizations that claimed her time and interest.
Other questions were raised by the young members of the
Redbook staff. They were in touch with their readers and, no
less than others, hoped to find out what she thought about
problems that concerned and often troubled them.

Over the years a relationship that combined a lively friend-
ship with mutual professional admiration and trust grew up
between Margaret Mead and the people with whom she
worked most closely at Redbook. Every author knows what it
means to have a copy editor who will check every date and
the spelling of every difficult name and, even more impor-
tant, who will not hesitate to say, with tact: This sentence
doesn’t seem to me quite clear as yet! For eleven years, since
1967, Helene Pleasants shepherded Margaret Mead’s col-
umns into press at Redbook, providing a kind of consistency
over time which one may hope for but seldom attains. This is
reflected in the organization of this volume as well.

Here each question and answer is given with the date of its
first publication or, in the case of the few unpublished ones,
with the date of their completion. It is possible, therefore, to
relate each one to the events then taking place, as you re-
member them, and to the mood of that period. Especially in
the earlier years, people wondered what an anthropologist
might have to say about some current problem, and through
all the years there ran the bright thread of curiosity about
Margaret Mead herself: who were her role models, who were
her favorite storytellers?

In spite of changes in the kinds of questions, there is a
congruence in the answers that reflects a consistent, human
view of the world and of our shared lives, past and still to
come. Margaret Mead took in the world around her as a

FOREWORD

whole person. Asked what she thought or felt or believed, she
replied, as she felt she must, with a lively expression of her
own, her personal views.

~Rhoda Metraux
New York City
January 29, 1979
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Would you favor changing our abortion laws?
FEBRUARY 1963
The problem of abortion goes to the very heart of any ethi-
cal system. When is a human being a human being? At con-
ception? When life quickens? At birth? An hour or a week
after birth? If a choice must be made between the life of the
mother and the life of the unborn child, how is the issue to be
resolved? Is it ethical to endanger the life of the mother of
several little children when a new pregnancy may end in the
mother’s death? Should children be brought into the world
fatherless or, because of the state of the mother’s emotional
life, essentially motherless? Should parents do anything to
prevent the birth of a child who is likely to be mentally or
physically defective?

Who should decide these questions? Some of them, of
course, can be resolved privately and be met by the use of
contraception or the proper exercise of self-control. But some
cannot.

Conflicts over abortion are generally based on either reli-
gious or political considerations. In countries like Japan an
the Soviet Union, legislation has been controlled by national
policies dictated by alternating desires either for more man-
power or for a higher standard of living. In this country reli-

gious differences have been the most important. The various
religious groups—and people who belong to no religious
group—differ in their beliefs about abortion. In the eyes of
some, our abortion laws are too stringent; in the eyes of
others, too lax. A very wise psychiatrist, speaking about pat-
terns of human behavior, used to insist, “You must not legis-
late in areas of heterogeneity.” Yet this is what we do when
we make the kind of laws about abortion that we have today—

in 1963—laws which, in most states, permit abortion only

when a woman’s life is endangered by childbirth.

I believe that our abortion laws should be changed. In a
country where there is a genuine and convinced divergence
of ethical belief, 1 believe that we should not prescribe the

 3tsinme snder which abortion is permissibl& What is im-
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gg;til;l; nllz nﬂl‘:hgrgv(iision of optignum medical protection for
; ndergoes an abortion. Wh ion i
A e s o . Wherever abortion is
' , girls and women, married
: : ; , ed and unmar-
'lE;‘d, run frightful risks, and the danger of bearing damaged
in \i]nts is greatly increased. e
tmsteirszlill Ee ; better country when each religious group can
e r:x ers to obey the dictates of their own religious
out assistance from the legal structure of the country

%‘;J

Do you belie i
re\{;sed? How;eMigca:I gGu: laws on drug addiction should be
preses;] tI Icia.’sFer irorfl fulﬁlling their intended purposes, our
Sk ake dlt almost inevitable for the person who
S us(,ie : rugs to become involved in other crimi-
ot 1an Aor the use of drugs to spread in ever-
ey effc ets. ttempts to carry out our drug laws have a
S hciechon the hyes of many people in our society.
thy S adgdictt:o‘iti t(})]f igzgtaelddrugs,. the addict—especially
o . earning powers—is rapi
Thze\l;at\?e scr;?le as a way of obtaining money to buy d?:fgsy
i Il)letty crime that sweep over a city when large
drug tesfim s have been confiscated by the government are
vivd testin Ii)r;é' dt(; the connection between theft and drug
addictic a.“pushe ;” on, the new addict is readily induced to
i N ;—h—someone yvho seeks to involve others in
the use of dr. g si). ; at, by selling the drug, he may get some
for b effecu:v nfre igious and'political movements one of the
R oi orms of recrul’timent is summed up in the rule
doubtedly Ver}? mnflzthtﬁk)éogt.hei? \:/'1;11 e e
' : - 0 are enga i ivi-
gﬁi \gvlilrllcltlll?el; ?ompanions do not understamgi—gf}(lie;nvj:rivtlo
e tt}rlenends. But the main inducement is the eco-
horis o ; o y urge the use of drugs on others as a way of
= rep ellr own supply.
illogicall) ans;xilltlhaws on drugs and addiction are dangerous
N ! umane. It.would be no more intelligent for us:
people with certain contagious diseases as criminals,
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to provide only the minimal hospital care for them ?.nd to
make it illegal for them to buy medicine. In these circum-
stances we would not be surprised at the development of a
bootleg market in medicine, or at a tremendou§ upsurge of
crime among those who could not pay the exorbitant prices.
The sale of drugs to addicts should be legalized, put under
strict medical control, as has been done in Er.lgland, and the
drugs should be sold as inexpensively as their real cost per-
mits. If this were done, those who became addicts would lose
most of their reasons for seducing their companions. Unc'ler
such a plan there would be more opportunities and incentive
for addicts to accept help in freeing themselves from their
addiction, and they would be under far less pressure fro'm
their former companions to begin using drugs again. The- il-
legal sale of drugs should continue to carry heavy penalties.
What is imperative is that the drug addict shoulq be rega:é!ed
as a patient and adequate care should be provided for hup,
just as we provide medical and hospital care for othgr ill
persons. As in the case of other illnesses, not every stricken
person will recover. But the illness can be reduced to a state
in which it is virtually noncommunicable—and so the danger
of infection to others can be minimized.

e

Has homosexuality in America increased in .re_cent years, Or
does it only seem so because it is more publicized and more

cepted than previously? JuLY 1963 : .
aclf Ii)s always I]?1ard to answer a question of this kmfl about
behavior that is socially disapproved and legally pumshab}e.
There has been much more open discussion of }}omosexuallty
in contemporary literature, on the stage, in films and over
television and the radio. This tends to give people.the im-
pression of a great increase. The McCarth'y period 'f).liz)
brought homosexuality into unexpected prominence by link-
ing it with subversion and thereby rr'lakmg. it a more accept-
able, if highly criticized, subject of discussion. .

It cannot really be said, however, that we are.becommg
more tolerant of variations in sexual behavior. I think that for
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the most part we are simply more willing to permit
discussion—sometimes with pornographic intent, as a way of
feeding a commercially developed appetite for the titillating
and the unusual; sometimes on the pseudoscientific level of
homosexuality as a “curable” or “incurable” malady.

Such discussions almost always confuse three kinds of per-
son: the individual who prefers a member of his own sex
within the same limits of monogamy and fidelity as those set
for current heterosexual preference; the individual who is
compulsively driven to an endless and almost inevitably
exploitive and antisocial search for new physical satisfaction;
and the individual whose involvement in homosexuality is
also an involvement in crime—because our laws make
homosexual practice a crime, and so some individuals be-
come involved in a variety of criminal activities such as drug
addiction (another example of a criminal activity by ill-ad-
vised laws), prostitution, procurement, and so on. The failure
to distinguish among these very different types results in the
furtherance of a large number of socially undesirable activi-
ties—the harassment of socially harmless individuals, black-
mail and police corruption and an actual increase in crime.

One partial explanation of the seeming growth of
homosexuality might be an increasing sophistication among
Americans as we have shifted from a frontier society, with
very primitive codes of human relationships, to a cosmopoli-
tan society, which like all cosmopolitan societies has more
room for the nuances of human behavior and a greater tolera-
tion of individual choice.

Another partial explanation might be an increasing scien-
tific sophistication based on knowledge of other cultures,
other periods in our own culture and the behavior of other
living creatures. Out of this knowledge comes a recognition
that bisexual potentialities are normal and that their speciali-
zation is the result of experience and training.

e

Many liberal statesmen and scientists have criticized the
enormous effort and sums of money we are spending on our
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race to the moon when these resources are desperately
needed to fight problems—such as disease and poverty—
right here on earth. Would you comment on this?
SEPTEMBER 1963

This would be valid criticism if our country were suffering
from a shortage of resources and if, by diverting capital
equipment to the moon race, we were interfering with the
construction of schools and hospitals or, by diverting man-
power from agriculture, we were letting people go hungry.
This was the case in the United States during World War II,
when many essential services were neglected to speed up
war production. And the criticism can be applied with some
justice to the Soviet Union today. But for the United States,
the argument is a specious one. And it is a pity when those
who are deeply concerned about the human race join
others—and there are too many—who oppose our space activ-
ities simply out of a lack of military or general imagination.

We are not a poor nation. We are not a recently indus-
trialized nation like the Soviet Union. We are not a nation,
like China, with both a new political system and all the new
problems of industrialization, as a result of which tens of
millions may face famine. We are not a new nation, like
Nigeria, with scanty resources to meet skyrocketing aspira-
tions. Nor are we an old nation, like Egypt, with few re-
sources and a desperately poor majority. The United States
has resources, space, know-how, plant, materials and people.
What is lacking is only the will and imagination to put as
much energy into the fight against disease, poverty and illit-
eracy and into meeting our obligations to the underprivileged
of this nation and the world as we are putting into a quasi-
military, international sports event. We can well afford to
carry on the moon race and to work on other pressing
problems—both.

Our race to the moon may be questioned on two other
counts. It can be asked: Is it wasteful to have the United
States and the Soviet Union duplicating each other’s activi-
ties instead of co-operating with each other? This charge is
questionable. Co-operation in as many fields as possible is
important. But competition leads to the development of dif-
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ferent and novel solutions, and a race for prestige is far safer
than an armaments race in which dangerously explosive nu-
clear weapons are stockpiled. It can also be asked: Does the
moon race absorb too much of our scientific manpower and is
it directing research into too-narrow channels? The answer to
this double question seems to be yes.

e

Your coltt‘mns generally take an optimistic tone about such
forms. of “progress” as automation. Isn’t it equally possible
th.at instead of freeing man’s spirit, all these engineering
triumphs are simply dulling it? DECEMBER 1963

- Tl,l,ere seems to be some confusion here between “automa-
tion” and “mechanization.” When the mechanized factory
system developed in the 19th century, man became part of
Fhat system as hour after hour he tended a machine, perform-
ing some monotonous, routine task. This did dull tl’me human
spirit, and critics of the social order rightly protested and
called for a return to the spirit of individual workmanship and
fqr thg development of ways in which men could do more
diversified and meaningful work. In contrast, automation is a
meth<.)d that removes the need for human beings to act like
cogs in a machine. The subhuman, routine tasks once per-
formed by factory workers can now be performed automati-
cally by machines.

It is certainly not conducive to human dignity to have men
perform any kind of repetitive, meaningless labor that can be
dqne by some other method—for women to carry loads of
bricks on their heads, for men to stoke furnaces, for girls to
work hqur after hour pouring chocolate into molds. The
whole history of civilization has been the history of how first
some and then many individuals have been freed from
drudgery so that they might have time to think, to paint, to
pray, to philosophize, to observe, to study the ur’xiverse. I:ei-
g:lx::rgzget}llge(;‘iltlvatxon of human capacities are inextricably
: But even though automation makes possible high produc-
tivity and great leisure, there is no guarantee that we shall
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make good use of this new freedom. Inde.ed, if we1 thmk.of
automation chiefly as something that deprives whole arr?les
of men and women of their livelihood and ‘the means of ac-
quiring necessary goods, then we are certainly makéng poor
use of it. The effect that automation has on us de}‘)en s on our
own attitudes and reactions to it. It is not en'g{neelix}rllgt
triumphs” but men themselves that create the conditions thal
dull—or free—the human spirit.

e

Are funeral practices in the United States really more g::(tlnls)h
and outrageous than those in other cultures, as f:har%; Q);‘
Jessica Mitford in her best-selling book The American Way
P MARCH 1964 .
DeCtlztt.lllltures vary in the importance given to death atﬁd bunal.l(i
People in many lands have expended more than hey cou q
afford on funeral rites, sometimes destroy}ng thek.ousebanut
all the possessions of the dead. Wha:t is shog: mgda 0 i
American funeral practices is the combined denial and com
ialization of death. ‘
m%ﬁf usual method of changing our vall.le gystern is té) tttlhrr;
those who participate for profit into whipping boy;. 91 A
mortician is now accused of having caused the ep&a o-
death, when actually he has only respom.iec? to what mi k—cen
tury Americans wanted. When commerc.lal interests plcthup 'e;
theme in our culture, they simplify it in §uch a waz/h at 1.
comes back to us bizarrely overemphasized. So :k en;t
balming of a corpse may be seen as a metl}od thgt m eive
possible for a funeral to be postponed until relatives arri ;
from the four corners of the nation to share a cox"fn.rrflolr.xkgr,l’e .
But if it is represented as making the corpse lfle i 1e,ti a
different note is struck. The serene appearance of a relative
who has died may be a tremendous comfort to the survivors
who knew his last painful months or years; as an a@gfi?t}se-
ment for a flourishing business, it grates on our sensidl 1t¥es.
Yet I think it is a mistake to forget that. we are not a society
in which the dead can be washed anfi laid out by tht(;l women
of the household, while the coffin is shaped and the grave
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dug by the men. We depend upon an industrialized and tech-
nical group for these last rites; as we wish them celebrated, so
they will be celebrated. It would be a pity if, in our present
national tuming toward a greater realism about death, we
should also reject and punish those who have only minis-
tered both to real need and to our fears and prejudices.

It is always a temptation in the United States to make a
needed reform by going to extremes. So, accompanying the
present furor about expensive funerals, there is a tendency in
some quarters to reject all ceremony. Yet burial without
ceremony is so empty, and often so damaging to at least some
of those who would have wished to mourn, that almost in-
evitably the pendulum will swing back again. An era of flow-
erless funerals and gifts to CARE or the Home for Crippled
Children will only usher in a return to more extravagant
mourning behavior a couple of decades from now.

A religious funeral with flowers and music, and afterward
food and drink at the home of the mourners, need not be
treated as an alternative to a set of idealistic good works.
Instead of “please omit flowers,” we could have “no set
pieces,” or some equivalent that would suggest moderation.
In the case of those who have bequeathed their eyes or their
kidney for others, or their brains or bodies for research, the
notice of death could include a statement of what they had
done, perhaps with the phrase “closed casket” as a positive
rather than a negative statement.

Right around the world it is the people who take death
simply, who openly sorrow for someone who has gone from
their midst and can speak easily of both the virtues and the
vices of the recently dead, who are able to have the simplest

funerals.

2o

How do you explain the fact that the Chinese, who live as
unassimilated a life in America as Negroes do and who have
suffered similarly from the effects of poverty and prejudice,
have been so remarkably free of a criminal record? May 1964

In spite of superficial resemblances, the experiences of

~yry
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Chinese in America and of American Negroes have been very
different. For the most part, Chinese migrants to the United
States came of their own accord, and while they lived and
worked here most of them remained closely related to their
own society, to which, in theory if not always in practice, they
expected to return. The Chinese have an ancient tradition of
living in extraterritorial communities, and those who settled
here organized a way of living which in some respects paral-
leled the way of living organized for Europeans and Ameri-
cans who went to Chinese cities. Except for the scholars who
came as students, most of those who left China were very
poor, and they bettered their lot—and sometimes the lot of
their families in China—by coming. Until recently the over-
whelming majority were men, and the few women and chil-
dren were protected within the Chinese community.

The Chinese living in American cities had their own sys-
tem of community administration; this meant that they could
preserve order, exact conforming behavior and punish in-
fractions of accepted rules without, in general, appealing to
American law-enforcing agencies. Abandonment of his fel-
low Chinese was something an individual was seldom pre-
pared to risk, and intervention in Chinese affairs by the larger
American community was something most Chinese hoped to
avoid. Poor communication and the sense of dealing with an
alien people, a feeling shared by Chinese and Americans
alike, helped keep the Chinese communities in America
apart and intact. The Chinese were, in effect, members of a
self-selected colony who were temporarily exploiting the
economic possibilities of an alien land.

When Americans exploited the Chinese through their un-
familiarity with our style of life or treated them to the kind of
racism we have meted out to the other non-Caucasians (or
sometimes to non-Northern Europeans or non-English-
speaking peoples), the Chinese colonists were angry and re-
sentful, but the individual was not effectively damaged as a
person. The greatest damage was to American clarity—to
our own ability to see and understand a people different
from ourselves. For this lack of clarity we paid heavily in our
unpreparedness for dealing in wartime with the members of

E
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another Oriental civilization, the Japanese. And today, on a
world-wide scale, a heavy price is being exacted for the fact
that Chinese and Americans have traditionally regarded each
other as alien peoples to be excluded from each other’s way
of life.

.The condition of the American Negro was and is strikingly

different. The ancestors of these Americans were brought
froxp 'Africa by force, torn from a score of very different
somgt'les, speaking many different languages, without any
traditional way of bridging the gaps between them and with-
out a means of communicating with their own people still in
{anca. Under slavery the family system, which was as strong
in A'frica as it was in China, was destroyed, and men were
depled the right to have responsibility for their women and
chl!dren. From the beginning, white men ruthlessly abused
African women, and a new population grew up that was both
bound in speech and custom to its white ancestry and
punished by social ostracism and poverty for every trace of its
African ancestry.

Throughout most of their history Negro Americans, de-
ﬁned. by visible color or simply by some rememb,ered
{Xme.ncan Negro ancestry, presented no picture of social sol-
idarity. The . differences among them were in themselves a
cause of disunity. Unlike the Chinese, Negro Americans have
had no ongoing style of social regulation to fall back on; what
they have shared is the knowledge that the law is adminis-
tered in one way for white men and in other ways for them-
selves. Whereas the Chinese community has been able to
protect its members, control its children, mete out informal
punishment and reward, and cover for its members who
break American laws, Negro Americans have had until very
recently few means of protecting themselves to give them a
sense of security and pride as a group.

e

The US Court of {preals has ruled that a pacifist should be
perr.mttec.l exemption from military service even if his
pacifism is not based on a belief in a Supreme Being. What do
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ink are the implications of this ruling? juLY 1964 .
Yoil ;lgtee with the recent statement by the World Council Sf
Churches that freedom of religion includes the? frefadomfo
question all religion. I also think that on an e.thlcal issue (i).r
which the community is willing to make sacrifices, t}.le. indi-
vidual who takes a contrary position should glso‘be w11h.ng to
make sacrifices. The treatment of a c'o.nsc1ent10us .objector
should not be conceived of in a pumtive or self-r::lglhteois
spirit, as has so often happened in the past. Instead, : «lal ta}sl s
he is asked to do should be in keeping with the eth.lc ef ha‘.s
advanced. If this is a lively concern for .the well-being o thls
fellow men, for whose sake he is trying to speed u;t)h h_e
elimination of war, he can be given a task concerned with his
fellow men—working in a hospital, for example. If h.lS con-
cern is only for his own soul, he shoulc,i at least g(;ve up(i
temporarily, involvement with this Wo.rld s good.s ar}l; spend
the same number of monthsl Epent fti)y hlls fello:;s in the arme
i in some overtly self-sacrificial manner.

SerHV:)C\Sftsever, our present methods of selecting men for ('l;l'le
armed services are themselves manifestly unfair ?ind t;f—
criminatory, working to the advantage of some an to :l
disadvantage of other young people. We should have nation

service for every able-bodied young person. Insucha ssatt}}lg
there would be room for everyone to serve the community 1or

a period of time.

e

Aren’t today’s chores of washing, ironing, cleaning and mea;
preparation infinitely easier than they were fifty years ago
NOVEMBER 1964 o
Taken individually, yes. Each of these activities has bcleen
mechanized and streamlined over the last fifty years. Ailn e S;:—
tric steam iron is easier to handle and more efficient t cim e
first clumsy electric irons, and much easier than the old irons
with detachable handles that used to be heafefi on thej s}ilzove,
or the still older box iron (known as a “goose”) into which one
ut burning charcoal. .
P But in making this kind of comparison we forget the change
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in our whole style of living. All the washing and ironing
equipment is there to make work easier. But whereas in the
past the family laundry was done as routine once a week,
today women may load the washer every day, sometimes
more than once a day. The vacuum cleaner is a wonderful
invention, but today few people are as careful about tracking
in mud or spilling ashes as they were when a thorough
housecleaning was a major, semiannual event. Nowadays
men wear clean shirts (instead of clean, starched, detachable
collars and cuffs) and children wear clean clothes from top to
toe every day, and the housewife almost literally follows in
her family’s footsteps, vacuuming, waxing and polishing
away the unwanted residue of their activities.

There is only one way in which household work can be
said to be easier than it was—it takes less muscle and so it is
less backbreaking and easier on the elbows and the shoulders
and the knees. But in fact, the largest part of homemaking is a
continuous response to the recurring needs of others—
another meal to be prepared, a message to be taken and deli-
vered, a child to be chauffeured somewhere away from home
and back again. Only by keeping a careful count of the hours
a homemaker spends looking after the house and responding
to the needs of her family could we find out whether her life
actually is easier than her mother’s or her grandmother’s was.

2

Are there really so many more youth crimes today than in
previous eras, or are we simply more aware of them?
NOVEMBER 1964

This is not a question that can be answered simply by quot-
ing statistics. There are many factors that must be taken into
consideration.

First, there is our constantly growing population. At the
time of the Revolution, in 1775, it was estimated that there
were 3 million people in the thirteen colonies; in 1850 our
population was just over 23 million; in 1910, approximately
92 million. And since the turn of the century our population
has more than doubled. Even if the crime rate had not
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changed over the last fifty or one hundred or one hundred
and fifty years, we would have a constantly increasing
number of crimes.

Second, our cities are enormously larger than they were
and the proportion of people living in cities has increased
tremendously; between 1900 and 1950 our urban population
alone increased by 66 million. The mass movement to cities
had begun by the time of the Civil War, but today’s urbaniza-
tion is a phenomenon of this century. And crime flourishes in
the big cities.

Third, the practice of treating delinquent youngsters dif-
ferently from adult criminals, of sending young offenders to
reformatories rather than to adult prisons, is a process that
started only in the 19th century. And the first children’s court
in the United States (in Cook County, Chicago) was not estab-
lished until 1899. So it is very difficult to assess accurately
changes in the actual number of juvenile offenders.

Fourth, we have a national communications system hungry
for news, and much of it hungry for news of a morbid charac-
ter. The sensational press gives preference to crime news that
occurs far beyond any one locality; so the reader, the televi-
sion viewer or the radio listener is continually given the im-
pression that the nation is crimeridden. This is particularly
the case where juvenile deliquency is concerned, for both
those who batten on crime news and those who, for the best
reasons, want to goad the authorities into action—to clear the
slums or improve the schools or deal with the problems in-
volved in school dropouts and unemployed youth—keep the
picture of juvenile crime, especially violent crime, before
everyone’s eyes.

Fifth, the age at which juveniles become involved in law-
breaking activities is becoming lower. This is to be expected
in our society, of course, as we permit ever-younger children
more freedom of movement outside the home and the school
without in any way providing new kinds of protection for
these young people who, with adult encouragement, are set
loose on the streets.

But there is also an important factor of confusion. People
tend unthinkingly to lump together school and college pranks
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(which h.ave, it is true, become more and more expensive and
destructive), the teen-age crimes of undereducated and un-
gmplqyed young people, the casual crimes committed b
_!uven%les who have fallen prey to drug addiction, the crime);
.111‘1 kwhlch young offenders are associated with adult criminals
Cl:; S;aln t.g}%i}tlher, the various ways in which young peoph;
- wi e law can be the source of very formidable statis-
' Yet we must seriously consider whether, in a rapidly chang-
ing socu}l world, the statistics gathered today are full COIgl-
parable in kind and in meaning to those gathered Men)i’ty-ﬁve
or fifty years ago. The fact that there are more people who
care—more people who do not take it as a matter of course
that we must expect to waste a large proportion of our youn
people yvho grow up in difficult and deprived environ%
n'lents—m itself affects what we look at and try to quan-
Slfy. than people become conscious of some social evil
'fe evil is made more visible and seems much “worse.” And’
i w(tie are to come to grips with the problems we are beginning
to identify, it will not do to concentrate on comparisons with
the past. ‘Instead we must sort out and think about the sources
of mgladjustment and lawbreaking and violence in the ex-
pression of disturbance in our contemporary life. "

e

Dp you think membership in the John Birch Society should
disqualify a man from being a policeman? june 1965
DThe status of the .]ohn Birch Society is ambiguous. If the
epartment of Justice were to pursue the identification of
possibly su})versive organizations with the same zeal it dis-
pla)fed during World War 11, very probably the John Birch
1?}i)mety woul’d be included on a list of those so defined. In
t at case police departments, federal, state and local, would
ave acknowledged grounds for excluding from the force a
known lpember of a local chapter. But in the absence of con-
sensus, it can be claimed that exclusion by reason of mem-
bership alone constitutes capricious persecution on the
grounds of guilt by association, and that this is no more desir-
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able when it is directed to the extreme r.ight than \.avlzfn 1¥1d{:
viduals belonging to liberal organizations are in h1sclr31.nnh
nately branded as Con:}rlnunists by members of the John birc
i its s athizers.
Solcfs\tzeir;i an ifnnll)lc))rtant distinction must be rpade betweer}
the extreme left and the extreme right in their advlocfattcy. 0e
change in governmental form. Ex@emlsts on the ef %;1\; '
great importance to the ideological posmonstho 0 ex
countries—both those with which they do and hose wthe
which they do not sympathize. In contrast, extreml%tﬁ on he
right are preoccupied with local, domestic battl?s.. tc}ely ) -
sue a course that endangers the country from within r.otigd
their accusations against responsible ele.cted gnd appointe
leaders of the people. This preoccul?anon .w1th dar}ge{'oxlls
neighbors, rather than with foreign 1dfaas, is a paf'tlclu eltrzfl
precarious ideological position for a policeman, particularly
i ho carries arms.
po'lI‘lﬁzIrIelaaiI; :{so another important considerati'qn. Botl.l groups,
the adherents of the radical left (particularly in ear(lll'el;ll ye'arlzi
in the 1930s and 1940s) and the adheregts of the radic y r1gl
(in the present as well as in the past), 1.nclu-de many lefé) 3;
sincere people. But in neither case is s¥ncent‘y alo > @
guarantee of good sense or effective pattnotlsm.hSmcell):e:3 u-
suspecting fellow travelers could be—and' iwed : o
manipulated by ruthless, purposeful Cpmmumst eader i]t n
sincere, unsuspecting sympathi’zers with the extregielrllg ' r);
their very sincerity and naivete may enable fanatf:a e';hen
to attain the ends toward which tl'ley are working. : the:
when one realizes that the immediate consequgnce of the
rightist position is a deep suspiciop of elected an appoml
officials and of a military leadership that has been ezemp. agl
in its devotion to the causes espo'used' by thg l‘mlfns w
people, one may well ask whether sincerity t.hat is linke
distrust and suspicion is not in itself a potential danger.

2o

Why do you think our public schools get .involv.ed with suchf
trivia as how their students wear their hair—as in the case 0
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the boy in Connecticut who was expelled because he refused
to cut his hair to the proper length? june 1965

Your question raises another question: What is the “prop-
er’ way for a boy to wear his hair? Clothing, ornaments and
hair styles are extremely important in every society, for they
provide a series of necessary clues as to the sex, age, caste,
status, occupation and sometimes even the religious, artistic
and political position of the individual. Every change in
these very significant markers reflects a change in public at-
titudes. I remember very well the evening when a famous
sociologist, a friend of my father’s, pointed to my bobbed hair
and said, “That girl’s short hair is more significant than all
your theories!” It was significant—in 1920.

While people are adjusting to a change of this kind—
women in slacks, men in colored vests, women with short
hair, men with long hair, men with beards, students with bare
feet, old ladies in Bermuda shorts, tourists without ties—
many people feel embarrassed. Embarrassment tends to
make people angry at whatever has caused it, and they are
likely to demand special rules aimed at banning or at least
limiting the questionable behavior. So a rule is made that
bathers must take a special stairway to the beach, that girls
must wear skirts to school, that all males must shave or that
only males wearing coats and ties will be served.

Demands of this kind and the responses made to them test
the strength of feeling for and against some new practice. If
the protests fail, eventually there is a new “proper” way of
wearing one’s hair or dressing for some occasion. But until a
change has withstood such tests, it will be opposed as “im-
proper’” for certain places, occasions or persons.

e

In other societies, do the adults attempt to control adoles-
cents in the consumption of alcohol? ocroser 1965

The handling of adolescent drinking depends both on the
way a people thinks about alcohol in its various forms and the
way it thinks about childhood and adolescence. In most of
Western Europe the use of alcohol is highly ritualized, and

ox
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different kinds of alcoholic beverages are defined as appro-
priate for different kinds of people at different times. There
“drinking” in the negative sense of the term means inappro-
priate drinking. Men drink “spirits” or “hard liquor,” but
women and children do not. Traditionally, students drink
beer but no spirits. Family groups drink in public what family
groups also drink in private. The Italians, who think of wine
as part of man’s normal nourishment, give children a little
wine as they also give them bread. The French, who regard
drinking with moderation and discrimination as something
that must be learned, give children wine as a matter of
course. For just as children must learn to read and write cor-
rectly, so also they must ]learn what and how much to drink.

In every European country there are also class and regional

differences in custom. For the peasant or the workingman,
beer or a simple wine is part of everyday life. For members of
the upper class, connoisseurship adds to the complication of
the ritual. In England, children and young adolescents who
are sent away to school have for the most part a stern and
rigorous diet. For them a glass of sherry is a holiday symbol,
just as beer is a holiday symbol for the working class and the
country child, and once a wealthy English father laid down
wine for his son’s coming of age. In countries where different
patterns of drinking alcohol are highly elaborated, the ques-
tion is not, “Do adolescents drink?” but, instead, “What do
adolescents drink?”

In the United States we run into two major kinds of diffi-
culty when we try to regulate drinking among young people.
The first is that we tend to include every form of alcoholic
beverage, from beer to brandy, under the single rubric of
“drink.” The second arises from the distinction we make be-
tween children, adolescents and sometimes women, on the
one hand, and adults, sometimes excluding women, on the
other, in our thinking about things that are “bad” and “bad for
you.” Whatever is bad for adults—and here “drinking” is
classified with a whole set of activities that may also include
smoking, gambling, card playing and dancing—is worse for
children, adolescents and women than it is for grown men.
Adults (or at least men) may be able to set limits for them-
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selves or may be able to recover from a lapse, but others
should as far as possible be protected from ten,1ptation So
even though the prohibition laws failed dismally when t.he
lvyere appli‘ed.to adults, those who wish to regulate others):
;(\)fj:h .Stlll insist on what amounts to a prohibition law for
' O}ll‘ feeling about this is strengthened by our traditional
linking together of moral and physical well-being, particu-
larl.y vyhgre anything that is taken into the body is co’ncemed
This in itself makes a disapproved substance “worse” f01.'
women anftl children—the two groups whose health we care
fc?r most v1g“ilantly——than it is for men. Perhaps this is why
cigarettes—“coffin nails”—were especially strongly disap-
proved of .When they were taken up by young boys and
}vlv%r{len. .Clgar smoking was, strictly speaking, an adult male
abit. Cigars made boys go pale and the very smell of stale
cigar smoke nauseated many women. But cigarettes made
tobacs:o available to those who needed most to be protected
from its dangers, moral and physical, as we saw the problem
Much of this feeling is breaking down today as Americans.
have:‘ brought drinking into the home and many other formerl
forbidden activities have become everyday, harmless pleas):
Llres. Man.y parents feel that it is all right for adolescents to
ave a drink at home “with us.” But we are still struggling
w1Fb confusion about what is “a drink”—beer? wine?
spmt.s?.—an'd with the problem of how to become more
dlscnmu?atmg in our patterns of serving and drinking
Meanwhile, as we continue to combine vague moral disa ;
Eroyal jlnd general toleration of law-breaking, young peopll)e
drink” as a way of testing out the pleasure of doing things

that are “bad for »
you” and that adults somewh :
reserve for themselves. what uneasily

e

Will you comment on the changi
. : anging role of grandparents i
American society today? Jung 1966 P “

In Selatively unchanging, traditional societies, closeness to
grandparents means closeness to old, accepted modes of life.

orr
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Intimacy with their grandparents gives children a sense of
how a whole life is lived into old age, and unconsciously they
set their sights to follow in the same path. Among American
Indians, the most conservative peoples have been those
among whom grandparents have played a decisive part in
rearing children.

In our American past, many grandparents were immigrants

who, though they lived in new homes in a new country, kept
up customs that related them to the life they had left behind.
Their American grandchildren, to whom these ways seemed
increasingly old-fashioned and strange, felt separated from
them by an almost unbridgeable gulf. Later, when the grand-
parents died, parents and children adopted fully American
ways, and nothing remained of old customs but the memory
that they were unyielding and different. This picture, true of
the past, still shapes our American image of grandparents.
Even when grandparents have been American-born and
speak English as their native tongue, there is a tendency to
equate them with whatever appears to be out-of-date in con-
temporary life. Pediatricians, public-health nurses and
schoolteachers are likely to depreciate grandparental advice,
and housing authorities plan for modern homes in which
grandparents have no place. As we still visualize them,
grandparents are old people—old physically and old in the
sense of being set in their ways and probably better off and
happier living in Florida and California with others like
themselves.

This picture of what grandparents are supposed to be like
masks a very different reality. Ina changing society, grandpar-
ents themselves change. Far from representing what is stub-
bornly old-fashioned, they are the men and women who in
the contemporary world have the greatest experience in in-
corporating new ways and ideas. Very often their daughters
are mired down in a thousand details of baby care and house-
keeping, and their sons are struggling to establish themselves
in the world. But grandparents have the leisure to follow up
what is most modern and new. And unlike their own parents,
who grew old early under physical stress, today’s grandpas-
ents generally have years of vigorous living ahead.
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More often than we realize, grandparents who m
) ove awa
ggottrrlli Itlhe. hton‘l‘es v.vhere th’(’ey brought up their children are no};
activitli in S? retlrfement, but instead are launching into new
aovite s. rt(E)élne 0 tl}em hgve—and many more could have—a
i portant role.ln their grandchildren’s lives. Because as
a t;11 kts t’}’ley have l}v.ed through so much change—the first
— 1§favandliell)ev1ts}:on, the first computers and satellites—
. ,W\y6 e the best people to teach children about
nge. With a lifetime of experience of how far we have
come and how fast, grandparents can give children a special
sense of sureness about facing the unknown in the future
Having experienced so much that is new, they can kee .
sensc}a1 of wonder i.n their voices as they tell, their grandchilide-l
rt;e;le :I\;vd somethmg happened, what it was like the first
v » and open .then' grandchildren’s eyes to the wonder of
w dat is happening now and may happen soon. And as men
in women who are making new beginnings, developing
ew interests, they can demonstrate to children that growin
up is only one stage in a lifetime of growth. As in the asg
they represent continuity. But now, in a changing society,p this

continuity inclu
il ty des the future and acceptance of the un-

e

Xgu(l:(rieztt)il; ;mlz‘ols; anydhm' thitations on scientific research into
of life an e alterati i
e croati eration of genetic patterns?
huIn S(r) réot til}ink we can impose limits on research. Through
fund eds o thqusands of years, man’s intellectual curiosity
; een essential to all the gains we have made. Although in
rggttaﬁlt é‘.lmes we ha:ve progressed from chance and hit-or-miss
o ods go consciously directed research, we still cannot
Siv(;w ml::l EZ{ vance what the results may be. It would be regres-
anger
v anc gerous to trammel the free search for new forms
mIt is .true.afthat research findings are almost daily becoming
. 0'1:'}? significant for our understanding of human life. But it is
in the application of these findings that new controls and

on
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new canons of responsibility must be developed. This neces-
sarily involves not only research scientists and professional
practitioners but also the citizenry of every country.

The recognition that this is so is the basis of the Informa-
tion Movement, organized in different parts of the United
States by scientists who have banded together to inform the
general public about problems of great consequence, such as
the use of nuclear power, including nuclear tests; problems of
water and air pollution; the need for population control; and
problems of race relations.

Two things are necessary for the success of the Information
Movement. There must be groups of dedicated scientists who
can organize information about the applications of science in
such a way that it is meaningful to laymen. But also there
must be groups of responsible citizens who want this infor-
mation and who are willing to grapple with the problems that
are posed by the new possibilities of its application. Those of
us who are involved in this venture believe that scientists

should take the responsibility for informing the public; we
do not believe that scientists can take the sole responsibility
for decisions on the applications of science. Without techni-
cal information, discussions are likely to produce more heat
than light. But decision making is a process in which scien-
tists and citizens, working together, must take part actively,
continuously and responsively.

The question of positive, purposeful intervention in human
genetic processes is certain to arise very soon. It is important
that we be prepared to think about it. Of course, certain types
of intervention already exist. Examples are found in steriliza-
tion laws, in voluntary abstention from parenthood by indi-
viduals bearing a known heritable defect and in changes in
endemic disease patterns. Negative intervention also occurs
wherever there are so-called apartheid laws that prevent free

interbreeding between different races. Many older social
customs and legal measures must now be called into question
in terms of the doubtful genetic theories underlying them
and in terms of human rights as well. As our knowledge
grows, new ethical issues will always arise, and we must be
prepared to reconsider practice in the light of human values.
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. The answer is not to limit research. What is needed instead
is careful and profound discussion based on the best
knowledge we have—knowledge that is shared and under-
stoc.)d by all responsible citizens, not only those who are sci

entists. This is the step we must take, and soon. .

e

Proﬁ?ssor Hans. Morgenthau has indicted the academic com-
;lllltgntlotys f(Lr iavmg abdica.ted‘ its social responsibilities in fail-
matter?I?U:E I;I;t on crucial issues. What is your view of the
So?let}‘/ accords the academic community, as a whole
special pghts and privileges, and its member,s carry spe ai
responsibilities. Universities and colleges are tax-exem pt (;ln-
dowed anq sgpported in the public interest. Young m(fn’and
}ml)lmen Wlshlng to work toward an academic career receive
e owshl'ps and grants. Older members of the academic
f:ommum'ty, who are trusted with the induction of the youn
mFo the intellectual traditions of their culture, are treateg
with respect. And today, in a changing world tfley have the
responsibility of developing new knowledge z’md applying it
to Ithe basdic problems of our lives. ppymnes
copsi er teaching and developing new kn
?he primary responsibility of the aca%lemic cox(:lvlelziigt?/.t%ﬁi
i(ng a stanc.l or speaking out without the appropriate
nowledge is a betrayal of trust. I would indeed criticize
many parts of the academic community today for failing to do
reslc)ea}rch on critical problems, as well as for failing to alert the
ﬁu lic to issues on which members of certain disciplines
ave special competence, such as the hazards of radiation;
the dapgers of air, water and land pollution; and the vitai
necessity of controlling urban growth and o’verpopulation
But I would also indict those members of the academic com:
munity who speak out without special competence or who
substitute political passion or individual conscience for th
competence they are believed to have. °
The.problem of acquiring and interpreting data on human
races illustrates what I mean. In the 1920s and 1930s an-
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thropologists devoted very considerable research time and
effort to certain problems that puzzled the general public,
such as the apparent association between skin color and vari-
ous forms of education and economic “inferiority” or
“superiority.” One outcome was the demonstration that
members of a racial group might make significant contribu-
tions to civilization in one period, but in another period,
when they were cut off from the main stream of development,
might sink into insignificance. Similarly it was possible to
demonstrate the critical importance of social expectation on
children’s achievement in situations in which invidious
comparisons were made in terms of racial heritage. This re-
search and its application to everyday life contributed mate-
rially to the creation of a new social climate of opinion within
which Americans could reformulate the goals of democracy.
More recently, however, younger anthropologists have
concentrated far more effort on “speaking out” than on care-
ful research and critical analysis of problems related to race.
A few of them have even denounced research that undertook
to explicate the relationship between long-continued malnu-
trition or endemic disease and poor performance in groups
defined as racially distinct or—as in the case of American
Negroes—racially mixed. These anthropologists have been
particularly vehement in their denunciations of research
which has demonstrated that the effects of deprivation are
real and lasting, though they are the result of conditions that
could be eradicated for a new generation of children. In
doing this, they have hindered the public understanding of
the incapacitating effects of social conditions that can be
changed. This is a situation in which members of the
academic community have spoken out, but in doing so have
failed in their primary responsibilities.

It appears to me that wherever demonstrations, manifes-
toes, sit-ins, teach-ins and other similar activities are treated
as substitutes for the search for new knowledge and ways of
applying it to the living world, the academic community is
failing to take responsibility for its position of trust. In con-
trast, when scientists have taken the initiative in organizing
their knowledge so as to make it really available and have
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worked on the problem of how best to inform the public on
areas of urgency and danger, I believe they are meeting their
responsibilities. The rapid dissemination of knowledge about
the dgngers of atomic fallout and its effectiveness in leading
to social action locally, nationally and even internationally is

an outstanding illustration of wholl - 3
and speaking out. y responsible standing up

Se,

Wlth‘ American crime rates on the rise, do you think it
possible that our police and courts are taking the wrong ap-
proach? Are there any lessons we can learn from x'im'tip
cu(l)tures a}nd other societies? MARCH 1968 prmie
ur police system and our courts, like our
are essent:?ally localized and diverse. This maskcehsmi)t1 Sffggﬁt’:
to geperahze about “the” approach to crime. Two things can
be said, however. One is that almost every kind of reform that
has been suggested is being actively advocated or tried out
somewhere in the United States. The other is that while most
such refqrms aim at altering particular procedures or methods
gﬁeqiﬁmziﬁon, or attempt to eliminate injustice rooted in
) alJrgerc;~',=éal€’.e.y also tend to be regarded as keys to change on
A few examples are enough to show the range of thinkin
fflbout new approaches to crime and law. Legal experts work%
ing on a project initiated by the Vera Institute of Justice are
trying to eliminate bail requirements in New York City’s
Borough qf 'Manhattan for persons accused of crimes other
than. homicide, narcotics violations or some sex offenses
ho.ldmg that detention before trial of those unable to put u ’
Pall works ajlgainst justice for the poor. Police forces are steadIi
ily upgrading their educational requirements. There also
are a:dvocates of differential requirements for police-
recruitment at various levels of education for varying jobs
ic:;;ﬁziies?i‘:ﬁ:tg;bltiic safetttyi. Especially in large cities there
finteres: calendars. ng settlement of minor traffic cases that

Another wide variety of reforms aims at the redefinition of

(0]
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criminals. In a growing number of prisons and reform 1nst}tl}11‘—
tions, experiments are being carried'qut to replace pluiu(si -
ment with remedial care and rehabilitation. A paralle de-
velopment is the “halfway house,” whc.are those rc.a-enti‘n’n}g)
the community can live during the difficult period of jo
i nd social readjustment.
huztizlgazad way of thin{(ing underlies.th.e various effor‘ts i.:haflz
are being made to redefine drug addlctflon not as a crlgnnaf
offense (as one result of which an eve.r-mcreasmg num gr ol
addicts are becoming involved in crime), but as a medica
problem that can be handled through researc}} and, in lf)rgf-
tice, by treatment. At further remove, but still part ob the
effort to try new approaches, are the attempts that are eing
made to alter conditions in slum schools and to dev1fe nehw
ways of training and finding work 'for young people who
otherwise may be alienated from society. o '
Taken alone, none of these rgforms can eliminate crime.
h can contribute to its reduction. . _
Bu(tl(?rilcparing the kind of society in which’vs{e live w1tb small
primitive societies, we cannot avoid reaith'Z}ng ‘that crime as
we know it is a by-product of complex civilizations and 1wnt(i
ten codes of law. For diversity and crime appear to be‘ 1? ated
to the extent that codes of law representing the .behe S sm
moral standards of only part of the comml_ml.t}" are 1rr§poseh on
the community as a whole. In a small primitive socx.ety t1 gre
is much greater homogeneity, and although occasmne;) :]-c
viant individuals may become disturbed ‘enough. to bre
known and accepted rules, there is little crime. Crime as we
it develops in urban settings. .
knl(;:\’ sutch a soc?ety a major problem arises wben one glroulp in
the population isina position to incorpora.te its specm1 va Ltlﬁs
and code of morals into the law and tries to regulate the
behavior of all members of the society. Sc.)me? of the quau111<t.er
efforts of our ancestors, such as a law forbidding a man to kiss
his wife on Sundays, seem ludicrous. What we do npc{ (siefe 11(8
that many contemporary laws, such as thos.e that forb.l rink-
ing or the use of mariljuana or that prescribe the private sex
i dults, are similar. _
hf%ci ad.ifﬁculty is that laws that attempt to enforce special
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forms of moral behavior breed disrespect for the law and for
law-enforcing agencies among those who do not share the
beliefs on which these regulations are based. And where dis-
respect and lawbreaking by the respectable are combined,
one also finds connivance with crime in other areas of living.

The more complex a society becomes, the more fully the
law must take into account the diversity of the people who
live in it. The approach to crime is not a matter for the police
and the courts—or even the lawmakers—alone. It is a matter
in which the whole society is involved.

Gs,

Why shouldn’t we have schools of homemaking whose
graduates would receive diplomas? Wouldn’t this give
greater dignity to the work that most women spend most of
their adult lives doing? MarcH 1968

The first question is: For whom would the training course
and the diploma be intended? For the future homemaker who
expects to manage her own home and care for her family? Or
for the domestic worker who will earn her living by taking
over the tasks in a home not her own? Or for a member of a
profession in a career that is not as yet defined?

In the applied arts and sciences a diploma carries with it
the assurance that the recipient is qualified to begin practic-
ing a set of skills as a professional person. The student who
has majored in home economics at the college level has vari-
ous occupations open to her. She can teach homemaking to
others, for example, or she can become a dietitian. Going a
step further in her training, she can enter the applied scien-
tific field of nutrition studies.

A few attempts have been made to provide domestic work-
ers with very elementary training in household work. Usually
such courses have been arranged for new immigrants, young
women who have never worked in a city household, who are
unfamiliar with our standard equipment and the routines of
American family living. Such a course does no more than
prepare a woman for the labor market—but now even new-
comers prefer almost any employment to that in homes.
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So far, American women have not been w?lling to }ilccept
real professionalization of domestic \yoerrs in th‘;lr on;egl
Perhaps hotels and inns might be willing to try the exp p
ment as one way of cutting down the .tremendo.us Eufinover t(i)c
their employees. But would a professionally traine omaeri A
worker be willing to do the kinds oi." chortas that are p t 1(()
room service? Paradoxically, women 1n their own honll(es o e
on the most exacting tasks of h'ous.ekeepmg—tas s they
would regard as beneath their dignity if d.one for Qay;1 _—

At the same time, over the years the skills practiced by ake
homemaker have been separated one by one from horr(xfrtx)l ;
ing into specialized occupations. Cookery, performe 3;n
man, may be treated as a fine art. Perforr_ned.by a w(;)rg S,
even when she is paid for her Wor}c, cooking is regar eﬁan
drudgery. The exception is when it is treated as the avoca roo-
of a professional woman, such as an opera smggr, orap
fessional hostess, such as the wife of an ambassa h(')f;j -

In the past, women who looked after small ¢ .11 re;l )
creche had little standing. It was on.ly w}}en gir slo go ‘
families, backed by college courses in child ('ieve tﬁ)pmenl;
entered the new field of nursery-schc?ol .educatmn ?t wor
with little children acquired the d1gmty of a pro essmtxll.
Much earlier, nursing also acquired high status wheg. getl.l y
bred women, moved by compassion and religious de c11051 15)11,
undertook to care for the sick and the .wounded. And to ﬂa;)é'
nursing and specialized teaching_ of children are axlnongh the
few sex-typed professions for which women .then}se st have
a high regard. Social worlg, gll contrasté has r:ll:zn in estee

that it attracts both men and wo . .
th%liztr(flg)day, when the battle to open the doors qf masé
culine” occupations is all but won (except, p.erhapi,h in som g
women’s minds), women accord higher prestige to fose pro
fessions formerly confined to men, and.relatlve.h./ e\ﬁ m;ri

would be willing to choose an occupation tradltlonauy h?l

fined as “feminine.” Up to the present, caring f9r sma. t(i il-

dren, for example, is only occasionally a n‘lascuhm;1 voca on._

In spite of the proliferation of SPGCl&lthS that avlf sepa

rated off from homemaking, the sk_llls of the homema gr ?j] 3

whole have remained remarkably intact and unchanged.
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the tendency is still very great to regard homemaking as a
tradition-bound occupation and the homemaker as someone
trained at home who passes on to her daughter the lore she
acquired from her mother. In fact, of course, this is not so;
what does remain unchanged is our attitude, sometimes ex-
pressed with enthusiasm and sometimes with chagrin.

It is our attitude that must change if we want to give those
who work in homes, as homemakers or as paid professionals,
special training and a new kind of dignity. This, of course,
leads to a second question: Would such training be limited to
women or would it be open to men as well?

Today young fathers—as the only collaborators available to
their wives—have taken over many aspects of homemaking.
How many have acquired special skills that could be part of a
new but growing tradition? Including men in the planning
for courses in homemaking might well initiate changes that
would lead in the direction of greater dignity and a new view
of homemaking as a real profession.

Se,

In California and several other states, single women are
being permitted to adopt children. Do you think this is a good
idea? junE 1968

Basically we have developed three forms of adoption in the
United States. The first is modeled on the ideal of the Ameri-
can family. The adopting couple want an infant who will re-
semble as closely as possible the child they long to have.
Adoption agencies, in turn, set very high standards for the
prospective parents, specifying good health, financial
solvency, a desirable age combination, demonstrated com-
patibility and suitable social circumstances.

The second form of adoption is contrapuntal to the first.
Although there are long historical precedents, this form of
adoption really became popular in the years after World War
II, when returning servicemen and their wives began to
bring small children from distant lands to live in towns all
over the United States. The prospective parents look for a

a7
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T t
child who not only needs a home but Who also 1ts Ségir;?o
from themselves; sometimes such adopting parin s seek o
ore children who are different from each other. e
o Irt1 clear to the children and to the world at large a ese
;1;1; :dopted children——-]apaneseh 011::1 ?e}:irgg; o;e\";itr;a;ﬂf:cted
ildren, even cmi .
Srl?lg::slﬁigge;lg\}/‘; 1(C.l}uinea highlands—who are bimng1 ;)rzlégg
brought up by adoptive parents in an Ar(;lerltgags (())f this =
tion agencies were slow in approving adop tlﬁ)‘ O dop.
in which the older rules were reversed. Yet‘ is s
tion also is related to the ideal of the Amerlé:agl amily,
accords each child recognitif)n as an mdlw u e.n 1 ehoce of
Both these forms of adoption empl'lasme pf.; al choiee 2.
a child. The third form emphasizes mste?.d c:. cn IS e
dovtions of this kind the central considera io s the pro-
II'] y pf a home for a child who would otherwise have e
\’?}izaogh(;ld may be a member of a minority grouﬁ), depr;::i 1 of
his parents by illness or accident; or he: mayd iﬁf :bout us
hysical handicap; or there may be sen’ousl o e
ﬁez};lth or intellectual abililities or t?motlonf\l stabeen .moved
such children have lived in institutions or z:wfh e
in and out of unsatisfactory foster homes.}f‘or th(:;seare =
od homes are hard to find. Any home where y reres ¥
o lcome and can hope for understaqdmg of then'.d oublec
g\?es—-with a single woman, with aging a.nd less-tlh :r inpthe
ents, with an adult brother and sistef who live toge o
fami’ly home—offers a kind of sec.unty they may ne
Wi‘ge l;e\xfgfltl‘cliniet; ?rézu—gv}:fl:(;rfil?evieed of the child is gre?;
ndois matched by the willingness of a single woman -to ;:rs:ry
: warm human relationship,d this fort;nngi e;?é)pftl:llgg 31;1 ey
ing. Mutual love and accep .
igr?x%%rttl}aiﬁgto%le development of a good human being.

be

What changes do you foresee as ar

i ? JULY 1971
of abortion laws? J
I favecee a great deal of trouble.

esult of the liberalization
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Initially the passage of legislation liberalizing practice in a
matter such as abortion may seem to have a good effect. It
encourages those who have been fighting the old restrictions
and it has a mildly modifying effect on negative opinion.
Surveys have shown that more doctors now are accepting the
idea of legal abortion and that more laymen think abortion
may be justified under a wider set of circumstances.

But the liberalization of laws about which there is deeply
felt conflict of opinion is asking for trouble. Those who dis-
agree with the new restrictions still will try to evade the law
or, alternatively, will continue the fight for greater liberaliza-
tion. Others, consciously or unconsciously believing that
abortion is wrong, will attempt to hedge the law with new
kinds of restrictions in the name of good medical or social
practice. So the question of how liberal or how restrictive
laws about abortion should be will be opened again and

again, always in an atmosphere of tension and conflict.

Where abortion laws have been modified, new arguments
already have been raised.

Some groups in the Women’s Liberation Movement are
protesting the fact that the whole burden falls on women in a
situation for which both sexes are equally responsible. It is
likely that increasingly noisy demands will be made for male
sterilization as the better method of dealing with the problem
of couples who seem to be unable or unwilling to take contra-
ceptive measures.

Psychiatrists are expressing concern about the effects of
abortion on the women who feel bereaved but cannot mourn
as they can when they have lost a child as the result of a
miscarriage or of a stillbirth. Of course, women vary in their
response to abortion, depending on how they envisage a con-
ceived child.

The woman who thinks of her unborn child, no matter how
young, as an individual, the potential bearer of a name, with a
soul and an innate personality, cannot lose that child without
a sense of deep loss. The woman who reacts to an abortion as
she might to the loss of part of her own body—her tonsils or
appendix—in an operation has somehow to come to terms
with an altered self-image. Still other women seem to treat an
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abortion simply as the process of removing an unwanted in-
ion into the body. o
mﬁfr'ldigzg attitudgs exist, and we are only begmmn% to
understand what the different consequences are. Researchers
in Catholic countries are discoverin.g the effects on wcl)?merx:l
who are unable to live out the experience of rfloummgl.. ro
Eastern Europe, among groups that have rejected }rle 1g11<:u§
belief, we are obtaining accounts frorp women who :it)ve ea
many abortions, apparently without significant disturbanc il
These are long-term problems. There are others as well.
Almost no one has asked about the effects of abortlorlll i)(;l
men’s attitudes toward and feelings ab(?ut the unborm fh ild,
toward the woman who has the aborthn or toward them-
selves. Continuing conflict about liberalization and law en-

forcement simply deflects our attention from these very seri-
ouISnl St;l:eelsc;ng run, the only viable solution is the regeal of c{)ll
restrictive laws controlling abortion. Only then will we be
e basic issues.

ab}:?oiot}ic:rflth is, reliance on abortion is at besta poor 5011.1-
tion. It is humane to interrupt a pregnancy in ceri}:lam
circumstances—when a woman has suffered rape or v‘; tleln
disease threatens the normality of the fetus or .the hfelo e
mother. But abortion, no matter how phrgsed_, is too }S :lsiel .;o
the edge of taking li{)e1 to fit into a world view in whic ife
i uable.

* z)er%éa;d:l?oi:igsl as such has ceased to be the issue, we can
concentrate on establishing widespree}d knowledge of cor;i
traception and on the development of 11fe-§tyles and person
relationships that are consistent with' the idea of con}rl:elvmg,
bringing into life and caring for children, all of whom are

desired and loved.
fe

i today are more realistic
Do you believe that young people - list
about love than their parents? Or are they more idealistic?

JUIthll?;lilk that young people today are typically the children of

CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY

their parents. Their feelings about love and marriage are a
response to their parents’ attitudes as they have understood
them.

The generation that came of age in the late 1940s and early
1950s—the parents of most of today’s young people—was
singularly unromantic. What most young people of that gen-
eration wanted above all else was to be married. They
wanted to marry early and they settled for marriage at almost
any price. The idea of waiting for someone for three or four
years was inconceivable. Few couples thought of each other
romantically, as lovers. They were too intent on matrimony.
They made love in order to get married, rather than marrying
because they were in love.

A great many young people today distrust the institution of
marriage, into which their parents rushed so precipitately
and single-mindedly. They want to be much more sure of
each other before they marry. They want to see themselves
and each other as individuals. When they make love it is as
persons, not as a way of acquiring a mate. They are not more
or less idealistic than their parents. They have a different
ideal of personal relationships.

However, their relationships are more fragile than their
parents’ marriages were. They meet and part even more
readily. In this they are the children of their parents—who
wanted marriage but not the responsibilities of a loving rela-
tionship. Far too few people in these two generations have
thought very intensely about the seriousness of taking the
responsibility for another person’s happiness or of the mutual
responsibility of parents for the happiness of children.

Se

With increasing international communication through radio,
television and films, do you believe that social values and
ways of thought and behavior are becoming more
standardized—and Westemnized—around the world? Or do
you believe there is a reaction occurring as evidenced by the

interest in the United States today in the philosophies of the
Far East? FEBRUARY 1972
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All the various forms of popular culture are becoming more
alike around the world. At any one time the same hit records,
television shows and newest dance steps can be heard and
seen from New York to Indonesia. There are, as well, highly
standardized reactions against what is popular. Some take the
form of nativistic cults, in which people wish to throw out
