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The atmosphere of the late sixties produced a
generation that seriously questioned many of the
old values of Americans. Young people distrusted
the government following the often shady han-
dling of the Vietnam War: a few atrocities were
committed by our soldiers, due to the environ-
ment of paranoia’ and hostility in Vietnam: and,
the government hid much of what it was doing,
including many bombings, from the public.
Young folks, steeped in? the idealism that they
learned in school, but ignorant of the harsh
conditions that caused such actions, innocently
declaimed the government for its behavior, and
demanded that a new morality be established.
They intended that this new morality would not
merely restore a sense of integrity to the govern-
ment, it would overhaul what the youth per-
ceived as a decadent state that the country had
fallen into.

Rather than harkening back to3 the idealistic
values that the country was founded on, how-
ever, the youth decided to take matters into their
own hands* and carve out® a new standard of
their own. Any existing institution® was ques-
tioned; if it represented the old order.” then it
was to have been torn down® and rebuilt. The
youngsters figured that they had learned from
their parents’ mistakes, and, with cooperation
and love, could achieve a state of unity and
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brotherhood within a liberal framework. Restric-
tions were abandoned, and freedom encouraged:
the young decided that the structures of society
had caused its problems, for they shackled® and
inhibited people, and kept them from realizing
their full potential in life.

Ideally, the concept of a free society was fine.
It was, however, impractical. Many youths be-
came coddled and dependant, for, able to do
whatever they wanted, they chose to do nothing.
They thus came to expect to get the rewards of
hard work without actually putting out the
necessary effort. This has become more and more
apparent in recent years, and the trend has now
reversed itself: Americans are becoming in-
creasingly conservative, and going back to the
values that were abandoned just a decade ago.

Any social upheaval brings both good and bad
changes; as the years go by and things become
settled, the bad changes are discarded, and the
good are absorbed into the social structure. The
liberal atmosphere brought about many changes
that have since been abandoned, among them the
“Do your own thing”'® approach to education,
and many that we now being questioned, such as
busing! ! to achieve racial equality in schools.
Certain changes, though, have become, after a
period of outrage against them due to their

radical nature, accepted by almost all factions of

society. Prominent among these is the idea that a
man and woman can live together' 2 as lovers
without being officially married.

Together for keeps

ToHE—C - ) TDIRE Seventeen 35 & 0

SR FEIE 2 1L, EEpRE SNz, BELBIE,
HLenkEiED Z ILHE & DR
| 72, BEL LH20F
FCMEL, AEICBLWTRKBONZREZIEL
‘5%%%fw55%itmi*g

BELTE, AEZHR LV BALI

EmAT AR

/\r\:ﬂ

:ﬁf‘)* (‘—n

LA L £
LA e 3N T, /\»_H\ﬁ’ W ) | i e
b, FEHIENTELNT, HbiE

DTHD
DEBIZE
7:;:

i

2
il & fl‘\*:k’;ﬁf/u A B D L I €,
W I ERICUEL BN ET B & LT, HER
e L T2 N8Bl b 5256 &89 &I

St SEERZOZEETETHIZ2CE I

ok
-

ST ERD, ZOLHAREIHEELTLE-

o
J

f"?xwﬁlqykm:ﬁwmiiaﬂ.IMﬁm:W
| 7-ffifEBICZ D £ > TIT- Do
YA SHKRERH L RWEILE

ARy S | W
L9, AN IEE %

HEHEEL TS

LIz T b, BuB{thHamEEnHIcRIS 1
2. BN BRI FOBBEER NS K DL
L5 LA, TR Iln”/’*’) KU A
S EERNn EVWIRE D LD, FHTD
ANFETSE 2 KT B 2OD S 2GBF L W) LI %,

HF&ZHIN TV S OMEFEEN TS, L
Lz dh, HoHENEIEZDRENLEHNT
BHic, HOLUREIEMI N2’ T, HENITELAET
NTORODALEBICE> TZTFANLNE L IIED
572 %ﬂWTH:O<Wﬁ.%QﬁEﬂ:ﬁWL
AL E L CRETER LW EZ

— 5.

7 (T
FTHb
BT AN LN LI o722 LS,
) H A5 F 1P IS B,
BRI TH B Z L Rm L Twb, mikidd A Thk
Ry 7 BRI A O A H B2, T AU AN
ZEDLLTH L WES L2 TERL TWED

—HRIEFEL T,

Thb, T A HEHMEICEL L TWAEZT
¢, EBRNGGELEICHL T Tl

ES

DIALEBET B & 5 gz, Z 0k
Engiishtoday 1978 / 4 67

71 ¥

| d

A A A A A A AV A A AV A A M A a




That this change has become accepted is an
indication that, as a culture. America is still vital
and progressive. In spite of the current trend
towards basic and conservative values, we are still
experimenting all of the time with new ap-
proaches to living; we are not merely advancing
technologically, we are adapting our culture and
restructuring’ 3 our society when it becomes

appropriate to the nation’s mood and needs. Of

course, many of the changes turn out!'? to be
mere passing fancies, and soon fade away; we are
willing, however, to recognize when something
new is more desirable than what it has replaced.
Though it might seem somewhat paradoxical that
we are at once'® becoming more conservative
and yet are constantly trying new approaches to
living, it is instead an indication that we are
seeking an ideal society, with the best cultural
innovations incorporated into the established
traditions of the past.

Just a decade ago, for a man and woman to be
living together without being married would have
been considered immoral. The institution of
marriage was considered to be sacred by the
older generation: that it was abandoned in favor
of' ® “free love”!7 was blasphemous to them.
The older generation perceived a complete moral
breakdown'® in the youth of the late sixties, for
with the new freedom they were smoking pot,!
wearing their hair long and unkempt, dressing
sloppily, and freely engaging in sex. Most old-
timers felt that sex was the ultimate expression
of love, and was cheapened by sharing it indis-
criminantly: the youngsters, on the other hand.
had come to believe in a philosophy founded on
the principle that “if it feels good, do it.””20

Aided by the advent of sophisticated means of
birth control, sex became less dangerous (in
terms of pregnancy; it did lead, because of the
greater number of participants, to an increase in
the spread of venereal disease) and far more
accessible to youngsters. With inhibitions broken
down by the increased use of drugs and alcohol,
S€X among youngsters became not the exception,
but the rule.

As these children of the flower generation?!
(the flower became the symbol for peace, love
and freedom) grew older. they came to accept
sexual promiscuity as the natural state of things.
Couples who found themselves to be in love
carried their desires to their natural conclusions:
they moved in together, living as man and wife
without being married. The institution of
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marriage was regarded as an archaism of the
Establishment: why, reasoned the youngsters,
should we accept our parents’ traditions, if they
have proven to be useless to us?

The original unmarried lovers were looked
down on by society, for theirs were perceived to
be lusty,? sacrilegious affairs, founded on desire
and not love. Though this was certainly true in
some cases, often the couples were in fact in
love, but simply did not want to feel restricted
by a marriage. The living condition was an
experimental one, to see if the two were com-
patible.?® Often the youngsters came from un-
happy homes themselves, and did not want to
make a compact at an early age that would bind
them for the rest of their lives.
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In this respect, the experiment proved to be a
success, for many of the couples chose to
terminate their relationships after a trial period.
Thus, they were spared the agony of an unsuc-
cessful marriage. The idea had an appeal: why
take a chance on getting married without a test
period first, when a couple could see if they were
compatible, and then get married? The idea was
perfectly logical, but still met with great opposi-
tion from the predominant conservative element
of society. Just ten years ago, an unmarried
couple living together risked job blacklisting and
the antagonism of their neighbors, because of
their supposedly immoral behavior.

Over the years, however, this phenomenon has
become more and more accepted by the culture
as a whole. The idea makes a great deal of sense
to young couples contemplating marriage: as one
young man has said, “I wouldn’t want to buy a
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car without driving it around the block first.”
More and more people have begun to have a trial
living-together period prior to marriage to see if
they can make the sacrifices and compromises
necessary to having a successful marriage. Often,
the couples end up®** getting married; some-
times, however, they prefer to merely live togeth-
er, without ever going through the formality of a
ceremony. For all practical purposes, though,
they are man and wife.

What was once a trend, then, and a largely
unpopular one at that,>® has become a perma-
nent part of our culture. Though many couples
still get married with no previous trial period, it
is no longer taboo for them to live together
before becoming legal partners. It seems unlikely
that the practice will be abandoned, for young-
sters are now growing up with the idea that it is
acceptable. The change seems to be a positive
one, too, for it allows people who are in love to
see whether their habits, temperaments, and
eccentricities are acceptable to one another
before making a permanent commitment.

ETETEL DALY, HEE*HINE D
ICUSELTBRESCEMZ T 20 TE20E )%
FAND 2T, EEENCHABREREEZEC L2

N g7z, LIFLIE, ZARBEE~E T, >F
5, L2L, BR, HLHIEEREVWIBREFEL 2L
2R bl e 2RE A S it Ll
BEEZES) RTLHSIZKRIFTH S

ne, »pOTUIT—2DHTTHN, L1 LL T
T A1) A3k
B —E L 5 12D T % DBLHET
LISHIOR BRI 2 & A 20 v TR T 5 25, 3L
DFIFIC L DANCFEET 2D LIER 2 7—Tlik
(Lo TwWbd, ZTOBEIBEINLIRAAIZL &

I THbB, LT LEHERBIIENIEDLNS
=
f

s X VA PE Tk 2
- ) o (WYL UCd) Ho

/

72, TOZ{bIZEEBLLDDLE S ICBbRS,
L LCRICES>TELA->TWA AL, B
5372 b DB ERR MRS BHEWICZITANSL 1L

53LDTHbH0E )k, KK RZ T 5HC
EPDDLZ EDNTEEDHTHD,

1. paranoia M7 % & MAYIC XL, AEEAYIC
L

ZOoCERT ) 70BE®#352 L, PREBRNICE
e X

AHESRMy =y 7 IKHEZ HECHD R

B, LY LB RE 7 2 . steeped in
BN EST, -IC®IBEL T, Ak, steep 13 MK
12873 ,»F. 3. harkening back to ---|cH| XKL T,
123 £ > To IEEL < I3 harking back to > T 2XX T
%%, harkenid "MK ; DET, ZZ TR >DEHH
B3I TWwab, 4 . take ... into their own hands
25| EZT 5, -DMBE (FEAT) IR HH 5. 5.

carve out L TIEA. ™D HF, A THES,

&) gy, 6. institution FESL L 72, 8
BELozHllERR ) 5. 7. old order [HELFF, IH
{&fill, ancien régime* L x5, 8. torn down <tear
down(5| & T A9, ) 9 )iy 9. shackled

‘4{'%!’,"-',7_“ shackle (R4, Fo4¥, BErE%»173)

DILWEYZ% FH:. 10. Do your own thing. H4rc& -
’:L\’Cliti/\c 722 & %9 %, Do your thing. ¥ L\,

) E—EHEbD A —F, THASRHLICE {7
SNTICHA TGRALEZ L2V L, OF 11. busing
HDFRDENEE L BANEEDHEEZWIEIC T 2 725
ICHEER N2 T 52 . 24U K3t T 3 anti-busing

N

DT LEA TH B, 12. live together [EHEF 2. {8
i Cld shack up (with~) & v 5, HADY:4: (2 live to-
gether NIAFA SEHEENZ L #L.T. LAY, ¥ 3
A2 - NEXZETHAEELZ>ZL 52 TCW3

13. restructuring CUET %, EERHES 2. IEFEDF

22. lusty =lustful %1 lusty |3 T3k 7Z, TR DOV

95, WiEIE 35, .25, at.that ThiclL.TdH, L
7 4. (ffl) His friend was a girl and a pretty one
at that.

Tea TH - /V#'!v: YN
WH B L

"THEI DD B, HERELT-TH3 EHHT 2.

FOKE , KEFERH LS DL A2 %

& { i i172,14. turn out=prove

15. at once =both, Z #L| at the same time N E H 5
K T\5, and yet Dk Dare |35 THh b, 16. aban-
doned in favor of - ZUVWE | 272DICHFER 113,
ERNDANT, 2o b IcHEI NS 17. free
love 7V)—-:+ty 72, ¥5ETlifree sextizbh )
WihZe v, sexual freedom »[3vv9, 18. breakdown
Wi, T NDJI2H 5 with inhibitions broken down %
f4, break down (MIX#4 )DL L TiFE N
L

W

%5, 19. pot [f#)="!) 7 7+ (marijuana), grass & *

Yiclb L<HWbL B, 20. If it feels good, do it.

[FFLALITIUE, . By E—EZNDZRu—7>,
7272Do it! Wiy L kb, ZHiZELy 22

PHLEDICELILWEIEHREZE-> T3, 21. flower
generation fEOHA, By E—ATEE2 L > Rk L7
ZEDLZIDED DS, flower children (HiF |2 flower

child) & 4w\, flower power %555 & | Cflifri17>

W, AL DFERT, lustful DFEEIZ A X)) 2 Tl

BEEL SN TWBA, TA)ATIISEH TLERTH

23. compatible H]'i“l',;’j-\\w WO F 2y 72T

& % compatibility test 4 % 2. 24. end up -ing

70

(=7

John |
Ann D

Hello, this
young Chi
living toge
their relati

Peter Smith:
same situa
John Myers:
who are
together a
Pete: Well, v
John: Well,
was that |
decided t
decided tc
Ann Dargis:
relationsh
make a be
day-to-day
the decisic
John: You’
Pete: Do y¢
just some
future?
John: Well,
we had th
Pete: You 1
regard wh
Ann: When
think init
upset abc
come to ¢
and they




e

ET. 2ty

RILBRBERRSTDIOH

John Myers
Ann Dargis

SR e —

Pete Smith

Hello, this is Pete Smith and this evening I'm talking with a
young Chicago couple, John Myers and Ann Dargis who’ve been
living together the last few years. The interesting thing about
their relationship is that they’re not married.

Peter Smith: Have you had very many friends who’ve been in the
same situation?

John Myers: Yeah, we’ve had a number of friends who have, well
who are living together right now and others who've lived
together and have gotten married.

Pete: Well, what got into them to ultimately get married?"

John: Well, I think that probably what happend for some of them
was that they lived together for two, three or four years and
decided that there really wasn’t much difference so they
decided to get married.

Ann Dargis: In the beginning you may be unsure of how a
relationship might be, afterward you have more information to
make a better decision after you’ve lived with that person on a
day-to-day basis? for a couple of years. You can be more sure of
the decision that you’re making.

John: You’re more ready to make the commitment,® I guess.

Pete: Do you regard this, for yourself, as a trial period, or is this
just something that you’re doing now without thinking of the
future?

John: Well, I think that in part it’s a trial period. I don’t know if
we had that in mind from the very beginning.*

Pete: You mentioned your parents before. How do your parents
regard what you’re doing?

Ann: When I first told my parents about my living with John, I
think initially, they were a little shocked and probably a little
upset about it. However, they’ve adjusted very well and have
come to accept the fact that things are changing in this country
and they’ll have to accept new ways of living. Also, since I've
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been living with John, my brother has now been living with his
girl friend so they’ve had to deal with it twice recently.

John: My parents have pretty much accepted our relationship
from the start and really were supportive of it from the start.
They really didn’t have much of a problem.

Pete: John, you mentioned to me earlier that you were married
once before. Does this have any bearing on® your decision not
to get married this time?

John: Sure, I think that makes me want to be more careful about
making a commitment and maybe work through® a trial period
as you mentioned before.

Pete: Does the fact that you’ve been married before make it easier
for your parents to accept the situation you’re in now?

John: Yeah, I would say so. My parents, I think, understand it
was a difficult time for me when I got divorced and understand
that I might not want to leap into another marriage commit-
ment right off the bat.”

Pete: And how long were you married for, by the way?

John: [ was married for seven years.

Pete: What would happen if a child should appear? Would you
consider getting married then?

Ann: [ think at that point we would consider getting married just
because I think it would be very difficult, more difficult for a
child to deal with this kind of a situation, with the stigma that
society would attach to a child of unwed parents.®

Pete: So, it’d be primarily for the child that you would be getting
married?

John: Yeah, and I think that the peer pressure’ that the kid would
have to face.

Pete: Okay, how ’bout yourselves, would that affect you at all?

Ann: [ don’t think that we would ever decide to get married
because of peer pressure or social pressure. I think if we did
decide to get married it would be because of a decision between
the two of us and because we really wanted to.

John: Yeah, and I think there’s now becoming a group of people
who are willing to remain unmarried even though they have
children, because the situation is becoming more accepted and
children don’t always face all the pressures they have, that they
have in the past.

Pete: Do you find yourselves accepted, say'® by your neighbors or
by your employers as you are or are they aware of the fact that
you’re not married and just living together?

Ann: Our neighbors are young professionals like ourselves and I
think are pretty much accepting of this lifestyle. It could,
perhaps, be different if we were living in a different type of
neighborhood. My employer also knows about the situation and
is accepting of it.

John: I think that people fairly well accept our situation. I know
the people I work with immediately are accepting. Although I
don’t tell everyone at work that I’m living with someone.

Pete: What would you say is the biggest difference between the
relationship that you two have and that say of, your parents or
other friends of yours who are married.
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John: Well, I think there’s a big difference between some of our
friends who are married and our parents. I think our parents
have a much more structured relationship'* where the woman
is much more dependent upon the husband and much less
freedom in the relationship. And probably the relationship isn’t
as equal. With our married friends, I’d say that the relationship
is very similar to ours in that they seem to view the
relationship as an equal type of situation and share almost every
aspect of it.

Ann: Both the men and women that we know are both holding
fulltime professional positions. They share all finances in a
household and also share all the chores that go along with
maintaining a household.?

Pete: Well then, how about with you two, there’s got to be a lot
of sharing involved in what you do.!* How do you divide up
the household chores, is that fairly traditional?

Ann: No, I think it’s probably fairly untraditional. We had set it
up to be as equal as possible so that we were both doing about
the same amount of work here. An example might be that in the
evenings if one person cooks, the other person does the dishes
and we make sure to balance out the number of times a person
will cook in one week so that the other person is not always
doing the same chore. We rotate doing the laundry, washing
floors, changing beds and you know, other household functions.

Pete: Is this something that’s peculiar just to your type of relation-
ship or do you feel that it’s something that perhaps the younger
generation is doing en masse?’* Do you find that your younger
married friends do the same type of thing?

John: Yeah, I think pretty much so, I think that men now share
the cooking and household chores, and that the women share
the responsibilities for some of the things that men have
traditionally done.

Pete: How ’bout with regard to financial affairs? Do you share
things? For instance, the furniture in your apartment, is that
owned individually or do you go in together on things like
that?'®

Ann: At this point, most of the things we have are owned
individually because we came to the relationship with most of
the things that we already owned. Recently we bought several
items jointly, although we’ve made contingency plans for what
should happen to the things should we split up.'®

Pete: So that’s always a consideration, the fact that your
relationship might terminate some day.

John: Well, I think that plus the idea that we’re both independent
individuals and we want to make sure that we remain
independent even though we might together end the relation-
ship.

Pete: How ’bout more costly things, you mentioned a con-
dominium’ 7 that you would go in on together. How about the
other things?

John: Well, I know that recently I bought a car and I bought that
individually because I wanted a car and Ann didn’t necessarily
want one, so that’s something that I own alone. Now, you
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know, with the condominium, we’re both going to share the
cost of that and you know we’ll share the rent as well as the
down payment'® and all the other costs involved in buying a
condominium.

Pete: Now earlier you mentioned that you were divorced. There’s
been quite a bit of divorce in this country, especially among
people who get married in their very early twenties, say, right
out of high school or right out of college and after three or four
years decide to call it quits.'® Has that influenced you two in
your decision not to get married?

Ann: Definitely, I think it makes you want to take as much time
as possible and make as wise a decision as possible...about the
whole marriage issue. I think living together gives you an
opportunity to test out’® another person, to test out the
relationship and hopefully by doing this and before making a
decision to become married you’ll have more information so
you don’t end up being another divorce statistic.?!

John: Yeah, I know, as you said, Pete, there’s a lot of divorce
nowadays and I think that probably half of my friends who got
married in their early twenties are now divorced and so it makes
you want to be more sure, more careful about entering into a
marriage relationship.

Pete: With this relaxed type of society?? you do have that luxury
nowadays, don’t you?

Ann: Yeah.

Pete: Are there any other considerations that keep you from
getting married?

Ann: Oh, yeah. There’s also a financial consideration. John and I
have been filling out our tax forms for 1977.2% And we’ve
discovered that if we’ve been married in 1977, we would’ve paid
six hundred additional dollars in tax money than we did pay
since we’re not married.

John: Yeah, it’s sort of funny that the government gives you a tax
advantage if you’re not married and living together rather than
being married.

Pete: Well, anyway how about time commitment??? A lot of
married couples feel that they are responsible to one another
and that they must accompany one another wherever they go.
Do you feel free to take off for say, a week or spend the night
with the boys if you want to, John?

John: Yeah, I think so. I think that while we spend most of our
time together, our free time together, is that both of us feel that
you need time with other people also and whether that’s out
with the boys or taking a day off by yourself or whatever...]
think we both feel free to do that.

Pete: Um, I see.

Ann: We also both feel free in our jobs to do whatever we like.
We both have positions where we’re doing a lot of traveling and
there may be periods of time when we’re gone for several days
or for a week even. And we’ve both accepted that and are
supportive of each other’s schedules.

Pete: Um, I see. Do you feel that you're different from your
married friends in this respect?? S
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John: No, I think that most of our married friends are young
professional people who pretty much have an independent
relationships?® and also have careers as well as married life. And
want to continue those careers, particularly the women even
though they are married.

Pete: Do you feel a social obligation to one another? For
instance, John, if you saw a girl that you wanted to ask out,?”
would you feel compelled not to because of your realtionship
with Ann?

John: Yeah, I think that in that way®® we’re pretty much like a
married couple...we’ve made a commitment to each other and I
think that neither of us would date another person, unless we
had a long discussion about it first and I can’t imagine that
happening.

Pete: I see what you mean. So you feel tied down emotionally
rather than by some institution??°

John: Exactly.

Ann: However, I just want to add that since we’ve been in our
relationship we’ve both made several good friends of the
opposite sex and we’ve maintained those relationships. We
occassionally see these good friends of the opposite sex in social
situations but it’s not really a dating situation.?°

Pete: There’s no romance involved?

John: No.

Ann: No romance. However, they’re our friends of the opposite
sex.

John: You’re free to go out with a ... you know, I’'m free to go
out with a woman and Ann’s free to go out with a man friend.

Pete: And you don’t regard this is peculiar at all?

John: No. In fact, I think that’s another trend that’s emerging too
is that you can be friends without having a romance.

Pete: Well, thank you very much for your enlightening com-
ments and I'd like to wish you the greatest amount of success
with your relationship.

John and Ann: Thank you.
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