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shorter hair became symbols of this process, but even more significant Wag
the appearance in the outside world of a great increase in the Numbe,
of jobs that could be done best, or only, by women. As part of thjg
process, there took place considerable changes in bourgeois morality
the ending of chaperonage, greater freedom between the sexes, and ri}é
acceptance of divorce as morally possible in bourgeois life (a custom
that came in from the stage and cinema).

As part of this whole process, there occurred a dramatic event of
great social significance. This was the reversal in longevity expcctatioﬁs
of men and women in adult life. A century ago (to be sm:c, in
rural context), a twenty-year-old man could expect to live lo
a twenty-year-old wife. In fact, such a man might well bury two or
three wives, usually from the mortality associated with childbirth or other
female problems. Today, a twenty-year-old man has little expectation of
living as long as a twenty-year-old woman. To make marters worse, a
twenty-year-old woman a century ago married a man considerably older
than herself, at least in the middie classes, simply because future 'prefer-
ence required that a man be established economically before he began to
raise a family.

Today, from a series of causes, such as the extension of the female
expectation of life faster than the male expectation, the increased prac-
tice of birth control, coeducation (which brings the sexes into contact at
the same age), weakening of future preference and of the middle-class
outlook generally, which leads to marriages by couples of about the
same age, husbands now generally die before their wives. Recognition of
this, the increased independence of women, adaptation to taxes and other
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legal nuisances, has given rise to joint financial accounts, to property

being put in the wife’s name, and to greatly increased insurance benefits
for wives. Gradually the wealth of the country became female-owned,
even if still largely male-controlled.

But this had subtle results; it made women more independent and more
outspoken. Bourgeois men gradually came to live under a regime of per-
sistent nagging to become “better providers.” To many men, work be-
came a refuge and a relief from domestic revelations of the inadequaclf
of their performance as economic achievers. This growth of overwort
of constant tension, of frustration of emotional life and of leisure begt;r;
to make more and more men increasingly willing to accept dear‘h aﬁ m-
only method of achieving rest. Bourgeois men literally began to k{” ¢ \?er-
selves, by unconscious psychic suicide, from overwork, neuroti¢ (i) 2
indulgence in alcohol, smoking, work, and violent leisure, and the ms
class slowly increased its proportion of materially endowed Wldﬂ: ;:en-

One notable change in this whole process was a shift, over the p;’ The
tury, from the male-dominated family to a female-dominated fami ic.asiﬂg
locality in which the young couple set up their home had an mcum :
tendency to be matrilocal rather than patrilocal. In increasing ©
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1ses, where the young couple married before the groom'’s educationnl
ess was finished, they even lived with her family (but very rarely with
ily). Increasingly part of the burden of housework was shifted to
 husband: washing dishes, buying groceries, even tending the children.
840 a child could cry at night and would invariably be tended by its
ther, while the father slept peacefully on, totally unaware of what was
g on. By 1960, if a child cried at night, the chances were as likely as
t that the mother would hear nothing while the father took over the
essary activities. If this were questioned by anyone, the mother’s
was pointed: “I take care of baby all day; I don't see why he can’t
care of it at night!”
Closely related to this confusion, or even reversal, of the social roles
the sexes was decreasing sexual differentiation in child-rearing prac-
As recently as the 1920's girl babies were reared differently from
s. They were dressed differently, treated differently, permitted to do
ferent things, and admonished about different dangers. By 1960, chil-
regardless of sex, were all being brought up the same. Indeed,
with short cropped hair and playsuits on both, it became impossible to
sure which was which. This led to a decrease in the personality dif-
ences of men and women, with males becoming more submissive and
1ales more aggressive.
This tendency was accelerated by new techniques of education, espe-
cially in the first twelve years of life. The neurological maturation of
s was faster than that of boys, especially in regard to coordination,
h as in feeding oneself, talking, dressing oneself, toilet-training,
ning to read, and general adjustment to school. The shift from home
school in the early grades was adjusted to by girls more easily than
boys, partly because girls were more self-assured and gregarious. By
~age of ten or twelve, girls were developed physically, neurologi-
ally, emotionally, and socially about two years in advance of boys.
‘this tended to make boys less self-assured, indecisive, weak, and de-
dent. The steady increase in the percentage of women teachers in the
’er grades worked in the same direction, since women teachers
red girls and praised those attitudes and techniques that were more
atural to girls. New methods, such as the whole-word method of teach-
reading or the use of true-and-false or multiple-choice examinations,
 also betrer adapted to female than to masculine talents. Less and
' €mphasis was placed on critical judgment, while more and more
5 placed on intuitive or subjective decisions. In this environment girls
better, and boys felt inferior or decided that school was a place
8irls and not for boys. The growing aggressiveness of girls pushed
hesitant boys aside and intensified the problem. As consequences
his, boys had twice as many “nonreaders” as girls, several times as many
tterers, and many times as many teen-age bedwetters.
While the outside world was decrcasing its differential treatment of chil-




