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Poople should not be restricted from gaining an educatlon because

they have children. There should be a day care center on canpus

to permit mothers and in fact parents ln general to attend
sehool unhampered..

I a6ree wibh your sentiments. Howevern whont would you have pay

for thls day care center? The tax payer or those benefitting
from the service?

A soclety as sophistlcated and materially affluent such as ourst
should provicle the mearts for parsons burdened with chlld rearing
to acquire an ed.ueation. This will benefit the entire comrnunity
ny raising *tandardn of education and eventual productivity" ^ ..rn direct answer to your question, T would say those users of the
day care facllity should pay inversely to n9?d' The poort

"od 
orr**ployed and rrnwed mothere, etc. should pay the leastr tf

at all.

You
way
pay

mean that those not usJ-ng the day care center, and by the
that might include nany persons with young chi-ldren, should
for those who do?

bJell.oc S€8! Beeauee these people really need it and soclety
owes thern thatl

The point ls that people can choose when to have.children - at
the very least, their-offspring is their responelbilttyl My

wife and I chose not to trave crrttdren durlng college. Why,ehould

we have to pay - oven inrlirectly - for tha poor plannlng of
others?

First of atl, it ls the right of all to have children, to expect

an education and to have preselng needs satisfied by society.
This ls even nore true ln the case of mLnorities since white
socieby in the past and lnstitutional racisrn in the present has

worked to deny baslc hunan prlvileges to these people. Thls must

be nade-up bY societY.

May I anstrer that statement eategorically?

Yes".. go ahead'

per:haps tt ts the right and privil.ege of all to ebare in the Joye

ana futftllmcnt of ctrita reartng. However, wlth righta come

responsibilitieg. It Is a privllege to create and develop

another human being. Those who regard this as a burden ehould

avoidhavingchlldrenorsuffertheconsequonceB.ItisaSrosa
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understatement when I say th.aL, in crur age, not all persons
need participate in the reproductlve process. To force those who
have absta.ined from having children to pay for thoee who have, is
to penaliao (and doubly in sone casee) thoee who are cooperatlug
in solvlng the probl-en of overpopulatlon.

Now, I would turn to your impJ-Led concept of ttsociaL realisrn.rl
Firstn that rt6ocJ"etyrr exists as anythl"ng other than a auper-
pedagogical- device ie to lndulge ln the fallacy of mieplaced
concretenes€;, ilSocietyrr ls made up of indLviduals, which by the
waJr are rrrealrn who, imbued wtth cultural values produced and
paesed - on by other l-ndivl-duals (past and present), behave and
interact with other indivlduals. The I'structuresrr of such
society is determined pJrqlI by the decisions of lndividuals
to procluce, consumer Bave, invest, believe! not to believe. To
thtnk or not to think, to lggl$lgr }!n}rl?te. gI to creale ag*
g{gglee!,g. These individuals have a real effect on the object -
world and on each other. Thelr ideas and their obJect - trans-
forms may go on even after their death, In other words, ttsocLelytt
coukl not exlst without individuals but the reveree is not
true" rtSocietytr ls merely a name for the way ln whieh indJ-viduale
chooee to organize themsolves" rtSocletytt only appears to have its
own separate identity, above and beyond indivlduals because of the
intellectual process of summarizing the size effecte of large
groups of tndivlduale sharing (often temporarily) certaln
characterlstics. It is a very useful" deviee for lntel-lectual
abstraction. However, ilsociety" cannot be a moral - ethlcal
enti.ty" Social ellteoo groups of individuale who control other
ind.lviduals and material processesr can be held to account but
not ?tSociety.rt Society cannot be held l-iable since it doos not
obJectivel-y exist and second the transience of relationships
between individuals, as welL as the departure of.persons fron
the scene doee not perml"t a Logical system of largo group
accountabillty. Even if the term trSocletyrr were reduced to
slgnify the power - ellte and their supporters as responeible
and accountable asents for everyone, bre would stll-l have to
ask * which 'rSocietyrr - when? And ultimately it would devolve
l-nto a g*gqt:ign gf glg 'joqq" yhat t-o- g!g?

In the case of taxpayer supported child care centers, the vast
majority of persons could Just,ly claim to have had a paternity,/
rnaternity suite erroneously filed against then.

By appealtng to the fallacious concept of rrsoeietyil it permits
you to impose a blanket penalty on the many to pay for the
irresponsibility of a few, Ultfunately thlsPllonotes any conceivable
group to nilk ttsocletyrf for l-te own quota of tfneeds.rt If taken
to lts logical extremer this means that everyone can demand others
to pay for his frllg6dgtt via rteociety'r and its strongarm - govern-
ment. To ne, thls appeara to be, ln principle, nothlng lees
than a totalltarian rip-off.

Ju1es: That is really selfish and facistic but f am going to answer
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Jules:

your asoertlons rfeategorically.tr 
^Soclety is very real . It

operates llke any other system an<l lts sum ls greater that its
r)rrr{T:, And, T can prove this by demondtratlng lta offects. In
contradiction to your nalve implication than a.n individual or
indivlduals could survl"ve without eociety, I ean acsure you
that uithout education and material thlngs euch as food, shelter
and cl-othlng provided by bhe soeial syetem he would not eurvlve!
In fact, r'rithout the loving rcare of a motherr, many children
grow up retarded. ?he separation of mother and infanb, and the
debilitati-ve envi-ronnent of state - run orphanages are the out-
growt,h of very definable socj-al condi"tions" These include, the
explol-tation of labor, naterial poverty produced by the ln*
equllable distribution of goods and servieee. These are products
of capitalist - imperlalist society and its sexl-sm, racisn, and
corporate monopol-ies on a world scale. These condltions are very
IggL to milllons of persons,

In sum, soeiety is real not only beeause of its very obJectl-
fiable effects and conditions, and a discernable nacrostructure
which transcends the individual in a qualitative organizatlonal
uay, but because the individual logtcally depende on soelety
for survival. And this is empiecally veriflable throughout
history.

And in reply to your cynical conment that asking for day care
centers would be, ln effect, to slap a paternity suit on societyt
I would say that those individual nernbers of society are given
a unique opportunity to contrlbute to the fuLure in the develop-
ment of new persons.

t{ltbout appearlng facetlous, f would prefer to ba a godfather
than a groom in a shotgun weddlng" In other wordso when you
ttgivert a ttunlque opportunitytr to menbers of eociety please
remember that these are often not optional for the individual
but mandatory by Iaw"

l'lore importantly, I would agree that individual interaction in
the past and in the present have produeed often abhorrent lives
for many, thls does noto howeverrprove the real existance of the
social phenomenon.

For examplen you polnt to the existance of a tfdiscernable oacro-
structure'r transcending the lndivldual. Law, legal statutest
and the juridical procese would certainly conprise a part of this
so called rnacrostructure, But if we look at )-aw, we can empiori-
caI1y identify lts indlvidual orlgins. The mosaj-e code is
ostensibly the law of God, but note 'rellt that God did not
diffuse the law sinultaneouely among the feurs. The rrlaltrr did
not lntrude lnto their ttcol"lective nind.tr fn factr Moses went
alone and returned alone and found llttle svmpathy for the code.
Social theorist should take note that though a whole peoplo
wa6, raleased from the bondage, i.t was one man who codified
social mores. This goes for the Napoleanic Code, and the code
of Nebachudnezuar. Even Brittish common-Law is based on indivi-
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dual l.ltigational precedents"

llow ib mlght be argued that the level of law is rlependent on a
r*lder context of cultural and eocial change. The individuaL,
then would nerely represent a focal point of expreeslon, a voice
rnirroring general changes in let us 6ay the |tproductlve nodeil i.6.
economlc eonditions and changes ln general social relatlonshipe.
This represents an elaborate tautology that explains individual
human behavior in terms of the soeiocultural matrix. Simply,
it states that indtvidual accomplishrnents can only result from
conditions of eoelal environment slnce man ls a social animal
and hence whatever he does nuet be a reeult of the soeial element.

Thls ie a. riifficult tautology to dleprove becauge of the ln*
fluenee on individual decision-making by thelr fellows ae well
as the state of material condltions, The reeldual folklore,
llterature, technology, rellgion, stateeraft, art and archl-
tecture does strongly affect the disposition of the individual,
This is especlally true ln the rfformatlve yearstr of youth.
Lj-fe is often too short for many persons to develope an arti-
culate expressi-on of their own unique capacitien, This works
to gllbly aosign a social deterninism to individual motivation,
reflection and expreseion. If lndividuals commonly lived for
centurles, the hyperstatizatlon of the social would probably
greatly dominate.

A good exanple, however, of indlvldual expression whlch definitaly
was not of its time and wag not a reaction to the social frcontra-
dictionsfi of that ttperiodrf wa5 that of Leonardo Da Vinci. His
lnventlons and ideas were so far removed from the world of his
peers that no theory of eocial- reality and its attendant
deterrniniom can explain away this anomaly. Da Vlncl llved
largly ilin a v*orldtf of his own naking. Unfortunatelyo very few
persons have had the maturity, lntelllgence or integrlty to
match this leve1 of unique expreseion,

fn terms of the hlstory of world demography we ehould remenber
that for thousands of years the nredlan age expectancy hovered
around thirty years. Those uho lived beyond could aspire with
a large chance of success to participate ln the ruling gerorrt,o-
craey" Indivlduation under these conditions had llttle chance
for effective expression. Tradition and coercLve etatus and
authority determined oners survLval,

Even in our present stage of the rrdemographlc transi.tionrr where
the world median age expectancy approaches fifty, approxiamately
one-half of the population is under twenty one. And this figure
ls heavily weighted to those under puberty. Thie promotes
a tendency in lndividuale to accept a non-indlvidualistic
conforml-st determlnistic and coercivo view of human nature. This
is after alln the psychology of the ilchlld.rt Wlth very few
exceptions, children are coerced and disclplined by arbitrary
authorities at home and at echool, Conformlty within the peer
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JuIes:

group ls rlgid and novelty in behavior and expresslon by an
outsider or on the part of one with low rank in the pecking
order, Ls cruelly dlsparaged. Status ls galned through aserip-
tion" Joining and follo'*ing is practiced daily and ironically
enough, this ls called the frsoclollzation process.tr Thoee who
resist rrsocializationil are slowly reduced to neurological pu1p.

These interpersonal relatlonships and not rrsocj.alrt conditions
create a. body of intel.lectual abetractions r*flecting a wide-
spread neurosis. The child gro,ts lnto adulthood no longer
mouthlng or acribbllng four letter words but very complex
inprecatione about certain kinds of ltsociety.rr Trenendous fear
and hostility are eautiously vented againot cleverly constructed
mythlcal rrmacrostructures"tf The caution in attacking scapegoats
and strawdogs comes frout yeera of having baen eubjected to the
brutality (nental and physical) of the arbitrary and vicious
punishment of the irate parent, the brusque and scolding teacher'
the etreet gang whipplng, the Jeers of other children. This
accourrts for the tlmlcl conformity of many ttsoclalrr theoriets
and so called rtradicalrr social activi-ste.

My sampling may have been blasedn Jules, but I have noticed a
common temperament among thoee who discount the notlon of
lndividual value. Thoy tend to be peeviehly self*righteous as if
their asaumptions about the world were beyond roproof, Moet
glarin6, ls their tendency to employ all kinde of grandloseLy
abstract eoncepts such as thoee of rfclassril rtsocietyrrr and
t'institution'r uhile simultaneously demandlng that discussion be
linited to emplrical partlculars " Any diseussion or questionlng
of theoretical aesumptiona are denounced by theee ?reocial
activistsrr as an rrover abstractiontt of the rrquestion.il The
rrquestiontt often being how a particular group c9rl, gouge every-
body else, via the bureaucracyr for some eaay money.

Wel1n I really donrt have the time to listen to this reactionary
erapl It doeentt look like yourre going to oign this petition
for etate funding of a day care center. f donrt know how I
ever get involved in these conversations anyway! I have to
collect signaturest
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