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than one or two children if one is going to enjoy ‘“‘family life” over a signifi-
cant portion of one’s lifetime. This need is increased rather than lessened by
improved life expectancy. Insofar as women focus their energies and emotions
on their families, one cannot expect that they will be satisfied to play their
only important role for a diminishing -fraction of their lives, or that. they will
readily regard make-work and dead-end jobs as a substitute for “mothering.”
The notion that most women will “see the error of their ways” and decide to
have two-child families is naive, since few healthy and energetic women will
be so misguided as to deprive themselves of most of the rewards society has to
offer them and choose a situation that allows them neither a life’s work out-
side the home nor one within it. Those who do deprive themselves in this fash-
ion are, in effect, taking the brunt of the still existing maladjustment between
the roles of women and the reproductive needs of society. In a society oriented
around achievement and accomplishment, such women are exceptionally vulner-
able to depression, frustration, and a sense of futility, because they are being
blocked from a sense of fulfillment both at home and abroad..

In sum, the problem of inhibiting population growth in the United States
cannot be dealt with in terms of “family-planning needs” because this country
is well beyond the point of “needing” birth control methods. Indeed, even the
poor seem not to be a last outpost for family-planning attention. If we wish to
limit our growth, such a desire implies basic changes in the social organization
of reproduction that will make nonmarriage, childlessness, and small (two-
child) families far more prevalent than they are now. A new policy, to achieve
such ends, can take advantage of the antinatalist tendencies that our present
institutions have suppressed. This will involve the lifting of penalties for
antinatalist behavior rather than the “creation” of new ways of life. This
behavior already exists among us as part of our covert and deviant culture, on
the one hand, and our elite and artistic culture, on the other. Such antinatalist
tendencies have also found expression in feminism, which has been stifled in
the United States by means of systematic legal, educational, and social pres-
sures concerned with women’s “obligations” to create and care for children. A
fertility-control policy ‘that does not take into account the need to alter the
present structure of reproduction in these and other ways merely trivializes
the problem of population control and misleads those who have the power to
guide our country toward completing the vital revolution.
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