FAMILY COUNCIL
CONVENTION SET

Opening Session to Hear:
William C. Nichals

Educators, government offi-
cials and labor leaders will dis-
cuss “Man and His Worlds of
Living, Loving and Laboring”
at the annual four-day meeting
of - the National Council on
Family Relations beginning
Wednesday, Oct. 16, at the
Jung Hotel.

William C. Nichols Jr., Ed. D
of the Merrill-Palmer Instltute,
Detroit, will address the open-
ing plenary session at 7:30 p.m.
Oct. 16. His topic wil be “Work |
. and Family Life . . . A Male
Dilemma.” |

Leo Perlis, director of the
Department of Community
Services, AFL-CIO, will speak
on “The Family, the Man and
His  Work” at the Thursda\
afternoon session, Oct. 17.

The third speaker will be Jo-
seph H. Douglass, Ph.D., staff
director of the 1970 White
House Conference on Children
and Youth and chief of the In-
teragency Liaison Branch, Na-
tional Institute of  Mental
Health. He will speak at 2 p.m.
Oct. 18 on *“The Child, the
Father of the Man.”

Council president, William F.
Kenkel, Ph.D, will deliver the
address on ‘‘Marriage and the
Family in Modern Science Fic-
tion” at the Qct. 18 banquet.
Dr. Kenkel is with the depart-
ment of sociology at the Uni-
versity of Kentucky.

President of the coming year
is Mrs. Elizabeth S. Force, di-
rector of the Family Life Edu-
cation Division of the American
Social Health Assocmtlon New
Ymk Clty
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White House Dlrector Says Dissent of Youth I sH ealthy

Addlesses Council on
Family Relations

The present “dissent of youth
is a healthy nationa) catharsis”
because it makes adults admit
and recognize socicty’s many
problems, Dr. Joseph H. Doug-
lass of Washinglon, D.C., said
here Friday.

Douglass, staif director of the
1970 White House Conference on
Children and Youth, addressed
a meeting of the National Coun-
cil on Family Rclalions con-
ducted at the Jung Iolel,

“At long last, we are facing
up lo and coming to grips with
the manifold problems of our
socicly,” he said, adding,
are being pwdded and pushed
into action by our youth.

“Qur youths are shaking the
foundations of our complacency
and the instilutions of our so-
ciety.

desp-eraiely need, and that is
long overdue. Some aspects of
their ‘revolution’ may be our
best hope.”

Douglass is a former official
of the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare and
currently chief of the inter-
agency branch of the National
Institute of Mental Iiealth,

He was introduced by Mrs.
Elizabeth S, Force, director,
family life education, American
Social Health Assn., New York.

She said he was chosen to
give his address, ““The Child,
the Father of the Man,” “not
for what he knows but for what
he is.”

Douglass, aged 50, holds
bachelor’s and masier's degreeg
from Fisk Universily and a
doctorale in philosophy Irom
Harvard University,

1le said there are many de-
vclopinents today ihat threaten

. “It is a shakeup that welthe fubric of family living, such

as the “ongoing revolution in

family, though changed, can

sexual behavior,” the possibili-|continue to ful[lll its humanizing
ty of “programmed births” andirele as the nurturer of our so-

big technological changes which
“have tended to depress indi-
viduality” or ‘personhood.’ ’’
“The child is the target of
many unseen, unverbalized and
contradictory forces that push
and pult him,” Douglass said.

However, he concluded, “TheJ

lcial heritage .

“What is at stake is nothing!
less than the kind of world in
which our children wiil live, the
way they will Jead their lives,
and in fact the very continued
existence of humankind on this
planet.”













‘Family Life Experts
Mired on Morality

By MOLLY IVINS
Minneapolis Tribune Stafl Writer

moTEC e e

NEW ORLEANS, La—A
gtoup of mare than 500
snciologists, psycholopists
and educators have wan-
dered intn the field of
morals and found it rough
goiog.

The experts, pathered
here for the annual meet-
ing of the National Coun-
¢il on Family Relations,
find maorality is their hot-
test topic of debate.

They are not wringing
their hands over moral de-
cay in the country. But
they are seriousiy ques-
tioning themselves about
whether they can teach
values to voung people or
whether they can keep
values out of what they
teach and, if they teach
values, whose wifl they
teach?

ONE OF THE men who
has done the most work
digging into this quapmire
is Dr. Lester Kirkendall,
authnr and professor of
family life al Orecon State
University.

“The old bases of moral
autharily—religion and tra-
ditions handed down—are
in the process of c¢ol-
lapsing.” said Kirkendall.
“Few can accept them
any more,

“"Many people nowadays
have no morat authority
to which they refer at afl
and others are trying o
get what they need through
following the
studies. They are still seek-
ing an authority even
though they refuse to ac-
cept the traditional ones.”

KIRKENDALL'S thesis is
that a new marality is
arising based on the es-
sential nature of humanity.

*We must first find out
what human beings are—
rather a large order—and
then develop a morality
which will contribute 1o
individual self-realization.

““Some people think that
human beings are warlike

_and moral sysiems must.

scientific

discipline their real nature.

"l bhelieve that humang
are both sncial and anti-
socizl and that their basic
instinct is to reach out to
olthers—io love and be
ioved, And I believe that if
piven the opportunity this
instinct will prevail over
the others.

“WE MUST seek to
form a morality which
fosters honest, accepting,
joving impulses—morality
should not be a matter of
defining that which is
wrong.

"We have clearly done &
very poor job in some
areas—business and organ-
ized warfare most notably.

*“In working with any
small groups of individuals
—no matter what their
hostilities, I find that they
are always reaching out.”

Kirkendall believeg the
problem of developing a
new morality is crucial he-
cause society iz becoming
increasingly depersonalized
and dehumanized.

“IF WE SET up a moral-
ity—standards, taboos and
the like—it becomes a
matter of accepting or re-
jecting it. But behavior
patterns are really g proc-
ess. If we define a new
morality, not as rules but
as a process which en-
courages genuineness and
openness in any situation,
then we will have a moral-
ity which can cope with
the pressures of this
society,

"You see, pecple say
that it becomes more and
more difficult to hold hu-
manistic values—to cher-
ish each individual as
uni¢ue—hecause there are
so many people,

“That is true perhaps in
the urban areas where
people are so stacked up
upon one another. But the
great danger in this society
is that we 8o specialize
life processes that we can-
not see unity of life,”
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