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Part 1

Although many people enjoy rcferring to families as teme, serious
scholars have not used this figure of speech very often in their theoretical
conceptnalizations of family interaction. There has been, however, an at-
tempt to conceptualize the family in terms of games theory, and it is at thot

point that we wish tu begin our analysis of how v.:rious members of the family
affect each other.

The marital relationship has often been described in games theory
terms -- usually in terms of a '"zero-sum' game or contest -- one in which
there is a winner and a loser: if I score a point, my spouse loses a point.
Less often has marriage buon portrayed in scholarly works as a game in which

points are scored for the team rather than for or against the individual
"contestants," '

Many years ago-Ibsen claimed that "marriage is a very sea of calls and
claims, which we have but little to do with love.'" Ten yeaxrs ago, Eric
3erne popularized this game anproach in his book Games Peonla Play. He hrought
tn our attention how relationships between two individuals =- such as a
husbaad and a wife -- tend to become routinized, stylized, repeated and
ragularizad ascording to ceme unwritten but well understood rules =- much like
a game. Further, marital rnlationships were not to be regarded as ''fun and
games' becavse often there was very little fun or play in the games husbands
and wives played. Often these games are grim, serious business, sith less
rlay and more hostility, less enjoyment and more focus on brutal victory.
Just break a rule, and you'll find out how serious the matter is. (Do you
remenber how Elizabeth Taylor broke the rules o her gam? with Richard '~
Burton in "Who's Afraid of Virginia Woolf?'" <- how ske was peanalized for
that in rac* o7

From this "gamea'" point of view, child rearing i; an educational rro-
cess by which the child is taught what gamnes to play and how to play them --
later, as he chooses friends or a spouse, he tries vo find somcone who [i11
play his kind of games, cr at lecast somecone who can be boaten at his kind
of games,
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The person, for example, who plays the "IF IT WLREN'T FOR YOU" game
has to find a spousa who will restrict him (nr her) so riuch that there will
geem to te some valldiry to his nerpesaal  exense: 1 could have been happy,
ur a success, or bezutiful, or rich, or something, IF IT WEREN'T FOR YOU.
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Long before Berne, however, other writcra vieved the family in terrs
of game theory, usually without call’ ag ir that., In on2 of his carly works,
Peter DeVries descrihed this cozy mavital scona:

He had returned from work one avening the first winter of their
marriage to find her chovelinz snow in a mink coat, hacking at
the docrstep with a garden spade, for hadn't he .lco neglected
to get a proper shovel? . . . He had marched into the house and
pulled from the bureau drawers all the shirts he could find
without buttons and sewed them on. '

Thus, when she came in, it was to find him doing woman's work,
equally neglected if it came to that. It was how they fought,
doing one arnother's chores, She would mount the ladder and
put up the atorm windows he had been badgered in vain to get.
at; cuming home to find that all shipchape, ho would tramp in-
side and wash dishes let accumu’ate in the sink. Once a woman
dropped in, of the neighborly sort who do so without knocking,
to find both of them sitting on the parlor floor, polishing
one another'~ shoes. 'Aw,'" she szid, beaming on the scene,
"how sweet. I wish Jack and I got along like that."

(Through the Fiaslds of Clovear, 1959, p. 112

And even before DeVries gave us his Monday Morning Quarterback analysis of
marriage, we had the classical Gauecsmanship and One-Upsmanship dascripti.os
of the human comedy by Stephen Potter. Fotter focused ca conversaticn,
which he analyzed in terms of tricks or ploys designed to iwprove a person's
positior by putting him one up and his "opponent' one down.

A typica! Potter put-down is to let some authority on, say, Israel,
valk and ralk about the subject and show his extensive and very real know=-
ledge -- und then say som=thing vague, but impraseive, such as, yes, vhiat
you say is rather true for the country ns a whole, but not in the South.

Yo matter what anyone knows about any place, you can always raise the reason-
able doubt that it is true in the South. Another trick of Gamesmanship is

to refer to ficticious authcrities. Oh, did you find cnat to be so?
{nteresting that Gumplowicz assumed he did away with that myth,

Potter tells us hou to behave =- as o Gauesman -- if a friend buys
a more cxpensive housrt than we own: Oh, I think you've done so well with
thrs housn -- you got around the awkwardnesses adwirably; 1 suppose you had
to have the window thicre; of coursc, it's really from next door that this
touse really looks grand; I thirk it was wise of you to leave the old paint
on the walls == it's so hard to get painters to do a good job today. Pointsl

Poctsrs, Potter naya, are just naturally cne-up on anybody elce; it's
difficult *o be in command of the situation when you have to stand around
with ro clothes on, being poked, end opening and shutting your mouth whenevey
amoe joker says "say ah.,'' Of course, you might, in dofeuse, ingquire about
the doctos's credentials for doing p3ychotherapy, but it is only ahout half
a point.

(i{y )9
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An American in England should, to show his gameo.taasinip, cxelaim with
great enthusiasm over tha quaint charm of some esnacially medevn, coatcmporary
butliing. "Like something out of Kinling" is a good line. In scliool, ac-
cording to Potter, scholars concentiate on subjects, but gomcsmen conceutrate
on teachers,

Let me, then, turn to the question of learning to play the game. That
seems like a proper concerrn Yor a school teacher. How ahcut the £a%es
parents play?! First, vho taught us to play the parent game? Our parents;
yes. But also our {riends and our cnemies. Fooks we read, movies we saw
and TV. And perhaps we taught ourselves, And here's a switch: Maybe our
children tausht us to be parents, and we t2ught our parents to be parents.

Or is that going backward?

At least I would like to suggest to you that ve can learn sowething
about family life by focusing on the impact children have on the adults who
play the family game -- the affect of kids on marriages,

Cre of the fringe benefits of working on a college campus is that
the prolessor learns something from the students =- and gets paid for doing
it! We bhave learned, for exampie, that our students have very high expecta-
tions for marriage, and many of them work hard to coavert their expectations
into reality,

It's not that these young people are unrealistic, cr even "over-ideal-
istic,” although being young and in love can blur one's view of reality,
But thev've seen too much marital hell to expect it to be. celestial. Still,
they exvect good marriages -- better marriages than their parenis have, and
even better marriages than most of their friends have. (ur own rascarch haa
shown us that,

And, as mentionad, many of them are doing somethins more than simply
expectiry good marriages. They flock into our campus marriage preparatiocn
courses and our volunteer (non-credit) evening lectures and discucsions cf
marriage. They put prassure on their churches for marriage study eroups,
a~} rhey provide the memh2rsbips aad enthusia-ms that have made tle marziage
eanrichment prosram one of Amarica's most exciting mass movements.

This is also the most snif-ccnrcinus genscation we have seen concorning
coumunfcaticns in marrizge. Scmetimes we uonclude that thess young people
have replaced rhe old fashioned rarital cblications to leve, honor and obey
with the one new obligation: ‘"cormunicatel!" 1It's that important. Cur
studerts will read books about communication, will join groups which practice
communications exercices, and will gelf-consciously monitor their own communi-
cations -- listen to thermselves comiunicating -- in order to improve this
aspe.:t of their interporsonhsl reilationships., It is that important.

This is the generetion which, if they continue to express their current
values, will make sex education and family life educatinon universal in our
*heole, an’ will nut trewondous pressures on the state, church and schnol
to previde marital -- and pre-marital -- counseling. On our campus, they
a'so are the genaration which is asking to be trained to be family life and
$e 2qucators, and they have made our merriane counseling trainirs the wost
pupular pregram our Depertment offers.
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Of course, another way this peneration shows how inportant goad
marriate is, is by pot getting married, Marriage, meny scen to £y, 1S not
for everyene: Shane up or stay single, Some of those who are living togerher,
but not married, ave expressing a pusitive philosophy, not an aenti-marriage
philosophy. They are expressing the belief that marriage should b2 gcod «-
really good -- and they will live together until they know that they can
make a govd marriage, Not every foo. should marry, thzy say.

To be sure, all of our gencralizacions are subdject to wuch excepticu.
Some of today's college youth, like some of previous genzrations, have rather
minimal expectations for marriage. And many wore have high expectations, but
low ambition to work to achiecve these expectations, It was always thus,
However, our gencral view is that the problem today is not low expectation
or low involvement in making marriape work.

The problem that we see is that these enthusiasms regarding marriage
are not matched by high expectations and high energy output regarding
parancing. Marriage is a big responsibility, but parcnthood is a bigger one.
Marri.ize demands more than good intentions and a bumbling, leave-it-to-chance
arproach. To rear a child in today's world certainly requires no less. We
receive the students' message loud and clear: '"The institution of marriage
neecs improvement.' And we respond with a message, hopefully of equal loud-
ness and clariry: ''So does parenthood!"

Luckily, many voices inour society are sending this message today.
Covernmental programs are putting new emphasis on trairing-for-parenthocd
in our high schools, books on parenting are selling well, private classes in
raising parental competencies have sprung up everywhere, and on our campus,
as in most universities, we do teach courses in education for parenthood.
Still, compared with other educational emphzses, parenthood gots very little
of our attention in colleges, and Herbert Spencer's incredulity of 100 years
ago 18 just about as pertinent today:

If by some strange chance not a vestige of us descended to the
remote Future, save a pile of our school books or some college
eramination papers, we may imagine how puzzled an historian of
the period weuld be on findin; in them no indication that the
learners were ever likely to be parcnts., 'fhis wust have been
th~ curriculum for their sel:!bates'" we may fancy him concluding.
"I perceive here an ciaborate preparaticn for many things;
especially for reading the books of ewxtinct nations and of co-
existing nations...; but find no reference whatever to the
bringing up of children. They could not have been so absurd

as tn omit all training for this gravast of all respcnsibilities.
Evidently then, this was the school course of onz of their
menastic ordars,

Snt eur ration recognizes that something must be done to improve our ability
‘o rear future generations. Sugspestions abound., Some experts secc voluntary
childlaseness 23 the soiutlon. Some advise marriage in two steps, with
© oy [T heirs secarved for thos2 peonle who are apnrovid to te parent s,
Others believe that fon the f{uture we will prohibit mothera and fathers from
workin® ot ol the home when children are young or are in soccial nee.
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o parents. [a Yencral the experts secem to predict that our society will
become more liberdl and more tolevant regardieg sex and marriace in the
future, but more cdnservative and more strict in our regulatious of conception
and parenthood,

This would seem t me all to the good. At the very least I would
expect couples t.. be most conservative before having that first child. O
at least to take a careful look at the possible effects that getting children
might have on their marriage.

Of course, there are economic aspects to consider. Lot's not pooh~-poch
mere money, If I ask you and your spouse to sperd $100,000 for something,
isn't the economic aspect apt to be important to you? The Commission on
Population Growth and the American Future estimated that it costs the average
family betwoen $80,000 and $150,000 to raise two children and send them
throuch college. And that {3 just the direct cost -- food, housing, clothing,
mcdical care, education; indirect costs -- money mama doesn't earn because
she is home with baby or because she abandons her career -- would push the
cost of child rearing evem hivher, As one wit put it, parents know there is
no such thing as free love. And someone sajid a family man is one who re-
places the currency in his billfold with snapshots of his kids,

At least, viewed from the perspective of the marriage, childran reduce
dramatically the economic assets available to husband and wife. This has to
have some effect on the marriage.

But, as we all know, children affect marriags in many areas otlier
than the cconomic area, 1Is there any part of a marriage that they do not
affect? Eating changes -- meals just aren't the same now ~hat we cve thr.e,
or four, or more., Conversatior. will never be the same. Recreation? Sorry,
the jet set will have to go tos the Rivicra without us this year, In-laws?
Research on divorce documents the sticky effect children have on our relations
with our in-laus. After all, they are the kids' grandparents, Sex? Any
marriage counselor could speak for hours on how sexual relations are different
with children in the house, Friendships? Fortune magazine's research showed
that by and large in suburbia, the tricycle gang made friends first, their
pursuing mothers met and made friends next ~- and the husbandsg? Oh, they
just vent along with their wives to the next charades and cheese dip party
-- whether they liked the other feliows or not.

Mayhe this is why the research, which tries to measure the iuvpact of
children on rarriape, is gencrally so gloomy,

tiurle: and Palener reported that the higher the rate of children par
years of marriaze, the less satisfactory is the marital relationship, Feldmin
Esund that conples rencrted lers and less satisfaction with marriage as they
concaived more ard more children, And the most hoppily married couples were
childless. LeMastcrs found that the adjustrient of couples to their first
child was usually defined by them as ''an extensive" or "severe crisis.'" He
says, "Children and parenthoad have bean so romanticized in our society that
most widdle-class couples are caught unprenarzd even though they have planned
and walted for this event for years. The fact chat paranthcod is normal
does not eliminate crisis." Of course, not all marriages soficr from the

Donos
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addition of a new team member, Good marriages, the research seums to indi-
cate, suffer less than marriages which were poor to begin with, 3ut they,
too, seem to suifer scme. And the generalization probably holds for both
husbands and wives, young and old, black and white, rich and poor ~-- some
suffer more than others, but most marriages suffer to some ertent whoan
children join the team,

I don't view this as a plea for membership in NON - The National
Organization for Mon~Parents =-- but simply an antedote for the romanticizing
of parenthood LeMasters mentioned -- especiclly for people who have a happy,
companionate marriage as one of their life goals,

ity point, then, is that our studants who are clamoring for marriage
education, who are learning to communicate with their future spouses, and
who are sincerely eager to enrich their marriages =-- should also be clamoring
for parent education. Good education for parenthood can be justified be-
cause it helps children =-- but I am justifying it because it is important
to marriage. If a good marriage is less strained by the advent of pareut-
hood, I am guessing that warital partners who are also good at parenting
will be less traumatize:d by the arrival of children on the family teain.

Therefore, our plea is less for plannad pareathood than it is for
planned .ducation r.r parenthood., As we see this, education should be both
preventive -- it should prevent some of the shock of becoming an ill-prepared
parent -- aad enriching. It should enrich what might well be one of life's
most rewarding enterprises, playing the femily game with other adults and
with children,

Part II

Our own suggestions for helping to increase the positive efiects of
children on the marriage, and, therefore, the effects of specific marriages
on children, encourage four steps as priorities for parenthood:

1. Tie first priority is a need for pcrents and naren:hood to gain
some status -- scmz important self-confidence, ability to speck with some
authority as a group on the fate of children and parents in this country.

We are tired of parents beirg blamed fur all the ills of scciety, and more
tired of them accepting thic blame. ‘hen parents became the incroverted,
meek, silent majority they did, I am not sure; wien they fcll at the mercy
of every psychiatrist, psychologist and speaker at early cliildhood con-
fercnces, [ don't know; but I really believe that the time has come for
pareats to be hecard about every issue affecting their role and about every
ontside influence on their children. Parents will not be effcctive indivi-
dually; this has been proved again and again., They are hardly effective
throuzh vastly underpopulated groups such as PTA's and child care organiza-
tions, but by aliovirg thomselves to be unorganized and undermined, by acting
as Lf 'veryone in the werld and on the TV screen knows better than ihey what
i+ best for then and thelr children, they create an image of unlntelligent,
dependent, unworthy individuals.

Boag™
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» believe that it is time for paraents to be heard, to make known as
a group their concervs, their wishes, their demands, if you will, I believe
that every community should have an orgunization of parents which will see
to it that their and their children's potentials are ecnhanced by every other
individual and every agency and service of society. I know of no group who
works as hard, who does as good a job, who has as much intercst and sustained
energy for their job as those who are parents, and I know of no group wiio
gets as uuch blame and little reward.

2. The next priority deals with a desire tor parents to hive more
knowledge and inforaation about where to get adequate help to make their
rcles more productive. Stating as a preface that I know that many in-divi-
duals may disagree with me, lat me say that I belicve that t.e best parents
I know are those who know something about the growth and develepment of young
children and have irade it their business to find out and learn.

In no job in the world would we go about our business as untrained as
ve do the business of reuarinz children. No farmer plants without knowing
the condition of his soil; no tcacher teaches without studving both the
content to be taught ard the people to be taught; no doctor tales cut an
eprencdix or prescribes medication without expert knowledge of hoth the human
oody and drugs, and yet a majority of individuals in the world will attempt
the most difficult of professions, parenthvod, by a hit, aand often miss,
approach,

[ do not believe any individual, teacher, day care instructor, store
sales person, conductor on the bus, policeman, lunch room manager, nuxse in
the hospital, and most of all, parents, should tamper with the lives of '
children without good knowledgze and informatinn about how children develop,
how they learn, how they grow, how they express and inhibit feelings, how
they beccme successful, and what produces failure.

Asking questions will help illustrate what I mean: How do we know
when a child is telling a little white lie, takes something by mistake, or
is on the road to becoming a thief? How do we know when a child naeds
special help, is getting alonz all right, or is going through a stoge? How
do we denide what effective discipline and guidance are for any age? How
do we answer questions like: is spanking all right, is TV bad, is he behaving
this way because he is two or bocause ke has a problem that needs help?

& teacher of blind childrea onna asked me to tell lor how she could
tell if children vere behaving the way they were because they were blina or
because they were throe years old. This was a very peccentive question for
it implies that wr do %ncw about what fair expectations are to set up for
children; we do know tha signs which signal oroblems, pstentials, neads
for priorities.

We should give high priority to education for parenthood =- a course
in parent euucation for every parent-to-be, or present parent, and a course
in c¢hild development for every other adult member of society, including the
secretary in an offica building, the precstdent of a university, the chairman

GOnoS
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of the lNaliounal Television Board, and even the President of the Uaitel States.
I believe this is important because <verv child's develnpment is touched
olten by all of society's aduits,

3. & third priority deals with reducing che "Television Syndrome."
As debatec range about the good and bad effects of TV on chiidren, statistics
are out [ndicating that by the time a child finishes high school, he will
have had 11,000 hours of schooling and 15,500 hours of TV. Assuming that a
ciiild eats, sleeps, barhes and does a very few other things, what time is
lett for parent-child relationships?

Needless to say, not every child watches television this much: some
watch less, but, of course, some watch more, and the effects of mass media
are more widespread than any of us ever dreamed possible. It is hard to
imagine the large group of American parents who are willing for their child-
ren to gain values, information and role-models from a little box which gives
information and facts planned by individuals who, for the most part, have
little or no understanding of children, family lifc and community life in our
country today. An aftecrnoon of soap operas alone would have most of us taking
an overdose of sleeping pilis if we thought this were an adequate portrayal
of most of human life that goes on around us today. Euch parent needs to be-
come a researcher, to learn what progrems his youngsters watch, what values
are being stressed and at the very least, supervise and interact with child-
ven about what they are seeinrg.

A survey asked several children, '"What will being grown-up be like?"
Invited answers to the effect that they would fezl 'poorly'" as one youngster
put it, "most of the time," and that they would '"meed a lot of mouey for
nedicines and scaps to wash their ulothes,”

Tired, lieadazhy adults do not give children a positive view nf the worth
of grovirg up. A recent article commenting on a foreigner's views while
viziting our countvy and watching TV, states it well., '"Nowhere," he declares,
"Ls the average citizens askced more f{requentiy to examine himself for colds,
neuralgia, backoche, underarm odor, headaches, constipation, blackheads,
reuritis, burcitis, arthritis, sinusitis, indigestion, stomach trouble,
piles, eczema, athlete's foot -- all the troubles for which medicines ere
available at the drug store, I came over to your country a well man,'" he
~xplains. "After oune week of listeaing te your tolevieion commercials, I
felt very ill!"

[* wculd be vnintelligent to say that all TV is bad. There is much that
Ls positive, that bringe a child face to face with a world he would have no
wnowledge of it it weren't for telavision., However, some priority must be
f.iven to deciding what i8 reaily sood for our individual cliildren, who inter-
prets all the conteat ani who know: what is teken from TV. Primariiy, priorily
should be shcisa for glving cihildren a view ¢f the importance of health and
pood physical activity and the importanca of planning thzir lives to include
active parclcipation, not just passive viewing. Children shculd be '"doers,"
not just viewars,

The fouith priority deals with the need to be able to rroduce more

eupanetic, concerned, compacsionate individuzis; to Jdo this, we are going
to hise to become a "pnt up” rathei than a "put down' society. One doersn't

ChHogn
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aave to have -eenagers today to kuow che tevm "put doun," and ore doesn't
have to go far to hear the number of sut~-downs we all use all of tha time.
I collectad 117 in ona two~hour stretch in an airpor~ recently, and another
50 in a department store in Indiana., Let me share a few with you ===

1. 5-year-old tv 3-year-old: '"You stink; you ain't no good; God will
kill you, and you'll be sorry."

2. Teenager to teenager: '"You are the most stunid, dumbest kid I've
ever seen; L don't know why they let you live even."

3. An adult response to an angelic little boy telling everyone he
passed, including me, "In just thrcc more day, I'll be four years old, in
jus: three more days, I'll be four, I really will." =- 'Well, you had better
pe a good boy or ycu won'c ever sce that birthday."

4. About 8~year-old to about 7-year-old: "I hope your ass goes up
in smche; it sure smells stinky."

5. Wife to husband: 'Don't tell me how to spend my money. You've
never made so much for any of us that you can tell me what to do. Why don't
you go to college? You'd probably flunk out just like your brother did."

6. Abtout 70-year-old to 50-year-old daughter in fitting room at
department store: ''This Aoesn't look iike a spring dress to me.' 50-year-uvld:
"Well, it fits you nicely,'" 7J0-year-old: '"How in hell would you know? It's
not even on yet. It's hanging off one shoulder. I don't want ycu advice.

Ycu always lobl: like you just got out of "sed."

7. Dtiother to 2-year-old in bathroom booth: 'You pee in that toilet
this minute or you are walking cut of here without your pants on." Loud cry
trom child. '"Hurry up and pee, It you don't, I'm smacking your bottom and
you're going out there naked. I'm not washing any pants you wet." More
wailing ard then a slam of the door, and a pantless child is dragged out of
the hatnroom by a fierce looking mother.

Exeggerations? Not at all! lListen all around you,

For emctional health of both adults and children, L firnly believe that
every day must be tipped on the positive side; if the day contains more '"no's'"
*han "yes's'" for eithcr child or adult, it is, in the words of Lucy in the
"Peannts" cemlc strip, "a failure day.'" For every day that has more prcblems
than solutions, more drfeats than successes, more fatigue than energy, more
boredom thon interest, more negatives than positives, we tell ourselves and
our children that we aren't or they aren't very worthwhile, likeable, good
at our jobs. The results of such messages can be decvastating.

Learning how to be effective marital partners and effective parents
22 hand {n hand., Strengths in marriage and parenting are reciprocal as are
lacks of success in either. We now must find better ways of fostering new
and more varied methods for learning to effractively educate for parenthood
and marriapge. Each marital partner and cach parent must find enthusiasm and
enecgy for both roles, and every ~hild in a [amily, no matter how many, chould

Lontn
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raup the berefits of loving, concerneu pavenis, Fer w2, Irma Bombeck, the
wnell-knowa columnist, states it well =-- let me close with her comments:
She savs:

"It is normal for children to want asgsurance that they are loveil,
Having all the wrath of the Berlin Wall, I have always admired women who can
reach out to pat their children and not have them tiinch.

"Feeliny more comfortable on paper, I wrote the following for each
of my children.,

TO THE FIRSTUORN

"I've always loved you best because you were our first miracle., You
were the genesis of a marriage, the fulfillment of young love, the prcmise
of our infinity.

"You sustained us through tha hamburger years...the first epartment
furnished in early poverty...our first mode of transportation (1955 feet)
eo.tite 7-inch TV set we paid on for 36 months.

"You were new, had unused grandparents, and had more clothes than a
Barbie doll. You were the 'original model' for unsure pareats trying to
work the bugs out. You got the strained lamb, open pins and 3-hour naps.

fou were the beginning,
TO THE MICDLE CHILD

"Ive always loved you best because you drew a dumb spot in the family
ard it m-.de you stronger for it,

"wou cr‘ed le:s, had more patience, wore faded clothes, and never in
vour life did enything 'fisst' but it only made you more special., Vou are
the ore we reloxed with and realized a dog could kiss you and you wouldn't
get sick. You could c-ozs a street by yourself long before you were oid
encu;zh to got married, and the world didn't come to an end if you went to
bed with dairty feec.

"You ware the child cf our busy, awbtitious years. Without you we
would never have survived the job changes, the liousc we couldn't affoxd,
and the tedium and the routine that are marriage.

"You were the continuznce. .

AIM 1D THE BADY

"o alunys loved you bezt because endings are gencrally ead, and

you are such joy. You readily accepted the milk-stained bibs. The lower

bunk. The cracked baseball bat, The baby, book, barren but for a recipe
for grahem cricher ple nrust that soweone !emmed betwczn the pages.
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"Tou are the one we hold onto <o tightly. For ycu see, you are the
link with a past that gives a reason to tororrow, You darken our hair,
quicken our steps, square our shouldars, restore our vision and giv_ us

humor that security, maturity and endurity can't £ive us,

"When your hair line takes on the shape of Lake Erie and your child-
ren tower over you, you will still ba 'The Baby,'

"You were the culnmination."




