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1 OF SIX EDUCATION

Willard Deecher

Then one mentions Sex ZIducation
for children,the avernpe pergson thinis
only of the imparting of biological
facts to phvsically immature individ-
vals. Many emotional controversies
thrive as to whether this is helpful
or harmful to children. Some say that

the 'sexual difficulties” of mature
life w1ll be avoided bv teachinz chil-

dren "sex"at an carlv azc;others feel
that this creates a morbid intsrest in
gexuality, It seems, however, thah
the broader 1mp11catlong of the prob-
lem are overlooked in the hent of ar-
gument. As a resuvlt, the wholec problem
of gex education gets out of perspec~
tive and the most dynamic aspects of
our common scx life arc disrognrded.
Sex 1s more a social matter than
a private preoccupatlion., Bein, a malo
or being a femalc mcans vostl— nmore in
terms of daily life than thoe hf01001—
cal facts would indicate. The iundivid-
val lives in a social contec ~t, and the
biological function of scx is Dbut a
part of his total 1lifc. Bt gocilal
living is strongly influcucced hv  the
division of huwmn beings irt *un socx-
eg. Animols tale scex for wlot it is;
but human beings cxagserntio 2z dif-
forecnces through diffarcnt customs and
clothing. Mogst of the scerual &ifficul-
tics we wish to avoid ariss iorz from
the cusgtoms surrounding soxunli ity and
sox~ciffcrencos than from the diffe
cnces themselves, In short, scx oduca-
tion for the child ouszht to bo more
occupiod with imparting an undorsta nd-
ing of our cultural conditiorim’
it is at prescnt--chowing the
their social conncctednes:z.

One school of psvchology makes a
creat issuc of the female cenvy of the
male penig and agcribes most pgychic
difficultics cxporionced by women and
zirls to thig factor. This mistake
could happen orly with people who try
to nnderstand sex apart from codidl
cugtoms elaborated for its social
Tunctioning! Our gocial life and folk-
wayvs are irherited from a  patriarchal
post when the male vas given the domi-
mnt role and "owned" the femnles., All
prenstige and mundane advantages were
given to the mle, the female rctain-
ing o8 her "right" those nonpredatory
choracteristics unmaccevtable or use-
lecgs to the predatory mle. Even to-
doy the wor@ 'mrnsculine”  symbolizes
all thot is domimant, and "feminine"

significs the passive and submissive
hunnn choracteristics.

In such a vorld, who would not
rother be o rmale than o fernle? The
female role in modern culturc ig still
urdervalucd and looked down on. And
a8 long as creator privileres aregiven
the mnle becaugse of the biological ac-
cident of birth, females will be cn-
vious. o one carcs to accept o posi=-
tion of permanent inforiorit— through-
out lifg=--onc thot can never be fully
cormersoted while the condition of be-
ing "femnle' is consicercd legss  valu-
oble thon being a male.

e first "sex" cducation girls

and boys _ct is the understanding that
there arce giffcrences of privilege in
favor of tlc rnle.We don't tcll thom~=
but they sce that the father  has
greater frecdom and more sclf-determi=

w10




nation than the mother. Social preg-
gure ariscs early to persuade zirls to
be "nice" (pasgive) ard sven greater
pressurc is put on boys to be aggres-—
give and competitive (predatory).A boy
with o dirty face ig telien for grarted,
but & girl who is dirty is"slomed” in-
to over-valuing clearlircosg. by such
tricks, we subduc in girls the activi-
ty vhich is mtural to both i

bovs. A girl who has to ror cleoan
at oll times must overcome ogzressive

toendencies and cultivoate onlw the pag-
give traits which arc congidered un-
monly,”" Thesc subtle preossures cxucrt-
cd on children fror the first daysg of
lifc soon result in what ig called
"msculine™ and "feminine"  behavior.
The female is artificlally held Dack
by the customg of our patricrchal cilv-
ilization and kept from competing with
the mle, And whilc thesge customs re-
roin unchanged, there will be cexmity
between the sexes regardless of oze or
condition.

Social customs rother than  the
biological sex function determine the
mnner and time in which sex will e
expericnced and expressed by the indi-
vidual, DPorcnts and teacherg rust de-
cide whether they want to contirme
this inecuality betweern the scxes. If
they believe that the future of the
race 1s best served by artificially
limiting the powers of ococh femle,
thon we ought to contimmwe frying to
ke boys "more manly" (masculine) and
girls "less manly" (more foninire).
"Masculine” and "femirine™ are arti-
facts of our culture, linitirg the be-
havior of individunls, oard mmet 1o
Lonzor bo confused with role ond fo-
rmle! But if we beliceve that the fu-
turc of ronkind is served botter by o
greater cquality and identity of ine-
terest between the scxes, we must dis-

cerd the fictiong of rmasculinity and
fomininity.

Scx education for the younz ought
to be o comscious cvaluation of these
factors and fictions as thevy apply to
the daily lives of our children. The
life attitvdes are being solidified
dvrirg childhood, and it ig for us to
deternire the dircction of the tronds
to be cxpresscd irnTlater life., VWhen we
call a boy a "siss¥F", we do more than
ghane him--we defome and dishonor 211
huron fermles with the same breath!
The real darmge done the boy is smll
in comparigon to the harm inflicted on
femnles by using their sex as a synbol
of worthlessness for cvalunting the
boy. The whole pessimism with which
our culture gtill regards women and
girts is oxpressed in +the word "sis-
S;‘V‘} UK

The little business of imparting
biological facts of sex is inconsider-
able in its cffect on individunl chil-
dren in comparison to the dyramic of-
feet of what it moons to be a boy or
girl in omr culture. It might be far
nore useful for us to tench boys and
girls how to regard each other with
sone degree of equality, and to worry
less about what 1s cormonly called
gsex-instruction.An arrogant rmle child
who is trained to "conouer" others in
his enviromment will--gg a man--try to
conguer women sexually. And the woran
who 1s envious of the arrogant male
will trv to make him "fall" for her in
an effort to domimate him, In both
cascs, sex is used as a weapon instead
of as a cormon bond, Sex difficulties
do not arise from ignorance of biology
as often (if at all) as thev stem fron
the mutval antagonism and fear engen-
derod by over=-veluing the male role
end under-valuing the fermle role in
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our culturc. No rcal fellowship is
poggible between males and females in
our civilization becausce of thiyg mnige
take.

Wormen thermgolves contribute rmch
toward keeping wp this nigtoler trodi-
tioml attitude. Thelr resontnont a-
gainst being "under-valued ferales®™ is
go strong that thoy do not oenjor the
socicty of cach other.Witness the teorn
"hen party™ and the scornful tore of
the average wonan toward such thoy-
ings. Thig attitude only contribuatos
to the-gencral scorn heaned unor  the
fermle, It is unfortuvrate th.t worien
aggist in their owvm degradatior Dby
failing to understand the results of
guch thinking.

Nature hag maode the sexunl  wrge
go corpelling that men and wonoel mnorry
in spite of the antagonism and  fear
which cxists between thom., DBut little
happiness cxiste in marrisge for nost
pecople. Much ig blamed on "soxmwnl in-
cormpatibility” ard "fermnle frig s
but such words cuzplain nothing.,  Ibr-
riage is o job for two cqual partners,
and it-can not succeed vhen rivalry
exists. And in spite of this, we con-
tinmue to train our children go that
the rivalry will be pregent br raturi-
ty. The fear of being "conguercd" and
contliunlly depreciated kcops oy
worien from rorriage., Or if they moarry,
this factor induvces nagging, whining,
and frigidity and all the ills  too

cormonr to the marricd state. Training
for fellowship and o feeling of ecqual-
ity botween the scxes is the only kind
of sox ecducation vhich will not fail
its mark. Ve mupt romove or ninimige
the ¢ffect of our patriarchal inherie-
tance on our children. The boy who
"looks dow:n on" girls or the girl who
foars or cuviecs boys will grow up - to
bo a digsntisiicd mrriage partnor,Qur
prosroan of sgex cduecation ought +to be
thoe corrcetion of such nigtoalkoen atti-
tudcg beforc puberty.

The gex function will be used in
human relatiouships oxactly asg the at=
Iitnde towerd the other gox determines
-=1%t hog no autonomous life of ite own!
Importing tho biological facts of sex
will roither holp nor harm (per se),
Tor the knowledyge will be wsed only
according to the character of the in-
dividunl who roccives the instruction
All life dermonds coopdration,and coop=-
cration can exigt only when there is a
foeling of cquality present. Our "scx
cdneation” then is more rightly accom-
plighcd when we reomovo obstacles to
cooperation among children., To the de-
grco we con rerwove the injurious fic-
tiong of tho go=called masculine and
feninine character differences,we pro-
mote o feeling of rmtual regard  Dbe-
tween rnles and fornles,This "identity
of intercst™ will guarantec proper use
of the soxuel function, and the biol=-
oy of sex can be guperirmpoged without
foar of darmpe to aiyone. .
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