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ABSTRACT

The traditional family is the cormergtone upon which Western civil-

ization has been built, but changes in demographies, ideclogy, and
political philosophy during this cenbury have resulted in the decline in
the strength of the family institution. The model relationship among
church, state, and family, based on history, law, and scripture, is
presented as a framework in whiech legitimate public policy decisions
mist be made to facilitate family restoration.

* Fundamental Republican Party principles concerming the family and
the role of government are articulated, and recent federal legislative
initiatives are analyzed for consistency. DPolitical factors affecting
family policy development are examined to determine why Republicans are
not more suceessful. The paper concludes that Republicans must stay
consistently committed to their prineiples, communicate more effectively
with the American public, and take bold action %o restore the fam:.ly to
a position of gtrength in modern society.




"Strong families are the foundation of soclety. Through them we
pass on our traditions, éituals, and values. From them we recelve the
lbve, enéouragement, and education needed to meet human challenges.
Family 1ife provides 0pportun;ties and time for the spiritual growth
that fosters generosity of spirit and responsible citizenship.

Family experiences shape our response to the 1argér commmity in
which we live. The best American traditions echo family values that
call on us ‘o nurbturs and guide the young, to help enrich the lives of
the handicapped, to assist less fortunate neighbors, and to cherish the
elderly. Let us swmon our individual and commumnity resources to
proﬁote heelthy families capable of carryipg on thesge traditions and

providing strength to our society."

Ronald Reagan
Proclamation of National Family Week
November 15, 1984
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I
INTRODUCTION

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

One need not be a family research professional, nor an ideologue of
any particular political philosophy, to acknowledge that profound
changes have occurred in the fabric of American society in recent
decades. While economic prosperity has been generally consistent since
the end of World War II, the attendant consequences of that suceess have
included a significant shift in American demographic patterns, a redefi-
nition of socletal norms, a decline in respect for authority and the
importance of values, and an assault on the traditional family,
Professor Peter Uhlenberg, Uﬁiversity of North Carolina sociologlst, has

distilled the root cause of the problem, asserting thab "increasingly,

Americans are pursuing a selfish individualism which is inconsistent

with strong families and strong communities."1

Scholars disagree in their attempt to pinpoint the time and origin
of the changes in traditional values and the role of the family in
society. While cause and effect are often difficult to distinguish,
many point to the events of the 1970's with tax reform, the "legali-
zation" of abortion, the no-fault divorce revolubtion, and a lefbtward
shift in majority party politics at the federal iével;2 Others assert
that it was the 1960's, which brought the sexﬁal revolution, the Vietném

War, and the Great Society vision of the Johnson administration.3' Stiil
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others trace the ideological groundwork for gocial change to the new age

of liberalism ushered in by John Dewey's 1935 work, Liberalism and

Social Action, and the New Deal of the Roosevelt ad;mini‘stration.4

Regardless of the genesis for the change, the current debate in
America over which values and programs are béét for the family and
publig policy in general, goes beyond the basic arguments of éonsegva—
tism versus progressivism, Accofding to Dr. Os Guinness of the
Brookings Instifution, the conflict centers on the c¢lash of traditional
morality and absolutism with the modern pervasive relativism of truth,
ethies and justice.5 Whereas féith and famlly had provided the roots of
culture in the past, the rise of modernity and liberalism have given
Amerlica a legacy of relativistic.hollowness, homelesgness, selfish
heartlessness, and the death of God and heroes.6 While changes in the
family may be superficially atiributed to technological advances,
growing intermational influences, financial circumstances, or svolu-
tionary progress, it is of profound importance to be cognizant thaﬁ
changes in ideology and religlous beliefs preceded the contemporary
. breakdown of the American fami}y.

Perhaps the most diséerniﬁie empirical evidence of a changed view
of family is the:

Massive shift of nurbturing and cere-giving +tasks awaﬁ from

the family and into the hands of institutions. America is

changing from a scciety in vwhich the family was the basic
provider of care and nurture, _to a s?ciet¥ in which institu-
tions are basic and the family is marginal.
Degpite an estimated 20 agencies administering 260 federal programs
aimed at helping children and families in 1981, and a five-fold inecrease

in per capita social welfare expenditures from 1960 to 1980 (in cbnstant

dollars), many of the economic and behavioral indicators of family
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stability had only Worsened.8 As the 1986 White House Working Group on
the Family observed, more than two decades of substantial federal inter-
vention had fostered welfare dependency and undermined the authority and
. liberty of the family:

Everywhere the equation holds true: Where there are strong

families, the freedom of the individunal expands and the reach:

of the state contracts. VWhere family life weakens and fails,

government advances, intrudes, and ultimately compels.

The White House Group also noted the ominous historical reality that
every totalitarian movement of the twentieth century has tried to
. destroy the family. The_modem American_experlence can be seen as -an>
ideologica;i battle between the forces of democratic capitalism and
socialism, with the latter's attempt to "substitute the power of the
state for the righté, responsibilitles, and authority of the family." 10
The contemp§rary conflict between the presuppositions and programs of
the Great Society and those of the Reagan Revolution show clearly the
tensions expressed previcusly by Guinness.

Many would not be concerned about this shift in institutional power
and a replacement of the Judeo-Christian ethic with the relativistic
values of the "me generation"‘ of the 1980's, were they not presented
with quantifiable evidence of a breakdown in the family and societj at
large. A cursory survey of contempérary demographics and étatisti‘cal
behaw.rior patterns provides the necessary proof.

There is nothing so devastating to the American family as divorce.
Currently, half of first time marrisges end in divorce, while in 1960
the divorce rate was only 25%.1‘I The consequénces of the proliferation

of marital dissolution provide a litany of woes for a once stable

SOOiety, and probably repregent the most profound soeial phenomenon of
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' this century. Children are involved in 60% of divorceé , and 23% of
children currently live in a single~parent family.12 Single~parent
families are growing at 20 times the rate of two-parent families.13

A. closely related symptom of familial breakdown is the tremendous .
rise in'.teen-age pregnancy and illegitimacy. From 1970 to 1985, there
was an increase of nearly 400% to 2.8 million in the number of children
being reared by a mother who had never been married.M Many attribute
this tfagedy in part to antl-family incentiveé in the federal Aid to
Pamilies with Dependent Children (AFDC) program, which in most states
disqualifies a woman with a male financial provider living in the house. |
Tn fact, of the mothers receiving AFDC benefits in 1986, 46% had never
15

been married, and 36% were separated or divorced. The rise in teen
pregnancy and illegitimate births is even more shocking when understooci
that approﬁmately 40% of these pregnancies have ended in azbortion since
“1973. Ironically, it appears that the recently-created school-based
hea;th c¢linics which dispense birth control information and products
withoﬁt parental consent, and the new values-neutral sex education
prograns in publice schools ,'l}ave contributed to increased promiscuity,
rather then reduced illegitimacy. ©

Recent decades have witnessed a tremendous increase in the partici-
pation of women in the labor force. While less ‘than one-quarter of
17

families had two-earnmer incomes in 1960, ' by 1982, almost two-thirds of

all married women with children ages 6 to 17, and almost half of women
with children under age 6, worked outside the home at least part 1::';.me.“3
While families were arguably in a better economic position with two wage

earners in the home, the derivative problems of "latchkey children" and

the "child-care crigis" have become among the most widely discussed



policy i;ssues of the 1980's.

There is a continuing trend of young adults either postponing
marriage or opting to femain single. This unique American demographic
shift is evidenced by the doubling of never married adults age 25 to 29

from 1970 to 1984, 12

Those who do marry are having fewer or no
children. The changing views §f the utility of children, the economic
burden of raising them, the self-centeredness of modern individualism,
and the wide acceptance and convenience of birth control and abortion,
have reduced birthrates beléw that which 1s required to replenish the
current popula‘bion.zo Inpreasingly, children gpend leas time with their
parents and more time under institutional supervision, in front -of a
television, or on the streets with peers.

‘The wmmistakable signs of social dysfunction linked to traditional
famlily breakdown took on a fz-esﬁ awareness in the 1980f's. The scourge
of rampant drug abuée 53' the nation's youth, and the widespread eiposure
of children as customers and victims of pornography were new indieia of
trouble. . Studies showed the great negative impact that toys, musie,
television and other media were having on children, as violence, sex and
the c;ccult were common thel'nes‘. in these vehicles of play and entertain-
ment.21 Children have been further affected by reductions in child
support and spousal maintenance awards in no-fault divorce decrees, and
a national erisis in support en:f'or::ement.z2 Thege represent yet further
manifestations of a spirit of militant individualism and perversity |
which is gripping the culture.

The vast mejority of American children have been educated in the
publie school system, in Which'textbooks and courges of instruction are

increasingly oriented to humanist values and a secular philosophy.%
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The undermining of respect for parental authority in favor of state
direction or individual autonomy, and the contemporanesous purging of
religiouslinfluence in the public schools has impaired the dgvelopment
of healthy family members;24 Values that had historically provided
stpength to the famlly, such as firm discipline and corporal punighment,
patriotism, and academic achievement, were either attacked, or given
token attention. Despite an increase in govermment spending on educa~
tion from $5.2 billion to $25.3 billion from 1966 to 1981, scores on the
benchmark Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) dropped aboubt 6% in math and
10% in verbal during the period.zs

The Intermal Revenue Code also wreaked havoe upon the traditional
family. Dr. Allan Carison, president of the Rockford Institute, blames
heavy tax growth for giving the financial impetus for pressuring mothers
into the work force. He reporis that between 1960 and 1984, a two-
parent family with four children saw its federal income tax liability
increase 224%, while the social security tax increased 600%, to 7.15% of
gross incoﬁe.

The Tnited States Supreqe Court dealt among the harshest blows to
the American family and tradi;sional morality. A century ago, the Court
demonstrated profound respect for the traditional views of marriage and

family, stating in Maynard v. Hill that "marriage is the foundation of

the family and of socieby, without which there would be neither civili-

27 28

zation nor progress.! However in 1965 with Griswold v. Connecticut,

the Court embarked on dualistic path by attempting to create a view of
liberty based on radical individualism, while facilitating sbtatist
control of select family issues. The Court postulated a new view of

marriage by asserting that the "preservation of marital privacy"
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